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I'N' THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
ALLAHABAD LUCKNOW BENCH LUCKNOW

-bther Original Suit No. 4/1989

Sunni Central Board of
Wagqfs U.P. and Others =--=--smmsmmemmmnnn- Plaintiffs

Versus

Gopal Singh :‘(decéased)
and Others . ==eeceecccecmcceeeas -------Defendants

ClubTogether
Other Original Suit No. 1/1989
Other Original Suit No. 3/19_89
and
Other Original Suit No. §/1989

D.W.No. 17/1
EXAMINATION IN CHIEF BY WAY OF AFFIDAVIT OF
RAMESH CHANDER TRIPATHI DEFENDANT NO.16
UNDER: ORDER 18 RULE 4 OF CODE OF CIVIL
PROCEDURE. |

I, Ramesh Chander Tripathi, aged about 66 years,

son of late Shri Parshuram Tripathi, permanent resident of
Villége Bhagw"anpatti, Sub-division -'Mijhora, Tehsil -
Akbarpur, District — Ambedkar Nagar (erstwhile District —
Faizvabad), plaihtiff No. 17 of this Suit, hereby do solemnly

affirm on oath as under:

Para -1 That |, deponent, arh a permanent resident of
- Village Bhagwanpatti, Sub-division —Mijhora, Tehsil —
Akbarpur, District — Ambedkar Nagar (erstwhile

. . District —Faizabad). | was born here and my
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|
ancestors had been permanently living here since

. generations.

Para

-2 That |, deponent, and my family members and

my ancestors have been the followers of Sanatan

'~"Hindu Religion. |, deponent, have complete faith in

Para

Hihdu'Religion since the time of rﬁy ancestors.

-3 That | know the disputed site very well and

~have been visitinvg Ayodhya with my father and my

family since my childhood and later,vaione, from time

~to time, particularly at the religious festivals, for

‘taking darshan, worship and bath in Saryu- River in

' Ayodhya,

Para

-4 That according to the established immortal faith

_‘ and traditions of Hindu religion, God Vishnu has

Para

:taken incarnation as a son of the King Dasratha and

born to Kaushaliya in Ayodhya.

-5 That Ayodhya City is situated in District

Faizabad and the place where God Shri*Rama, in

~accordance with ‘-the faith, belief and tradition, was

~born, is being worshipped by the followers of Hindu

religion as a birthplace of God Shri Rama. The place

~where God Shri Rama had taken birth is known by

‘the name of Mohalla Ramkot and is under the -

Municipality and in Revenue Records, it is known by

Para

,'the name of Village — Kotramchander.

-6 ©  That although festival gathering of the followers

of Hindu religion are organized at a number of

- religious’ occasions such as Sawan Jhula, Akshay

"lv\'la'vami (Chaudah Kosi Parikrama), Probodhini

- Ekadashi (Panch Kosi Parikrama), Puranmasi of the
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~month of Kartika etc. on different dates, for holy

 bath, devotion, darshan, worship etc. in Ayodhya.

Ho'weve;r, the festival gatherings of devotees and

pilgrims on the birthda'y of God Rama i.e. on Navami

~of Shukla Paksha of Chaitra month is the biggest fair

of Ayodﬁya.

" The devotee pilgrims from the different parts of India

,are‘ gathered there in lakhs. In addition to this,

- people from abroad also comes there and take the

“dafshan of birthplace of God Shri Rama and an idol

) of God ,Shri Ramlalla at that place and consider

themselves as fortunate. This day is known as

_Chaitra Ram Navami. '

Para

-7 That I, the deponen‘t, has been taking darshan

of an idol of God Ramlalla, sitting in Ramjanm

‘Bhoomi temple, Ayodhya, every year regularly since

the age of 7 years. My father used to tell me that his

- father and grandfather had been t‘aking bath in Saryu

River at the Chaitra Ram Navami and traditionally

taking darshan of God Ramlalla, sitting in the temple

situated at Ramjanambhoomi and God Rama had

taken incarnation in Tretayug and this place is being

recognized as a Shrine since then.

Para

-8  That above temple situated at the above site

~has been worshipable as God Shri Ram

Janambhoomi and God Shri Rama was being

- worshipped there regularly and is being worshipped

-to day also.

Para

-9  That there was no Babri Masjid or any other

‘Mashid ever existed at the disputed site. There was

a Bhawan of God Shri Ram Janambhoomi temple at
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the disputed site. An idol of God Shri Rama had

bee_en therein since earlier time.

-10 That according to my knowledge no follower of

Islam Religion had gone at the disputed site or

around it, since 1934. Neither any body had ever

"r?ead Namaz at the disputed site , nor the disputed

site or area is in close proximity ever been under the

| occupation of Muslim Community or Muslim person.

This place has been under the Poojaries and Saints

~of Hindu Community continuously and worship and

Para

darshan etc. of God Shri Rama and his birthplace

‘has been going on.

-11  That disputed site is situated in Ayodhya City of

"~ District Faizabad and Ayodhya is a famous Shrine of

f the followers of Hindu Religion. There are a number

of ancient temples in Ayodhya, where idols of various

- deities are installed.

Para

-12 That there were three domes in the temple

situated at the disputed site and an idol of God

~Ramlalla had been under the middle dome. Sita

" Rasoi and Chhatti Pu:jan site is in the north of the

‘Bhawan with three domes, where Chauka, Chulha,

~ Belan a~nd. footsteps are constructed. Visitors and

pilgrims: have béen taking regular darshan and

worship of Sita Rasoi and Chhatti Pujan site and

“Chauka, Chulha, Belan and footsteps, constructed

- therein along with the darshan and worship of an idol

of God Shri Rama, sitting in the birthplace,

~Janambhoomi temple. For entry into the premises of

~ disputed site, there was a main gate in the east side,

- known as “Hanumat Dwar” and second entry gate

t was in the north, known as “Singh Dwér”, from where
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'._Saints, Sanyasies and devotees used to visit. Above

three domes constructed at the said disputed site

~ were fallen on 6" December 1992 but an idol of God

Shri Rama is still at that place, which is being

~worshipped by Hindu devotees, nilgrims and visitors

regularly. Pujaries have been offerving Rag-bhog,

" Poojan etc. to God Shri Rama in accordance with the

_."procedure prescribed in the religious books.

Para

-_13 That there was a wall with grill in the east of

‘the building with three domes and Ram Chabutra was

in the east-south of this building. Idols of Ram

| Darbar were therein and continuous Kirtan used to

"be:con'dut:ted there. There was a tree of Pipal and a

"tre,e of Neem in the south-east corner inside the

“outer wall of the premises and family of Mahadev

- Shankarji i.e. idols of Shankarji, Parvati ji, Ganesh ji

Kartikeya ji and Nandi were therein. Devotees used

‘ fo take their darshan and worship these.

Para

-14 That there was a place for performing

Parikrama by the devotee around the outer boundary

situated at the disputed site. Devotees and pilgrims

after performing worship and 'darshan, used to take
Parikrama of the entire premises. Saints-Vairagies

were used to live in the tin-shed in the east, opposite

- to wall with grill and used to perform Kirtan-Bhajan.

Para

-15. That there were a few Samadhies in the north

-of the disputed premises. Devintees were uséd to

" worship these as Samadhies of Saints.

Para

-16 That disputed site has been under the

- occupation of the followers of Hindu R»eligion.
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Para -17 Thiat there was never a “Mosque” constructed
'by Babar and any other mosque constructed as such,
at the disputed site. Muslims have not ever read
Namaz there.

LUCKNOW

Dated 9.5.2005 N DEPONENT

Sd/-
(RAMESH CHANDER TRIPATHI)
Verification |
[ ..abc')vze mentioned deponent, Ramesh Chander

Tripathi, Deféndant No. 17, do solemnly hereby affirm

that | have read and understood the facts written in my

affidavit, very well an‘d.that contents of Para 1 to 17 of my
affidavit are }true according to my individual knowledge.

Nothing is false and no material has been concealed. May

God help me. Verified to day, dated 9" May 2005 at the

premises of High Court, Lucknow Bench Lucknow.

LUCKNOW Sd/-
Dated 9.5.2005 | DEPONENT
| (RAMESH CHANDER TRIPATHI)

| know the above mentioned deponent Shri R'amesh
Chander Tripathi, personally. He has put his signature on

~ the 'affid-avit before me, after reading it. ’

Lucknow - - Sd/-
(VIRESHWAR DWIVEDI)

, Advocate
Dated 9.5.2005
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Before: Commissioner, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Judg'e/Officer on Special ' Duty,

Hon’ble High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

[}

Sunni Central Board of

Wagqfs U.P. and Others --------- Plaintiffs
Versus | o
Gopal Singh Visharad

and Others = ----- m————— Defendants

Other Original Suit No. 4/1989
(Regular Suit No. — 12/1961)

Dated 9.5.2005
D.Wv. 17/1, Shri Ramesh Chander Tripathi

_(Commissioner appointed by the Hon’ble Full Bench
vide order dated 6.5.2005 in Other Original Suit No. -
4/89). |

Exam‘ilnation in chief Affidavit of Ramesh Chander Tripathi,
aged about 66 years, son of late Shri Parshuram Tripathi,
permanent resident of Village Bhagwanpatti, Sub-division
—Mijhora, Tehsil — Akbarpur, District — Ambedkar Nagar
(erstwhile District —Faizabad), page 1 to 9, was submitted

and taken on record.

(Cross-examination, on an Oath, by Shri Ranjeet Lal
Verma, Advocate, on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara, plaintiff of
Other Original Suit No. -3/89 begins).

XXX XXX XXX XXX

| have used the word “Dharma” in second line in Para

-2 of my Examination in chief affidavit. From the word
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“Dharma”, | mean “‘Right living” and “Right thinking”,
including “Right conduct”. In my view if a person follows
thes.e facts in life, it will be said that he is following
“Dharma’. Thus all the human creation is under the
“‘Dharma” and “Dharma” is above all. Dharma is above all

i.e. it is essential for every community fo follow it.

Question: If anyone acts (behave) as a Persion or
Christian, just opposite to the definition of
Dharma, as stated or established by you, would

be called an irreligious person?

(Upon this question, Learned Advocate, Shri
Vireshwar Dwivedi, on. behalf of Plaintiff No. 17 in Other
Original Suit No. 4/89, has raised an objection that this
question is irrelevant because the witness, in Para -2 of
his statement has written about the Sanatan Hindu
Religion and he neithef in his statement novr in his Cross-
examination stated about promotion of any Religion).

'(In reply to above objection, Learned advocate Shri
Ranjit Lal Verma cross-examining has said that Learned
Advocate is wasting the time of this Court through this |,
question and wants to divert the witness, whereas Cross- |
examination is being conducted about the entire contents
of affidavit)

[}

Answer’ | have stated the definition of religion for

' myse.lf. I am' not a Dharm Guru of the world.

"I have, 'i'n second line of Para -2 of my Examination
in ch"ief affidavit, used the words “Sanafan Hindu Dharma”. |
From this, | mean the definition of Dharma as | have
stated{ above in my statement. If a follower of "Sanatan

Hindu Dharma” even if he does not act in accordance to
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aboVe stated conduct, he will be treated as Hindu and not

an atheistic.

| went to Ayodhya in 1946 for the first time after
attai"ning the age of uhderstanding. At that time | was 7
years old. My date _of birth, as recorded in" my High
School Certificate is 18th July 1939. | came to Ayodhya.
from my village. None'ofc my family lives in Ayodhya. |
came to Ayodhya for the first time Withvmy father, at
Chaitra 'Ram':Navami. :Guru of my father had a house in
Ayodhya. My Guru has no house in Ayodhya. | do not -
remember, at which placé, Guru of my father used to live.
| did not stay at Ayodhya, when | came to Ayodhya for the
first time. | stayed at Maudahé, near railway station, with
my Zfa'th:er. Maudaha is in Faizabad. There was my
anc_esfral house, constructed by my grandfather. | stayed
there. This' ancestral house was constructed prior to the
year' 1900 My father was literate and he obtained his
education while living in this house. | also obtained my
education, while residing in this house. | have seen my
gran‘dfather but | was not conscious at that time. My
father has studied up to High School but failed in the High
School examination. My father used to study
Ramcharitmanas and Vedic literature regularly. He used
to tell about Ramayana. He also used to organize Akhand

Path of Ramayana and Bhagwat. 'Sometimes he used to

live in Faizabad and sometimes in the village. | have
gained knowledge from such discussions and | tend
towards religious subjects. | became interested towards

religious subjects at the age of 7-8 years. | used to go to
Ayodhya for taking darshan, once or twice in a month. |
did not go alone. | used to go to Ayodhya with my bfother
and father. VAft'er being an adult i.e. after getting service, |
used to go to A_'yodhya"alone. | became adult at the time

wheh | joined service. | was appointed' to the post of
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Audifor in Accounts Department in Defence. At that time |
was 18 years and 4 months old. By that time | had passed
the B.A. examination. | have passed: B.A. in 1957 from
Allahabad Uni}versity. | had passed High School and
Intermediate Exam. From Faizabad. | had been posted at
Allahabad at the time of my first appointment. |
sometimes, used to go to the house situated in Maudaha
in Fajzabad and sometimes to my village, while studying in
Inter and B.A. | stayed at my house in Maudaha regularly,
till 1 was studying in Intermediate. My elder brother was
also used to live with me. My father used to come from
villagé. During the period when | was studying in Inter,
Whenevér | used to go to Ayodhya, | used to take bath in
Saryu River and seek darshan of Ramjanambhoomi and
Han_Umahgarhi. Occasionally, | used to go to Kanak
Bhawan for darshan. | used to take bath at Naya Ghat at
Saryu River. There was a }temp‘le behind the Naya Ghat.
Stairs at the Ghat were constructed later. | do not
remember whether there were stairs at Naya Ghat during
th.e period when | was 7 years old and upto 18 years.
There were temple_s behind the place where Saryu River
flows af that time. I_did not go to thesé temples as |
always had the paucity of time. | have visited the temples,
Hanufnangarhi and . Kanak Bhawan, other than
Ramjanambhoomi. Besides | used to take darshan of °
Dasratha Bhawan, Kekai Bhawan, Gbkul Bhawan from
outside but | did not go inside. Besides, | used to go for
'dar's‘han‘ of Nageshwar Nath Temple, Swargdwar temple,
Treta Ke Thakur, Ch.-hotti' Chhawani, Valmiki Bhawan.
Volunteer : that | used to go there ffor‘t_he darshan of
Saints. - The temples referred above are of my particular
ihclination, where | used to'go for darshan. Ayodhya is a
house of temples. Amawan Temple and Murav Temple are -
amo:ng the temples of Ayodhya. | have been to the

temp’l‘e-' Digambar Akhara of Ramchander Paramhans.
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Digé‘r“n'bar Akhara in my view is a fémous temple. My
father' used to go there earlier. Guru of my father had no
house there. .I went to that temple in 1946, when | went to
Ayodhya for‘the first time with my Tather. | have no :
knowiedge if my father had takén Guru-Mantrd from
Paramhéns Ramchander Das or not. H,owever, | know that
‘he used to go there. Ramchander Paregmhans Das met me
in 1946._in Ayodhya at that place.
. . 1

| 4Came to know about the Suit concerning to
Janambhoomi |n March 1969 for the fir&;t time. Before that
| have no infbrmation about this Suit. XFurther said, that | ‘
came to know about the‘Su'its. concerning to this case in
March 1969, ‘Howevér, | already have the knowledge
about the dispute. | have heard about'it before March
1969 but not heard adet the particular facts concerning to
this. | have seen before 1969, at the disputed site that
inner part of the disputed Bhawan was attached but outer
partw‘aé open. | have made an application in April 1969
for béco'miﬁg a party. ih the case and 4order for accepting
my request for becoming a party to the suit was issued on
14" July 1969 only after examination. After examination |
came to know that a Suit No. 12/61 is subjudice. | did not
com’e-‘to know about other Suits even after examination. |
made an application for becoming a party in Suit No.
12/61 after this examination. | got a copy of this Suit only
after | became a party to. | have given the copy to the
Suit to the Lawyer. | myself had examined the Suit. | get
a copy of the Suit within one month after becoming a
party. |-have read it. |'even after reading this Suit did not
come to. know that if there were other related Suits or not.
l ha\)e obtained the information about defendants of Suit
No. 1_2/_61. | was made defendant No. 17 in the Suit.
Othér:people became a party later on. | On receipt of a

copy of’v the suit, | went at my job ‘after arranging for
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filing_» of counter-suit but later | came to know that
couht_er— suit was not filed from my side. | have deputed
Shri Pundrik Mishra, Advocate to file counter-suit. | have
also given some money to Shri Pundrik Mishra for filing
counter-suit. During my service, | was initially posted at
Allahabad and then from Allahabad to Kanpur and Kanpur
to Jammu headquarter. During 19'60—61, | was posted in
Allahabad. Thereafter | was transferred to Manauri. |
remain there for one and half to two years. From Manauri,
| was transferred to Kanpur. | remain there up to 1965.
From Kanpur, | was transferred to Jammu headquarter. |
remain there up to 1968. Thereafter | proceeded on leave
a’nd_'aga'in in the year 1972 | went to Jammu headquarter
in Cdnnection with the job. After staying there for about
one.yea'ﬂr, | was again transferred to Allahabad. During
1969 to 1972, | was in Faizabad because my father was
admitted in a private ward in Faizabad hospital. | was not
aware that Shri Pundrik Mishra was a party in Suit No.

12/61 or not. Later on | came to know about this.

We are three brothers. My two brothers are elder to
me. My father is no more. We, all the three brothers were
Iivin.:g‘ with my father, till he was alive. My elder brother
had been looking after the work of farming. | have told to
Pundrik Mishra about the counter-suit, he has to file. | do
remember that | have asked Shri Pundrik Mishra to file a ,
counter-suit on my behalf. However, /| do not remember |
what other facts | have told to him. | do notremember
whether Shri Pundrik Mishra had obtained my signature on
the édUhter—suit or not. | did not enquire from Sl;ri Pundrik
Mish‘ra,'.after meeting him in Allahabad, whether he filed
counter-suit on‘my behalf or not. | did not receive any
summoh--notiqe up to 1975.- | received a notice from High
Couf_t in 1989. At that time | was in Lucknow. | received

this summon in regard to Suit No. -12/61. Beside, this |
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received notice in Suit No. -236/89. Both the summons
vv”as:d_el.iveredito me in my individual!_capacity. 1 do not
rerné;mber whether a copy was attach:ed to the summons
or not. After receiving the summon,\l asked Shri Hari
Shankar Jain, Advocate to file counter-reply on my behalf.
| filed the reply in 1992. | have filed the reply in Suit No. - "
12/61. | have also filéd reply in other Suit, but | do not
kno_w the date on Whiéh | have filed this reply. | have
appointed Shri Jain as_m‘y Advocate in Suit No. -12/61 and
Shri-J.N. Mathur, Advocate in other Snit._' In addition to
this,- | have appointed Shri Vireshwar Dwivedi, as an
Advocate. | do not remember if | had appointed anyone
else as my eidvocate .other than these three persons oir
not. . | have not made any applicati‘on against Pundrik
Mishra, Advocate Bar Conncil because it was thing of past
and nothing can be done now. | have f‘iled my reply in Suit
No. -5/89 (Other Original Suit.No. -236/89) through Shri
K.P.: S'ingh, Advocate. | sometimes used to go to pursue
the ‘cavse, after filing of reply on 14" August 1989. | do
not 'know if K.P. Singh, Advocate was a lawyer of any
othevr‘party'}in the suit or not. | have written in Para -2 and
3 of the counter-reply that | accept the contents of Para 1
to 39 of this Suit.

Learned - advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of the witness towards document No. 33 A -1/1 of
his counter-re[.:)ly and asked what doés he mean by the
Word,“Ramanandiya Vaishnav” used in Para -4. Witness
said that | cannot explain its méaning. First, | have
perceived the contents of counter-reply prepared by
Lawyer Shri K.P. Singh and then signed it. Shri
Devkjnandan Aggarwal was a plaintiff No. -3 in this Suit. |
do not know him since earlier i.e. from the time of my

appointment at Allahabad. | did not go to his residence at
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Allahabéd. | have seen Shri Devkinandan Aggarwal for

one or twice, but | have not talked to him personelly.

"Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of the witness towards document of Other
Original Suit No. -5/89. Witness after seeing it said that |
had got a copy of this very Suit. | have read it and after
that .I filed a counter-reply through Shri K.P.Singh,
Advocate.

lLearned advocate .Cross—exanfﬂning draw the
attention of the witness towards Para -6 of Suit document
of Other Original Suit No. -5/89 and read out the contents
of this para to witness. Witness said that | came to know
about‘Suit No. -26/59, for the first time, when | received a
copy of .Other Original Suit No. -5/89. | have not read the
book written by Shri Devkinandan Aggarwal' in this regard.
| know ‘about the qualification and designation of Shri
Devkinandan Aggarwél'. .I have no knowledge that he was
a Deputy Chairman of Vishwa Hindu Parishad. | did not
come to know, till day that Shri Devkinandan Aggarwal
was a Deputy Chairman of Vishwa Hindu Parishad. |
have a little knowledge about Vishwa Hindu Parishad. |
have no knowledge whether this organization is a big one
or small. | know only about Shri Ashok Singhal, who is
the Chairman of Vishwa Hindu Parishad. During the
cour.s‘e of proceedings of this suit, | did not come to know
whether Vishwa Hindu Parishad has anything to do with °
this " suit or not. | sometimes, duﬁing the cou|rse of
proce‘edings of this suit, used to sit and watch the

pro¢eed-ings. ' ‘

~Learned -advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of the witness towards the front page of his

Examination jn chief affidavit and asked what he means by
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the word “Clubbed together”, written therein. Witness said
that other suits have been consolidated with Other
Ofigii‘nal Suit No. -4/89. All the suits were consolidated
afte'r} 1989. | have not, so far, read the consolidated suits
i.e. Other Original Suit No. -1/89 and 3/89. | also do not
know about the subjects of these suits and statement
made so far. About, Other Original Suit No. -5/89, | know
that | have read it on recéiving the copy of counter-suit
and alfter there filed a counter-reply. | do not remember if
| had filed an application for becoming a party, along with
the 'affidavit or not. | do remember that | have filed and
applic’:atqion.v | have not read the first counter-reply, which |
havé fiI,éd in Suit No _12/61. ‘However, | have read the

second counter-reply i.e. additional counter-reply.

‘Learned advocate 'Cross—examining draw the
attention of the witness towards additional counter-
document filed by him in Other Original Suit No. 4/89 on
14.9.2005. WH&ness said that this counter-suit was running
in to 10 pages. This counter-suit was prepared by Shri
J.N. I\/Iathu.r,. Advocate. Upon inviting his attention
towards Para -1 o'f.the additional counter-suit, witness
said. that the matter written therein is correct. Learned
advocate cross-examining draw the attention of witness
towards a part of Para -1 of this additional countersuit-
document — “It is furfher false to allege; ---------- at the
place'.in question from the time immemorial”. Witness said
that the matter written in these lines is correct. Learned

advocate cross-examining draw the attention of the

witness towards a part — “the worship of Lord Shri
Ramlalla-------------- since the time immemorial”, at Page -
2, in -Para -1 of the above additional countersuit-

document. Witness said that the matter written therein is
correct. | have written these facts on the basis of sayings

of my ancestors. Volunteer : that | have been seeing it
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from'_ the timé, | attained the age of understanding the
thingé. - Ramlalla was sitting under,the middle dome,
amoh?g the three domes, in 1946, when | visited to the
disp'.uted building. | took his darshan in the inner portion
in 1946. Nectar and Prasad used to be distributed there.
| have also seen Aarti. | took blessing from Aarti and also
offered money. Pujaries were there for distributing nectar
and Prasad and for performing Aarti. Pujaries used to live
in Sant Niwas and Kothar in the left side, inside the
Hanumat Dwar. Other devotees were also used to go

there for darshan from 1946 to 1949 because there was no

restriction for going inside. There was a Ram Chabutr{a
Mandir in the left of Hanumat Dwar. Ramlalla with all hié
four brothers and Hanumanji were sitling there. Devotee
used to take darshan, offer money and take Aarti. People
used to obtain, Prasad and Nectar. Sadhus and Pujaries

also lived there.

’There was a Shiv-Darbar on the half-moon shaped
Chabutra at the south east corner of Chabutra. Chulha,
Chouka, Belan and fobts’teps were there near the Singh
Dwa‘.r,‘ where people bow with respect. | have the
knowledge about the incident dated 30.10.90 and
2.11.1990, referred by me in Para -1, at Page -2 of above
additional countersuit-document. Devotees were fired
upoh, during this incident. | do not know why the fire was
shot at. | cannot comment, which Government was better,
the Government of B.J.P. or Government of Mulayam
Singh. Fire was not shot at during the period of B.J.P.
Firing and barbaric action in the disputed premises was
not taken during the rule of B.J.P. | have written this at
pagé‘—2, Para -1 of my additional counter'suit-cijocument.
Disbufed building was der_holished in 1992. The same
Ramlallé, who was the»‘re in 1946, is now at the Makeshift

Structure. Volunteer : that in addition to this, the ido's
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Whiéh'were at the outer portioh'on 23l.12.'1'949 were kept
aside to old idols. Upon asking, whether this fact was
written in his additional countersuit-document or not,
witness, after readihg it, said that this fact was not written
in my additional countersuit-document. | Attention of
Witﬁ'ess was drawn towards the words “additional written
statement” at first page of addkitional countersuit-
document. Witness said that | have filed my countersuit-
document in tlje Hon’ble High Court ﬁn August 1992 but 'l
this document was not taken on ré_cord. Since, this
couh_'tersuit-document Was submitted later on, so | have
written ~ an additional' countersuit-document' on the
countersuit-document dated 24'" May {995.’ Beside this, |
have not filed any cOuhtersuit-docur%ent in Suit No. -
12/61l. 1t is r)ot correct to say that | have used the word

“additional” in this suit to deceive the Court and parties.

1, myself have no{ rhade perusal Qf the file pertaining
to Suit No. 12/61 but | have got it done. | did not enquire
about Gopal Singh Visharad, when | applied for becoming
a pa'.rt'y to. | do not know him personelly. | have seen Shri
Gop‘al'Singh Visharad. | knew that Shri Shiv Shankar, has
been abpointéd as a Commissioner in the Suit No. -1/89,
filed by Gopal Singh Visharad and he visited the site. | do
not recollect whether |, myself had applied for becoming a
party and if my affidavit was certified by Shri Radhey
Shyé.m Shukla, Advocate or not.

Attention of witness was drawn towards document
No. 460 —A -1 of Other Original Suit No. -4/89. Witness
said that this affidavit was certified by Shri Radhey Shyam
Shukla, Advocate. | have, in my affidavit, alleged that
Gopal Singh Visharad is not pursuing the case properly
and that | have joined the service in 1958. This affidavit

of mine was certified on 6.9.1968. My application for
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becdmin‘g a party has been kept just before my affidavit,
Whe'rein;it was referred that this application was submitted
individually. | know that Gopal Siné;h Visharad was a
lawyer élso and used to sit with Pundriik Miéhra, Advocate.
Both were Oath Commissioners. | have no knowledge
Whether GangaDas has also applied for becoming a party

or not.

At the time of submission of application for becoming
a party, | was not aware of the fact thét another suit filed
by Ramchan}der Paramhans of Digambar Akhara, was
already subjudice. | have been in Digambar Akhara.
There is a temple. | have no knowledge if Akhara is
managed by Mahants or Panch or not. There is a temple
of Hanumanji in Hanumangarhi in Ayodhya and Ramjanaki
temple is beside to this, where Katha i{; performed. There
is a .Nvarsingh Temple in the west andi a number of small
templés of Ramlalla are in the soutﬁ of ‘the temple of
Hanuma.nji.' Devotees used to take darshan of all places.
Pujaries are also remain there, who lived in
Hanumangarhi. | knew that Akharas were established for
the security of temple's..- However, | do not know when
these Akharas were established. | think that these
Akharas were established much earlier, perhaps by
Ramanandacharya. Ramanandacharya was a founder of
Ramanandiya Sect of Saints. However, | do not know
much about this. | went to Kanak Bhawan for darshan. |
do rot know whether Pujaries are there in Kanak Bhawan
or not. However, persohs are there who distributes
Prasad etc. Sadhus also live in Chhottee Chhavani. | do
not know, where from, the Pujaries of Chhotee Chhavani °
are..  Pujaries and Sadhus are also the're in
Nag‘eshwarnath Temple, but | do not know where from,
'they; are. | went to Swérgdwar Temple'and tempte of Treta

Ke Thakur, once or twice. This temple |s in dilapidated
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condition. Bare Thakurji has been installed therein.

Thakur of Treta i.e. Ramchanderji has been installed
therein. He further said that he used to bow with respect,
from outside, before these temples. Temple of Treta Ke
Thakur.lis in dilapidated condition for,last 50 years. No

id(')!'.is therein.

Verified the statemeht after reading

Sd/-

Ramesh Chander Tripathi

| 9.5.2005

Typed by the stenographer in open court as dictated by
me. In continuation to. this the suit: may be ,listed for
further _ Cross-examination for 10.5.2005.Witness be

present.

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)
' - Commissioner
09.5.2005
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Befovré:' Commissioher, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Judge/Officer on Special Duty,

Hon’ble High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated 10.5.2005
D.W. 17/1, Shri Ramesh Chander Tripathi

(Commissioner appointed by the Hon’ble Full Bench
vide order dated 6.5.2005 in Other Original Suit No. -
4/89).

(In continuation to dated 9.5.2005, Cross-examination on
an Oath, of witness by Shri Tarunjeét Verma, Advocate, on
behalf of Nirmohi Akhara, plaintiff of Other Original Suit
No. -3/89, continued).

‘Learned advocate cross-examination draw the
attention of the witness towards statement dated 9.5.2002,
at PageNo. 21, Line No. fifth and sixth. Witness said that
the Word “time immemorial” means birth time of God i.e.
Tretayug period. This | have stated in accordance with
the sayings of my father, knowledge gained personelly and
on the basis of tradition. | have not studied about it. |
have studied Ramayana ‘but a little. However, | have read
only those parts which attracted me. | like Uttar Kand,
wherein devotion is detailed, so | read it more. Valmiki
Ramayana is a creation prior to Ramayana, written by
Tulsidas. | cannot say about the creation period of
\/.al.rﬁik'i‘ Ramayana. | cannot say whether Valmiki
Ramayana was written during the period of Ramchanderji
or not. Except Valmiki Ramayana, | have not studied the
Vedas. | have read the Ramcharitmanas written by :

i
it

Tulsidas.
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| cannot say about the year of creation of
Ramcharitmanas. | cannot say about the theme of Valmiki
Ramayana. Ramcharitmanas contains the detail about
God Rama since his birth to viCt'ory over Lanka and about
his ascend to the throne. Ramcharitmanas also has a

reference about Ayodhya.

~  Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of the witness towards second to fourth line of
Para -4 of his Examination in chief affidavit. Witness said
that | have  written these lines on the basis of
Ramcharitmanas. | have a little knowledge about 'I
geogvrap-hy. The then geographical situation during the
time"}jof Rama remained unchanged except the name of
'plac'fe'sf,'which have ,béen changed at some places.
Ramcha'nderji,t'after leaving to exilel, st,éyed at Tamsa
Shrine. - My village is at this place.  There was dense
forest earlier. My ancestors settled dow_h there in the
temptation of:dust particle of the feet of Rama and since

then.this village is called Bhagwan Patti.

On the suggestion made by Learned advocate cross-
examination, witness said that in addition to Tamsa bank,
placéé '_like Chitrakoot, Pan‘chvati, Bhardwaj Ashram,
Rameéhwaram, Sri Lanka etc. had fallen in the way to
fore‘st.vv:hen' Rama proceeded. In addition to this, there
was ' a place named . Shringverpur, from where
Ramchanderji went to Bhardwaj Ashram and from
Bhardwaj Ashram to Chitrakoot, from Chitrakoot to
Panchvati and then to Rameshwaram and from
Rame.shwaram to Sri Lanka. These geographical
descriptions prove that nothing concerning to Rama was
imaginary. This is based upon the historical and
geographicalffacts. | have not studied Mahabharata,

written by Vedvyas. | have heard about the matter written
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theréi.n.' | have heard about the battle, fought in

between-Krishna-JamWanta, Bhim-Hanuman etc. | have
no deétailed knowledge about this.  On this basis,

authe,ntii:ity of the characters of Ramayana period is

proved in Mahabharata period. | have heard about the
Sam’udra-l\/lanthan. . However, | have no authentic
knowledge in this regard. Samudra-Manthan was

happened during the battle fou_ght in between Deities and
Dembns. A number of things along with a Kalash, had
emer.ged during Samundra-Manthan. | have heard that
this Kalash had the nectar. | have heard that God Vishnu
ran away with this Kalash. Kumbh fair is organized in
India, on the places where this Kalash was taken. These
placés are — Prayag, Haridwar, Ujjain and Nasik. | have
been taking the darshan of Ramjanambhoomi since 1946.
Pillars of Kasauti were fixed in the inner part. Each pillar
has Kalash engraved with at the bottofm. Bottom, | mean
at the base. Kalash is ma‘d_e of mud or metals. According
to the Hindu Religion, worship can be performed even at a
v,aca_nt land. Vacant lands means, the place where there
IS no i'dol or sign. | can name such places; there is no idol
in Kedarnath and a number of places in Chitrakoot. At
some places, there are footsteps of God. and at some
place footsteps of Sita Mata. At a number of places, sites
are worshipable, ,suéh' as Parikrama of Kamadgiri.
Kamadgiri is in Chitrakoot.‘ There is a hill in Mathura,
people perform its Parikrama. Volunteer : that God
Krishna had played and grazed the cows there. All the
places, referred above are worshipped. | have seen the
entire Janambhoomi premises and | can explain about its
g”ed'graphical situation. Shiv Darbar was situated at east-
south corner of the dispute‘d premises. Saint Niwas and
Bhandar Grih were in the right side of the Hanumat Dwar.
Chhatti Pujan Sthal was in the north of Singh Dwar. On "
entering from Singh Dwar, this place falls at the west-
|
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north Co'_rner. This site is also called Sita Rasoi. There
were a number: of temples. around the Ramjanambhoomi
premises. | know about these templegs. Sumitra Bhawan
was in the side of the disputed premises. | did not go
Sumitra Bhawan. | have seen it from a distance. Lomash
Chaura was in the southern side. Sita Koop was in the
east'ern-side of the disputed premises and is situated in
the south corner. Sakshi Gopal Temple is situated in the
eésf_. At present there is Sita Koop only. There was a
tree.lvof Maulshri in the Janambhoomi premises. However,
| am not recollecting at present, where this tree was. |t
was not in front of Sant Niwas. | have seen the Sant
Niwas. It is also called a Bhandar Grih. This Sant Niwas '
was there also during the time, Wheh | visited Ayodhya in
1946 for the first time. Sant Niwas was made of tin. In
vadd'i.t‘i‘on_to these, there was a Ramchabutra, | know about
it. 1 know about the geographical situation of
Ramcheibutra. This place falls in the left side of Hanumat
Dwar i.e,.. it falls in the _southerh side. Ramchabutra is at a
height. Its height was more than my height, at the time,
when | visited this place in 1946. It was about four feet in ,
heig‘ht. Ramchabutra was 20-21 feet in length and 17-18
feet in width. It was in length towards east-west and in
width .towards north SOuth. Ramchabutra was covered

with-a-Chhappar from above.

~Learned. advocate cross-examining draw the
attenti'oh of the witngss towards the part “the place where
Godv.‘Sh'ri Rama ----------- has been known as Village- Kot
Ramchander” -of his Examination in chief affidavit.
Witness said that | have written these lines on the basis of
sayih_gs of my father. I have not tried to see any paper in
this regard. Whatever my father had told me, would have
been correct. | am a party to this suit since 1969. After

becoming a party, | have tried to see the entries made in
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the revenue records. | have seen the name - Kot
Ramchander in the Khasra and map. | have not verified
this fact in municipality. However, my‘ father told me that
it is_\'/v;'fit_t‘en as Ramkot in the record of Municipality. Entriy
in Khasra was in Uvrdu, which | cannot understand.
Someone told me about the entry of Khasra. | do not
recoillect if | have tried to check the entries made in
Khas:j'-a ‘or not. | 'did not find any entry about Kot
Ram"chander, at any other place. There was a stone, fixed
at t‘he gate of Janambhoomi. This stone was at the
HanUmat Dwar and '“Janambhoomi%; Nitya Yatra” was
written on it and this stone was numbei'ed as stone No. -1.
My father had 'ﬁold me that this stone V\)as fixed after 1900.
He told me that a committee was formed in the name of
Edward Sabha and this stone was fixed by the Committee.
Such stones are fixed at various S.hrinres and Temples. |
have the knowledge about a few and not about all. There
was a stone at Sumiira Bhawan and stone No.4 was
Writfe1n on it. | do not remember whether any picture was
there or not. On the suggestion made by Learned
advoc'ate cross-examination, witness said that it is correct
that_’a" picture .of Sheshnaag was carved on this stone.
There was a Parikrama way in the Janambhoomi premises.
Pari,krarﬁa way was about three and three and half feet in

width' throughout.

| | have stated in the.statement made by me yesterday
that Guru Gharana of my father was in Ayodhya. At what
place, this Guru Gharana was, | do not remember. | used
to hear about it from my father. | never tried to know
about it from my father because at 'that time | had no
in-tehti'on to take initiation. Also after attaining the age of

an adult, | never tried to know about it.’
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Learned | advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of ‘ihe witness towards para -11 of his
Examination in chief affidavit. Witness, after reading the
contents of this'Para, said that | have referred the ancient
tempnles'of Ayodhya in this para. Ramjanambhoomi is the
ancient most temple among these temples. Almost all the
temples of Ayodhya are ancient. These are repaired from
time-.‘t'o time. The temples, | have referred in fourteenth,
sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth and nineteenth line at
Page -13 of my étatement made yesterday, all these
temples. are thousands of years old. Volunteer : tha‘t
Nalg'eshwarnath temple is also very ancient. Very ancient,
I me'a'n, the period of which cannot be counted on. | have
been visiting Ramjanambhoomi since 1946 and worship
was being performed there since that time. All devotees,
who come for darshan, used to worship. Beside Pujaries
Weré; there on perman}ent basis. My memory was good
when | visited the dispufed premises for the first time in
1946. 1 cannot tell the name of any Pujari of that time
because | have not enqui.re‘d about it. My father also had
not told me apout this.  He used to tell me tb take darshan
of various places. I:went for darshan of the disputed
premises in 1946 along with- my father. This situation was '
for 1958-1960. During this period | used to go there with
one or the other. After 1960, | started going alone. | tried
to take those persons for dars.han with me, who took me
earli:erl for darshan. After 1960, when | went there for
dars_hén, Pujaries were sitting there. | never tried to know
about Ath:em,' because | used to consider them as servants

to his master i.e. God.

‘There were two ~caves in the side wunder
Ramchabutra. These two caves were in the east and west
side. " There were idols of Bharat and Shatrughan in the

eastern side cave and idols of Kak-bhushundi and God
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Rama in the ‘western side cave. | calnnot say about the
size -of these two caves, because | used to take darshan -
from' out.side.‘ This was a little cave. These caves were
thre.e“fo'ur feet in length and two and two to half feet in
width.- Second cave also of a same size. | did not used to
stay at Ayodhya. On coming from Faizabad to Ayodhya, |
used to take darshan of Hanumaniji, first and thereafter go
to Janambhoomi by the road leading to Dorahi Kuan.
Dasratha palace falls, on the way to Hanumangarhi. | have
not t'akén the darshan of Dasratha pajace from inside. |

used to take its darshan from outside.; Further said that |

used' to go inside at sometimes but most of the times |
used‘y{to take darshan from outside. | went inside of the
Dasfatha palace for once or twice with my father in the
beginning. | do not know how ancient fhe Dasratha palace
is. 'Ivt is also called “Bara Sthan”. There were shops of
swee"[s, flowers, Batashas, at the.outside portion of the
disputed premises, in 1946; when | visited there, | used to
purchase Batashas etc. from this very place. | did not
know any shopkeeper by name. These shops were in the
south side of Hanumat Dwar. There were only two-three
shops in 1946.

- I'am a follower of Vaishnav Sanatan Religion. Aarti is
performéd in the Bhog-Aarti in temples at early morning.
God is caused to be awake by this Aarti. Aarti is again
held at 7 or 8 A.M. First Aarti is called “Manglaa Aarti”.
Another Aarti is held ih fhe noon. Thus there are, in all,
five Aartis. | do not know the names of these Aartis. Last
Aarti of the day is called “Shayan Aarti”. Aartis are held in
this manner in Janambhoomi. | used to go for darshan in
accordance with my convenience and not for any particular
Aarti. 1 'l



11314

vLearned advocate cross-examination draw the
attention' of the witness towards the word "Hanumat Dwar”
réfeﬁréd in last but ninth line below the Para -12 of his
Examina‘tion in chief affidavit. Witness after reading it
said that Hanurhat Dwar had a door. It is called Hanumat
Dwar because nobody without the 'permission of
HanUmanji can enter in to it. Hence this entry gate is
called Hanumat Dwar. Singh Dwar has been referred in
the last but 8" line of this Para. It was in the north. It is
oalléd Singh Dwar because there were idols of two lions
abovve the dogr. Singh Dwar also had a gate.

. Learned advocate cross-exam‘ination draw the
attention of the witness towards the part “Continuous
Kirtan was held there” of third and fourth line of Para -13
of his affidavit. Witness said that Kirtan used to be held
there by the side of wall with grill, in the north of Ram
Darb}ér. Regular Kirtan was not held there at the time,
when | visited there in 1946. However, Wofship,was held.
Akhémd _Kirtan means a Kirtan which goes on without any
break. "l'his Akhand Kirtan was started after 1949. This
KirtéAn Was being held til‘l 1992, when structure was
demolished. At that time, | went there for darshan. It was
discontinued.after demolition of structure. There Was a
Chhéppar above the Ram Chabutra and not a permanent
shed. There were footsteps in Sita Rasoi, which is called
Chhatti Pujan Sthal in the disputed premises. There were
four pairs of footsteps of the children. Volunteer : that
these - footsteps were of Rama, Laxman, Bharat and
Shatrughan. These footsteps were at a height and on the
Chabu’tré. Chabutra is 6-7-8 inches in height.

There are a number of hillocks in Ayodhya. | know a
little- about these. These hillocks were after the name of

commanders of God, who came froam Lanka. These
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hillocks were at a height. With the passage of time, these

hillocksA were, also redjuced» in height. Nal, Neel, Angad

hillocks were among these. Learned advocate cross-

examining draw the attention of the witness towards para - }'

15 at page -8 of his Examination in chief affidavit.
Witness said that northern side’s Samadhis were
descAri,‘be‘d in this para. These Samadhis were of Sanat,
Sanandan, Sanatan and Sanat Kumar. In addition to this
there was a Narad Chabutra and Samadhis of Garg,
Gauiam'and Shandilya. All these Samadhis were in the
north side.  In my view and as people says, these
Sam'.adhis were there since much earlier. He further said
that‘<people ‘might meditate there gjluring the time of
Ramchandra, but | cannot say about the time of these
Samadhis. | have writteh in this para that these Samadhis
were Worshipped by the people. Peoplé also offer flowers,

Aggarbatties and Batashas on these Samadhis.

Learned  advocate Cross—éxamining draw the
attention of the witness towards para -16 of his
Examination in chief affidavit. Witness said that the fact
abdut continuous possession written therein. This
poss'ession is since ever. The matter written in Para 16 is
based on the sayings. | have referred Babar in Para -17
of my *'ex'aminatjon in chief affidavit. In my view Babar was
not so powerful. None could have occupied the temple
during the time of Babar also. It is correct that Babar was
a foreigner invader. According to all religions, demolition

of a temple and a mosque is not a good act.

‘Hindu-Muslim riot was broken out in 1934, | have
heard about it. It is heard that Cow-slaughtering
happened in the village called Shahjahanpuf. The riot was
happened due to this incident. People were fighting with

each other. A part of temple was also got damaged. And
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ther'eaftér nol Muslim was seen there. It was attached in
1949, but | do not know much about this. | have heard
that . it ~was attached to avoid any further riot or
disturbance. Inner court-yard of the building with gri'll was
attached. The:reafter a Receiver has been appointed. |
know about this. Babu.Priyadutt Ram was appointed as a
Recéiverj. Babu Priyadutt Ram was holding a high post in
mun.i'cipality' of Faizabad and a rich person of Faizabad. It
is correct that he was a Chairman at(the time, when he
was appointed as a Receiver. | have no knowledge if
Chieic Receiver Babu Priyadutt Ram is a party to the suit or
not; | héve not tried to read the report under Section 145
of.Cr, P.C. at the tifne when | became a party to the suit in

1969. | was a student of class seventh at the time when it
was attached in 1949,

‘:Learned ~advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of the witness towards document No. 20 of the :
file "of ‘Section 145 of Code of Criminal procedure.
Witn‘ess after seeing if said that he has no knowledge if
the list of attached propérty‘ given in it, is correct or not. |
am seeing this list for the first time. | ca}n, after reading
this ‘list can say about brdperties, which were attached.
The items giv_en in this list were in my knowledge. | have
seen the throhe, two fe'et high, made of silver. Volunteer :
that an idol of Hanumanji also was there. The boundary
written at Sl. No. 15 of this document'is correct according

to me.

| Thére was a Chabutra in half-moon shape under the
tree of Pipal and Neem in the disputed premises. There
was a:Shiv'-darbar on the Chabutra. Panchmukhi
Mahéjdevji,' Shivalinga, both the sons- Kartikeya ji and
Ganeshji, Mata Parvati, Nandi etc. were sitting thereon.

These idols were made of marble stones. Saryu River
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flows in the north of Ayodhya. Sar‘yu River was also
men‘t;ioned in Vedas and Purans. This is one of the

ancient Rivers.

‘Learned advocate cross-examining draw  the -
attehtion‘ of the witness towards picture No. 9 and 10 of
the bléck and while album, document I\llo. 201 C. Witness
said that both the pictures, No. 9 and 10 were of the same
place.‘ ‘A part adjacent to eastern wall is seen in this
picture.' There was an idol of Varah God at the outer
portion of south east wall of Hanumat Dwar. Volunteer :
that t,h'is‘ idol is five feet in height. Everybody bows before
this idol, while going inside. | have seen it when | came
here in the year 1946 for the first time. The figures seen
in piéture No.9 and 10 are recognized as God. Volunteer :
that it is one cof the incarnations of the God. Idol of God
Varah. is also in Sukar. Sukar falls in District Gonda.
Similar idol is there. | have offered flowers at the place

which is seen in picture No. 9 and 10.

Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of the witness towards picture No. 30 of black
and while album, document No. 201-C. Witness said
that upper part of Singh Dwar, northern gate, is seen in
this picture. Two lions and Garur ji in between, is seen in
this pi_.cture. Garur is a carrier of God Vishnu. Volunteer::

that he always remain near to him.

" Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of the witness towards picture No. 21 and 22 of
black and while album, document No. 201 C. Witness said
that left and right side parté of northern gate are seen in

these pictures.
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‘Upon showing the picture No. ?23_ of this album,
witn_e‘sslsaid that this' picture is ofi the outer part of
north‘ernv wall of the disputed premises. A way and
stairbase is seen in this picture. This staircase is leading
from north to east. This staircase met to the road leading

from Dorahi Kuan to Hanumangarhi.

.’Wifness af‘ter seeing the picture No. 45 of this album
said- that south part of northern gate is seen in this
pictUre. Again said, that this is the picture of southern
part of mid portion'of main part of the disputed Bhawan.

This is the picture of disputed Bhawan.

Upon showing the picture No. 46 of this album,
wi.'tn'ess said that this picture is of the right portion of the
b‘uiidihg'. Upper part of the main gate is seen in picture
No. 48, of this album. Upon showing the picture No. 52,
witness said that this is the picture of upper part of left
side of main building. A part of left side of the outer part :
is seen in picture No. 54 of this album. This is the picture
of Co‘Urt-.'yard which was unoccupied.

Upon showing the picture No. 29 and 30 of this
album, 'Witness;,said that these pictures are of the one
plac’é:. ,These pictures are of Ramchabutra, 21 feet X 17
feet in size. Both caves’ doors are seen in these pictures.
A chhapper ié seen above it. Second part of Ramchabutra ,
is seen in picture No. 31. ‘Hanuman Vandana is written
above and a picture of» Hanumanji is below it. In addition
to this, picture of Anjani Mata is seen. From seeing the
picture No. 31, it cannot be said that it is a picture of
eastern cave or western cave. This picture may be of the
eastern cave.. Shiv Darbar is seen in picture No. 32 of this
album: | \(olunteer' : that half-moon shaped Chabutra

referred, was correct. A tree of Pipal and Neem and a
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Tin- shed is seen in this picture. A d‘onation box is also
seen in this plcture Upon showing the picture No 34 of
this album, witness sald that inner part of the eastern wall
of the dl‘ puted bu1|d|ng is seen in it. Then said that this is
not a picture of the part of eastern wall, but it is a picture
of western Wéll. A Yagna-place is séen in this picture.
Havén and Yagna used to be conducted there at the place,
side by,‘where a man in standing position is seen. Left
part m‘ second door is seen in picture No. 36. This picture
was taken from outside. Second dogr, | mean northern
door. On the suggestion made by Learned advocate
cross'-examini.ng, witness said that the door seen in
picture No. 36 was at the wall with grill. There were two
dooré'in' the wall with grill. "A scene of left side of the wall
with }g‘:;rill, inside of the main gate, is seen in picture No. 37
of this album. A police constable is seen in standing
posiiion in this picture. Besides, a tree is seen. This tree
would be of a Maulshri tree, about Which question has
been asked already. Picture No. 38 and 39 are thé
pictures of same place. Chhatti Pujan site and Sita Rasoi
are seen in this picture. Throne like part, which is seen in
this picture, was there. Picture se.en in picture No. 40 is
of the north gate of the disputed building. This picture

was taken from the side, where Sita Rasoi is.

~Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards picture Neo. 55. Witness said
that_:a;Kéisauti Pillar is seen in it. This pillar is at the right
side, where other pillars were, inside of the Grabh Grih of
the dispUted building. A couplet is séen written there. A
lot of things are seen on the pillar. Lower part of the
Kasauti Pillar is seen in the picture No. 57 of this album.
Upper part of the Kasa‘uti Pillar is also seen in the picture
No. 62 of this album. The figure on this is of a deity.

However, | cannot say_which deity is seen in picture No.
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65. Something is seen on this also. Leafs and flowers are
made on this. Some portion like a dom;e is seen in picture
No. 68 of this album. | cannot say, which Dome’s portion,
among t:he three domes, of the disputed building, is seen
in this picture. This picture is appears to be of a middle
dome. A lotus flower is seen above in picture No. 70 of
this album. Top part of the disputed building is seen in
this"picture, bet which part it is, | cannot say. Upon
showing the picture No. 76 of this album, witness said that
Kasauti Pillar ié seen in the picture of this album. Idol of
Ganesh has been engraved on it. Bot{h the pictures — No.
81 and 82 — are of the one place. A throne, on which
Ramlalla is sitting, is seen in these pictures. Picture of
Ramiaﬂa is seen above. A half-moon size garland is seen
on an idol. Upper part of Kaséuti Pillar is seen in picture
No..87 of the aIburh. A bell, hanging on, is seen in this
picture.. | cannot say at what place in the disputed
buillding this pillar was. This pillar was in Grabh Grih.
Afte'rvseeing the picture No. 92 of the album, witness said
that a scene of western wall of the left side dome is seen
in the picture. A part of western side wall, under the left |
side"d0me is seen in this picture. What is kept in the left
side, | cannot say. A louts flower under a dome of
'dispfut'ed building is se,en' in picture No. 94 of this album. |
cannot *say, which dome’s lower part is seen in this
picture. ‘ |

Verified the statement after reading

Sd/-

Ramesh Chander Tripathi

. : 10.5.2005

Typed by the stenographer in the open court as

dictated by me. In continuation to this the suit may be

listed for further Cross-examination for 11.5.2005, Witness
to be present.

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)

Commissioner

10.5.2005
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Before: Commissioner, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,
Add';,itional District Judge/Officer on Special Duty,
Hon’ble High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated 11.5.2005
D.W. 17/1, Shri Ramesh Chander Tripathi

| (Commissioner appointed by the Hon’ble Full Bench

vide" order dated 6.5.2005 in Other Original Suit No. -
4/89).-

(In cOnfinuation to dated 10.5.2005, Cross-examination of
witness on an Oath, by Shri Tarunjeet Verma, Advocate,
on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara, plaintiff of Other Original Suit
No. ,—'3/89, continued).

~':I have studied up to Graduate level with English
literature and Sanskrit as subjects. | have not studied
Histbry. | knew about Kalidas. Kalidas was during the
time of Vikramaditya. But which period he belongs to, | do
not know. | have read about some creations of Kalidas.
Abhigyan Shakuntlam, Kumar Sambhav, Raghuvansh etc.
are among his creations. “Meghdoot”, among his
creations, is famous. It was described in “Meghdoot” that
Yaksha was doing the jéb of a Gardner of Kuber. His main
work was to provide flowers for worship. He got married.
His wife had discouraged him from this work and asked
Yaksha to give up this job. Yaksha had not heeded to her
fequ"est._ Then ‘wife of Yaksha had asked him, to pluck the
flowers in the evening and not to go to pluck the flowers at
early morning. Kuber had offered stale flowers to the God
but God was not ple_ase_d with these flowers. After that
Kuber observed by meditation that Yaksha had brought the

stale flowers because of his wife. He imprecated Yaksha
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that you will get separated from your wife because you

have done this due to your wife.

You will not see her again. Thereafter Yaksha get
separated from his wife and his wife remained alone in
Alkapuri'. After .someti'me, Yaksha became insane.
Yakéha, upon seeing the clouds, used them as a
messe.nger and send the message to his wife. Yaksha had
p‘ersbhified the: clouds. This means that Yaksha used to
send‘.messages to his wife through clcuds. He asked the
clouds to carry his message at a particular place. Kaushal
province, which at present is around Ayo‘dhya, has also
beeh:referred in this creation of Kalidas. In this creation,
Yaksha, through clouds, says to clouds to go to Ayodhya

where. God Rama is living and pay my respect to him.

| have a little knowledge about “Raghuvansh’,
Cr'ea.tion of Kalidas. =~ This creation contains the detail

a’ont Ramchanderji and his family.

(At this point Shri Abdul Mannan, Advocate has
raised an objéction that no creation of Kalidas was :
referred, hence any question concerning to this cannot be

asked from the witness).

é

“Kumar Sambhav” is one of the creations of Kalidas.

Queétioh: Whether varioué Saints of the time of
Ramchanderji, God Shiva and his family were

referred in “Kumar Sambhav”?

| ‘(Up‘on above question Shri Abdul:Mannan, Advocate
has raised an objection that above book has not been filed
in the: Court. Its extract has also not'been filed. Hence

such question should not be allowed).
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Answer: There is a reference in “Kumar Sambhav”.in this

regard.

[

‘Volunteer : that the .Samadhis of the Saints, who
came there, were constructed there, at the places, where
they,wére sitting in ‘meditation. | have seen these
“Samadhis in "1946 and later, whenever | went there. The
placé, where God sits and Samadhi is constructed

becomes worshipable.

"I_:e.eirned v advocéte cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards last but sixth and seventh line
of his statement, dated 9.5.2005 at page -31 and asked
Whe{her'Safna(jhis were referred in these lines? Witness
said.‘wfha't Samadhis were refefred therein. There were, in
addition to above Samadhis, the Samadhis of Markandey
and Angira. These Samadhis were in the southern side. |
used'to take darshan of these Samadhis. | have referred
above that Kalidas was contemporary to Vikramaditya.
This ,Was the same Vikramaditya who renovated the
religious places of Ayodhya. | do not know about any
authentic reference about renovation. | know this much
only on the basis of sayings of m'y father and traditions
that this Vikramaditya was the same who propagated
Vikrami Samvat and renovated Ayodhya. | used to visit
Ayodhya after 1946 and also during my service period. |
have seen Kaikai Bhawan in Ayodhya. | have, in my
statement, referred Dasratha palace. This Dasratha
pala_¢é .is spread over the entire Ramkot. Palace of
various queens and princess were there in the premises.
It is correct to say that Sumitra Bhawan, Kaikai Bhawan
and Kaushaliya Bhawan were situated in parallel line. |

have not seen whose idols were there in Bara Sthan
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Temple. | have seen the picture of Sheshnaag in Sumitra

Bhawan but had not seen by going inside, whose idols
were there inside. | have not seen an idol inside the
Kaikai Bhawah. l‘went to Kanak Bhawan situated at
Ayodhya. There were idols of Rama, Laxman, Sita and
Hanumanji i.e. entire darbar. | will not be able to say from
what métals these idols are made of but people says that
these were made of from eight-metals. There are both
movable.and immovable idols. Movable idols are of eight
metals and immovable idols are made of stone. This
build'ing. was éonstructed by Krishna earlier; thereafter
wife of Orchha King had got constructed it. An idol was
installed by Lord Krishana ih Dwaperyuga. | have been to
HanUmangaVrhi. | can explain the form of an idol of
Hanumanji in Hanumangarhi. Hanumanji is seen in this

idol with a hillock. | cannot say .from which metal this idol

is made.
- Nageshwar Nath Temple is also in Ayodhya. | have
seen this temple. | have been inside the temple. It is a

temple of Shiva, where water is offered. Shiva is in the
shape of Shivlinga. It is correct to say that an Argha and
Shivlinga are there. This Shivlinga is made of stone. |
have referred in my statement above that Shiv Darbar is :
insté'lled in the disputéd premises. Entire family of Shiva
Was_"present at the time of birth of Rama. Shivji stayed
‘there for sometimes. | know that there was an idol on
Ramchabutra and in the Bhawan also. There were idols of
Ramlalla in Bhawan, which were small and big in size.
There were 6_Sa|igram's. Throne of silver was also there.
Accdrdihg to the people, idol of Rama's childhood is -made
of eight-metals. However | have no individual knowledge '
about this. Idol of Rama was in the shape of a child who
moves on all foots. | cannot say about the height of this

idol.  An idol of Hanumanji is made of eight-metals. An
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1

idol “of Hanumanji is 6-7 inches in height. An idol of
Hanumanji was in the form with folded hands. Idols of

Saligram were of the stones. Saligram is less than an °
inch'in height. '

There was an idol of Ramlalla on Ramchabutra. This
idol .W‘as made of eight-metals. God Saligram was also
there. Besides, idols of Rama, Laxm!‘an,. made of eight-
metaQs,-were tHere. : | i’ |

‘| have the knoWIedge of Naya Ghat, among the -
Ghats situated in Ayodhya. | know the names of Chakra
Teerath Ghat, Kaushalya Ghat, Sumitra Ghat, Raj Ghat,
Nirmochan Ghat, but | had not visited these places. | do
not know how the Ghats are named after. | have studied
Ramaya'na, Ramcharitmanas. |In addition to this, | have

studied Ved-Purans.

“Learned advoca'te cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards picture document No. 154/13,
filed*k_in Other Original Suit No. 1/89, Shri Gopal Singh
Visharad V/s Zahoor Ahmed and oth'ers. Witness after
seeihg this picture said that | do not know which place is
seen in this picture. Upon the suggestion made by
Learned advocate cross-examining, witness said that it is
correct that this is a picture of Grabh Grih. | have seen
the Grabh Grih in 1946. | have seen the scenes at that
time which are seen in this picture. Scene of a part below
the middle dome of thel building with three domes is seen
in this picture. Two ea'rthen posts, on both sides of
staircase are seen in this picture. Besides, a Mahatma is
stancing there. Picture of Ram Darbar is in the side of
Stair’qase. Hanuman ji is in the meek position and Naradji
with lute. A throne above on the staircase is seen. Beside

this two pictures are there. There is tumbler and bowl on
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the second stair and a }lota with some material. Something
is se’éln, below the bell and lota and two more utensils at
second stair. A pushpdan and Aggarbatti stand are among
these articles. Things like Parat ana Thal are seen at
second stair. Om, Ram and Sita-Ram are written on the

wall. Throne was made of silver.

Learned advocate <cross-examining draw the
attentioh of witness towards picture document No. 154/5
of th.e above suit. Witness after seeing the picture said
that th.'is"is a picture of a Parikrama road opposite to -Singh
Dwa-f.' Witness again said that this is not a picture of

Singh DWar‘. | am not able to recognize this picture.

‘Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards picture document No. 154/4
of the above suit. Witness after seeing the pic}ture said
that this is a picture of Hanumat Dwar. Main building is
seeh inside. A wall with grill is seen in this picture. There
were tw'o Kasauti Pillars at the Hanumat Dwar. Jai and
Vijay, putting turbon and with stick are seen on the

K"aséufi Pillars.

Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards picture document No. 154/9.
Witness after seeing this, i>n reply tb a question said that
Singh Dwar is seen in this picture. Two domes are seen,
in p’.jcir_all,el, in this picture. A gate is seen at Singh Dwar.
This',ga't_e is made of steel plate with scupper form. Two

lions and Garud is seen at Singh Dwar.

_Learned: advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards picture document No. 154/16
of this suit. Witness after séeing this picture said that this

picture is not visible.
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Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards picture document No. 154/7.
Witness after seeing it said that this picture was taken

from western side. Three domes are seen in this picture

Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
atte.hti'.oh of witness towards picture document N;). 154/12.
Witness said that inner part of the disputed building is
seen ir)' this 'picture' but' which part, | cannot say.

Hanumanji is seen above in this picture.

“Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards picture document No. 154/14.
Witness said that a scene under a dome, among the three

domes, is seen in this picture.

- Learned  advocate = cross-examining draw the
attentioh of witness towards picture document No. 154/11
of the above suit. Witness said that this is the picture of

middle building, taken from outside.

 | used to meet the Saints of Ayodhya, whenever | go
there. Among the Saints of Ayodhya, | know the names of
Nritya'GopaI Das. | used to go there and met the Saints
living there. | have seen Baba AbhiramDas, Saint of
Ayodhya and Saints of Hanumangarhi. But | do not know
their names. | know Bhaskar .Das ji. He lives in
Hanumangarhi. Hanumangarhi is near to my house. | go
there. | met Bhaskar:Dasji at sometimes. There is a
Rajs'adavn in Ayodhya but | have no specific knowledge
about it. King of Ayodhya lived in Ayodhya in Raj Sadan.
| have been there. There was an alligator at that time. |
Went: there on the occasion of Saawan Jhula. | went there

much before. B i
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I do not know about Akharas. A number of Akharas
in Ayddhya have temples but | have no specific knowledge
about these. | became a party to this suit in 1969 because
my father was not well at that time. | came to know that
a suit in regard to Ramchanderji is going on, and then |
have decided to became a party to this suit. None had
inspired me for this. | myself have decided to apply for a
party. There are other parties to this suit also. | have
read théir names. Gopal Singh Visharad, Paramhansii,
Nirmohi Akhara and State Government, Pundrik Mishra,
Dharamdasijiji and other people are among them. Some of
them have since died. Gopal Singh Visharad and
Paramhans Ra.‘mchander Das have died. | do not know
about others. Sunni Céntral Board of Waqf filed this suit,
for fitle. Chairfnan of the Shiya Board, Prince Anjum, is
amo-hg the defendants. However, | cannot say about
name without seeing. All persons have not filed suit for
titte.  Suit was filed against‘s.ome defendants. Some
peop.lé became party to suit later. | have got retirement in
1997.

) 'i I. have, in my examination in chief affidavit, stated
that. there are the followers of other religion in Ayodhya,
othe'r_than the followers of Hindu Religion. The followers
of almost of all religions - Jains, Buddhists and Muslims
also live there. Religious places of Jains and Buddhists |
and .Sikhs are in Ayodhya. People of all communities pay
respect to this place. There is Gurudwara at Brahmkund.
| know about it and a Ja‘in temple at a little distance from
Gurudwara. Avyodhya is an important’?and holy place for

various religions.

“Learned advocate cross-examining draw- the

attention of witness towards picture No. 13 to 16 of the '
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calour ‘a.lbum, document No. 200 C -1. Witness, on seeing
these pictures, said that God Varah is seen in pibture Nd.
1'3,' 14, i5 and 16. Witness after seeing the picture No. 37
to 40, said that a Singh Dwar is seen in picture No. 37, 38,
39 éhd 40. In‘reply to a question about picture No. 39,
witness said that this is a picture of outer part of the -
disputed premises. Something like shop is seen ‘in this
picture, where Prasad used to be sold. A donation box is
see‘n. in this picture. Who kept this donation box, | do not
know. A stohe in the.left side is seen in picture No. 43.
Stone is Clearlf/-visible in this picture. ;Picture No. 44 is of
the Hanumat Dwar and a stone written with Nitya Yatra is
there. Besides, a box is s.eeh' in this picture. This is a
donation box. This ddnatio_n-box was not .there in 1946.
Shops were also not so lengthy at thét time. After seeing
the }pi'ctUre No. 47 and 48 of this album, witness said that
Hanumat Dwa;’ is seen in these pictures. Pillars of
Kasau‘ti' are seen in picture No. 47. A constable, in

standi'ng position and couplet written on the stone is seen.

"Legnrn.ed advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards picture No.50 of the colour
album. A pillar engraved with flower-leafs, is seen in this
pictu'"re. Red colour is painted with on it. There might be
an idol or a picture of Hanumanji. Upon showing the
pictufe No. 54 to the witness, he said that this picture is
similar to picture No.50, there is a Kalash, at the side and
flowers and leafs above and a picture of Hanumanji might
be there, which is painted with sindoor. Witness after
seeing the picture No.56 of this album, said that this is a
picture of Ramchabutra. A tin-shed, ahead to
Ramchabutra; is seén. -~ A chhappar above the
Ramchabutra is seen. After seeing the picture No.57 of
this album, witness said that a 'Ramchabutra with

chhappar above it is seen in this picture. Both the caves,
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left and riéht side clav‘es are seen. A scene of cave of
Ram Chabutra is seen in picture No.58 of this album.
Three idols with red colour are seen in it. These idols are
of Hanumanji. There ére two more idols but these are not
clear'..’ Cn seeing the picture No.59 of this album, witness
said that Shiv-darbar is seen in this picture. Two trees,
one of Pipal and other of Neem, are seen in it. Upon
seeing the picture No. 62 of this album, witness said that
a place meant for Havan and Yagna is seen in this picture.
This is a picture of a wall constructed at the corner df
Shiv-darbar. Southern and western side wall is seen in
this piCtlure. A wall with grill is seen in picture No.63 of
thisélbum. This is a wall with grill. There is a hut on the
righthid_é. A scene behind the Ramchabutra is seen in
pictufré No.66 «of this album. Volunteer : that a scene
behind the Ramchabutra is also seen in picture No. 63,
which was sho‘wn to me earlier. A pillar, made from
marble stone is seen in picture No.66., This pillar is of the
peribd after 1946. When this pillar was constructed, | do
not know. Witness after seeing the picture No.67 of this
albu}m-, said that | cannot say about the picture seen in this
pictl.Jre.' On the suggestion made by Learned advocate
cr‘oss-eXaminimg, witness said, it is correct to say that this
is'a"picture of a wall with grill. Upon seeing the picture
N‘o:",l72' of this album, witness said that Sita Rasoi is
seen in this picture. A gathering is seen in this picture.
Tilhari Sahib in white sherwani is seen in this picture.
Tilhari Sahib was a laWyer there and he later became a !

judge.

Picture No.73 of this album was shown to witness.
Withesg said that Sita Rasoi is seen in this picture. |
cannot say from which direction this picture was taken. A
part‘in between the north eést of inner side‘and outer side

is seen in picture No.75 of this album. A wall with grill
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and -a door is seen in picture No.77’ of this album.
Besides, a tree is seen in it. A part in betWeen the main
bUiIdinQ and outer wall is seen in picture No.79 of this
al.b,u_:m; One door is also seen in this picture. This picture
is of the southern side. A scene of eouthern side wall of
main building is seen in picture No0.84 of this colour
album. A curtain is hanging and a Police person is seen
therein in starrding position. A wall of southern side of
mainfv gate of the disputed building is seen in picture
No. 87 Mam gate is seen in picture No 89 of thls album.
A scene of the upper part of the gate is seen in this.
Upper part of main gate is seen in picture No0.92 of this
aIbum A stone at the upper part of the main gate is seen
in plcture No. 94 A stone at the upper part of main gate is
seen in picture No.95 of this album. A part of dome above
the Ieft side door of the disputed building is seen in |
picture No0.98 of this album. A door, curtain sepoy and
Board ot Sewa Samiii are seen in picture No0.99. A wall
with gr|H opposite to left side gate of disputed building is
seen in picture No. 102 of colour album. A courtyard in
between the above two is seen in this picture. A scene of
Grabh- Grih is seen in picture No. 103 of this album. An
earthen'po't, Police at the ‘out‘side and a Mahatma in the
left side are seen in this picture. A person in red clothes
in the inner portion is seen. Two persons at the front and

one in the rear portion are seen.

!'am not recognizing them. A pillar, which was at the
entrance to Grabh Grih, is seen in picture No. 106 of this
album. This pillar is made of Kasauti and couplet written
thereon is seen in it. A rear part of the pillar of Kasauti,
which was at a place in Grabh Grih, is seen in picture
No.108 of this album.. A pillar of Kasauti, fixed in the
Graloh Grih is seen in picture No. 111 of this album.

Beside, a picture of Hanumanji is seen in it. Kalash and
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leafs afe seen behind the Kasauti Pillar. There is a
picture painted with black colour. Upon seeing the picture
No.113, 114 and 115, witness said that these are of same
place. These pictures are of Grabh Grih. An idol of
HanUmanﬂ,seeninthese pictures, is painted with sindoor
or Ge:‘ru. Picture of God is seen in picture No.116. Stone
of Kasauti in the right side is seen.. A man is seen in
standing position in the right side of a pillar in this picture
and’r;est of the part is not visible. This is a picture of
Grabh Grih. A stone of Kasauti i.e. pillar is seen in picture
No.118. Upper part of the pillar is seen in the picture. A
picture of Garudji is seen at a place in this picture.
Picture bf Garudji is seen in the first block of the pillar.
This is a picture of Grabh Grih. Pictu‘re of Grabh Grih is
seen in pkﬁurg No.120 of this aHme,\WhereH1rearpartof
the stone is seen. Kalash, flowers and leafs all around it,
mcﬂne(ﬁ Handmanﬁ,above,ksseenipthk picture. This
picture is painted with the colour, so it is not clear. In
picture No.122 and 123 of this album, one‘and same place
is séen. These are the pictures of Grabh Grih. A thick
carpet rolled is seen in it. This pillar is painted with red
colour. This pillar also has Kalaéh, flowers and leafs- like
other pillars. Pillar of Kasauti is seen in picture No. 127.
Kalash,v'flowers and leafs are also seen. Red colour is
amo-pénﬁed with. A thick carpet rolled is also seen -like
in the last picture. . This picture is of 'the Grabh Grih. A
Wesﬂwn wall is seen in picture No0.128 and 129 of this
Mbuhm One person is seen with turban and upper
garment. A western wall, a fan and picture of Rama,
Laxman and Sita is seen in picture Ne.131 of this album.
A séene of inner paﬁ of the upper portion is seen in
MCﬂNe No.134 and 135. Which dome is seen in this, |

cannct say.
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+Witness was shown the picture No.137 of this album.
Witness said that an arch of western \lside of the disputed
building'is seen in it. The things seen in the right side are
nqt clear, because only a little part of it is seen. Pillars
seen in picture No.138 and 139 are one and same. This
p‘i'll'a'r wés in Grabh Grih. Upper part of the pillar in picture
No.138 and a figure is also seen in it. " One and same
pillar is seen in picture No.140 and 141, lower part of the
pillar is seen in this picture. A Kalash, an idol above,
pain'ted with red colour, is seen on the pillar. This is a
picture of Hanumanji. The pictures of this idol have been
také,h-» from different angles in picture No140’and 141.
Learnéd. advocate cross-examining has shown the picture
No. 146 and 147 to witness. Witness séid that one and
same pillar is seen in both the picturé No. 146 and 147.
Kalash in both the pictures,}Ganesh ji, above and lime-like
white, material below,' are seen. Lime-like material is -
seeh. On the suggestion made by' Learned advocate
cross}-.eXamining, witness said that thi‘s‘is a flower garland.
After seeing the picture No.149 of this album, witness said
that scene
scene'of rear part of Grabh Grih, where a box and other
goods are kept, is seen. In picture No.149, a box along
With'a'b.undle of clothes is seen. Western Wall, below the
throne is seen in picture No. 150. This Western Wall is of
the upper portion. Ceiling of above poftion is seen in this.
An e'il‘ectricity point is also seen in it. Learned advocate
cross-examining draw the attention of witness towards
picture No.152 to 158 of this colour album. Witness said
that one and same place is seen in these pictures. These
pictures are of the Western Wall inside, towards north of
the d‘isputed building. An upper part of throne and an idol
of Ramlalla above are seen in picture No.152. An idol is
seen in picture No.153. A throne, picture of Ramlalla,

railing from where Prasad was distributed and a bench is
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seen’in picture No.154. A railing, throne and a bell are
seen in-picture No.155. A person Wi;th rifle, in standing
positi{o‘n'and a pan is seen in it. Floor, in front of the
throne of God, is see.n in picture No.156. A bench is seen
in front of the throne. Picture of a pillar is seen in picture
No.157, an earthen pot is behind it, a curtain in the back
portion is seen in it. 'A bell is kept ghere and a bell in
hangi‘ng position is seen. A stone of Kasauti painted with
red colour and with some ones’ picture is seen in picture
No.162. A pan is also seen in it. One and same pillar is
seen"in picture No.166 and 167 of this album. Kalash and
Ganeshji are seen on these pillars. These pillars are
painted with red colour and a pan is seen. This appears
to be a-picture of an arch of rear wall. A scene of wall
be|oyv; fhe dome is seen in picture No. 169. This is a

picture of a wall below the left side dome.

Verified the statement after reading

Sd/-

Ramesh Chander Tripathi

11.5.2005

Typéd by the stenogfa’pher in the open court as} dictated
by me. In continuation to this the suit may be listed for
further Cross-examination for 12.5.2005, Witness to be

present.

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)
- Commissioner
11.5.2005
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Before: Commissioner, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Judge/Officer on Special Duty,

Hon’_b‘le High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated _12.5.2005
D.W. 17/1, Shri Ramesh Chander Tripathi

(Commissioner appointed by the Hon’ble Bench vide
order.dated 6.5.2005 in Other Original Suit No. -4/89).

(In continuation to dated 11.5.2005, Ciross-examina‘tion of
Witn_ess’on an Oath, by Shri Tarunjeet Verma, Advocate,
‘on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara, plaintiff of Other Original Suit
No. '43/8'53, continued). - | ‘

"Le.arned 4advoca.te Cross-examining draw the
attention of witness toWards picture No.170 of the colour
albu‘l‘r.n, document No0.200 C -1. Witness after seeing it
said 'that a lower part of the ceiling is seen in this picture. |
This is a picture of lower part of the ceiling below the
dome situated at the outer portion of the disputed building.
Witn‘é,sls.after seeing thve picture No.181, said that scene of
the pillars fixed in the arch in the Western Wall of rear
part of the disputed building is seen in this picture. There
is ahvi-dc')I of Ganeshji, painted with Sindoor; Upon seeing
the picture' No.185 and 186 of this album, witness said
that both the pictures are of a one pillar with Kalash,
flowérs-leafs and an idol painted with red colour, in the
side..l Because this idol is in the side, hence | could not
say that whose idol is this. Witness after seeing the
picturé No.195 of this album said that this pillar was in
rear arch. Anidol is seen in this picture. It is perhaps of

Hanuman ji.
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|

"An excellent Kalash is éeen in‘ the lower part of
Pillar. Leafs are engraved with on it. ;‘Sunder Sab-bhanti”
and ‘fKanak Mani Nana Jati” is written on the wall. After
seeing the picture No.199 and 200, witness said that two
scenes of a pillar are seen.in this picture. This pillar was
in the Grabh Grih and lower part of the pillar is seen in it.
An idol of Hanumanji, painted with r@d colour is above.
Aftef.seeing the picture No.201 of this album, witness said
that,é scene of a front door of the disputed building is
seen in it. This door is of the wall with grill. Police
personnel are standing, bell is hanging and one devotee
coming out after taking darshan. A ladder is kept on the
ground in the left side of constable. After seeing the
picture No. 202 of this album, witness said that Shri
Ranjeet Lal Verma, Advocate and Mahant Bhaskar Das;ji
are 'seeh in this picture. Two persons, in a position to
take Prasad, are standing in the right side. After seeing
the picture No. 204, withess said that four persons are

sitting under a tree. | am not recognizing these persons.

Learned -advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of Withess towards para 17 of his examination in
chief affidavit. Witness, after reading it, said that | have
written this para on the basis of knowledge obtained from
my ancestors and-tra_dition. ‘I. can recognize mosque.
Disp}.uted building does not appear a mo‘sque. | have
visited élmost all the States of India during the tenure of
my -$érvice, particularly Jammu and Kashmir, where
mosques were in numbers. | have seen Minerates on all
mos.ques. and place for Vazzu. But such things are not
here'.‘el have mentioned that Namaz and Aazaan were not
being performed there. - It is based upon what | have seen
there. Volunteer :that there was a Hindu temple. All '
signé. of temple are available there. Devotees, Pujaries,

[

bell "etc. were there and continuous recitation was
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performed there. | have not seen any Muslim paying v.isit
there. My father has told me that the same situation was
prevailing there in thé .pést also. | was living in a private
ward of District Hospital of Faizabad during 1968 to 1972.

(Cross-examination by Shri Tarunjeet Verma, Advocate,
on behalf of plaintiff, Nirmohi Akhara, in Other Original
Suit-No. -3/89, concluded). |

~(Kumari Ranjana Agnihotri, Advocate on behalf of
plainfiff No. 22, Akhil Bhartiya Shri Ramjanm Bhoomi
Punrudhar Samiti, in this Suit said that she is not going to

Cross-examine this witness).

(Shri Ajay Kumar Pandey, Advocate, on *behalf of
plaintiffs in Other Original Suit No. 5/89, said that he is
not going to Cross-examine the witness).

(Learned Adybcate, Shri D.P.Gupta, on behalf of plaintiffs
in Other Original Suit No. 1/89, said that he is not going to

Cross-examine this witness).

(Thereafter, none other than the Learned Advocates on
behalf of plaintiffs in Other Original Suit No. 4/89,
plaintiffé No. 4, 5, 6 and plaintiff No.26 in Other Original
Suit- No. 5/89 was available for conducting Cross-

exam‘ihajtion). |
(Cross-examination, on an Oath, by Shri Abdul Mannan,
Advo’gate, on behalf of plaintiff No. 9 and 10/1, Mahmood

Ahmed and Mohd. Farooq Ahmed, begins).

XXX XXX XXX XXX
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" | have worked in Defence Accounts Department from
April 1958 to July 1997. Defence Accounts Department is
not a part of Army. It is an independent Department. Its
headquarters is in Delhi. Controller General of Defence
Accounts sits.in Delhi. | went to Jammu on tra‘nsfer and to
audi-t,t‘he A.ir Force aecounts in 1966. | stayed there up to
1967. | proceeded on leave in 1968. Thereafter, | again
went there in 1972. After staying there for a short period
in 1972, | went to Allahabad. My job was to audit the
accounts of Defence services. | have conducted the audit
at Je‘mrnu, Srinagar, Pathankot, Udhampur, Patnitop.
Patnitop is at very high altitude, Signal Unit is based
there. | do not know the exact height of Patnitop. | have
audited at five‘ places. There are a n;,.,lmber of units at a
place. My job was to audit the acce:unts concerning to
financial expenditure. Such as expehditure incurred on
ration, uniforms, ghee, oil, petrol etc. Duration of audit
depende upon the volume of work of a Unit. | went to
Kashmir twice. | used to live with the army personnel
during the audit. This entire area was a field area. - Field
'area; | mean, non family hill station. During that period, |
used to é_stay separately, when | was not in the field area. |
used to take food with army personne| in Kashmir. Army
personnels take wine. Everything was free in field area.
Duri.ng cold days, wine is distributed free of cost and at a
subsidized rate during the normal days. This subsidy on
liquor is given by the Government. | stayed there for a
yeaf to one and half year, for the first time, when | went to
Kesh‘mi‘rv and almost for the same duration during the
se'cend time. There is huge difference in the prices of
Ii'('quer,‘ provided there and the liquor available in the
market. At other pla'ces in India, where | have been
posted, liquor is not provided free of cost. Beside the
place where | was posted, | had to go'to different places.

l visited Manauri, Bamrauli, Khamria (Jabalpur)', Car-



- 11339

Nicobar and Ranikhet, other than the Kashmir. These
were the main stations. | had to go to various places. |
was in Kanpur and Chakeri. | had been posted in Kanpur
from"1962-63 to 1965. - | also used to undertake audit
during the period when | was in Kanpur. In Kanpur, | used
to live at Air Force Station, Chakeri. There were a number
of Units in Kanpur. These Units were used to be audited
by 10-5 persons together. There are army quarters in
Chakeri, Kanpur. Chakeri is at a distance of 7-8
kilorfne‘ters from Kanpur City. | was allotted Air Force
office in Chakeri. | stayed at Phoolbaéh. Phoolbagh is in
Kanpur City. | used to go my office from Phoolbagh daily.
This place was at a distance of 8-10 miles and | was
provided a vehicle which carried me dfq;ily. | used to go in
the morning and come back at two to two and half hours.
Office timing of Air Force office was from 8.09 A.M. to
2.00 PM I do not reme:mber how‘tmuch salary | was
gettihg at that fime. in Kanpur, | had different pay scales.
I ha’\}e passed‘B.A. I j.oine'd service after passing B.A. |
have jo‘ined ’Fhe job, for the first time in April 1958 at
AIIaHabad. From Allahabad, | went toc Manauri. Manauri
is néar the Allahabad. From Manauri, | went to Kanpur.
In Kanpur | did not used to audit the work of officers. |
used t_o audit goods, stores, uniforms, ration etc. There
are _bthers to audit the work of officers. These people
were not there at that time. | do not know how the work of
officers is audited. Personnel from Sepoy to J. C. O.
Comés ‘und‘er non-commissioned Officers. J. C. Os. in
Armyj are équivalent'to Sehior} N. C. Os. in Air Force. We
used to conduct their audit. At some places, this audit
goes on for 3 months while at some other place for 6
months and at some place audit goes regularly. It
depends upon the strength of a Unit. Regular audit is
conducted in Large Unit. Kanpur was a Ia‘vrge unit. This

unit was located at Air Force Station, Chakeri. In Kanpur,
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- "
we did not get anything other than ourwsalary. At that time
| was getting Rs.700-800 per month. || was staying there
with mylfamily;. | had only one child ;at that time. From
Chakeri, | went to Jammu. | did not go there with my
fami:ly'b:ecause: Jammu was a non-family station. Family is
not .a!l'owed in a non-family station. During the period of
posting ét n'oh--family station, family us)ed to stay at home.
Armyjperso‘nnel, on his transfer to non-family station, can
retain his family at a family station. | used to stay in Mess
in Jammu. Size of Mess depends upon the strength of
dinihg. | was in Jammu and also in Kashmir. There was a
Iarge"mess in Srinagar. The mess, in which | was living,
was ‘n‘ot so big. Mess also has the arrangements for
boarding lodging. People stay there and every facility is
provided to them. An aeroplane used to take off from
Delhi to Chakeri. | have no knowledge whether this
aeroplane goes to Lucknow from Chakeri or not because

routes are often get changed. | have no knowledge about

the routes of aeroplanes of Civil Aviation. | used to go
from Jammu to Srinagar. | was transferred from Manauri
to Bamrauli. | was in Bamrauli for about one to one and

half year. Bamrauli is at a distance of 7-8 kilometeré from
Allahabad, on ’Ehe line from Allahabad to Kanpur. My job
was 2also to aud_it there. Other people from the office were
10-1l2 in number. They Were allotted the work from
outs'i'de. People used to perform the work allotted to them.
The person to whom it is entrusted dbes audit work
pertaining to the Officers. Most‘ of the employees do the
audii work. In'addition to this we also do the office work.
The o‘th-ér persons, who were with me, lwere also from the
Defence Accounts Department. | do not remember how
much -salary they were drawing. Salary was paid in
accérdance with the. salary chart. There are no
comfnissioned and non-commissioned officers in our

Depa‘ktment. There was little difference in between the .
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d_esignatfon of the people who were with me. The senior
most berson among the employees, functions as C.D.A.
He waé from |.D.A.S. i.e. Indian Defence Accounts
Service. They were called |.A.S. allied. 1 never reached
to this post. | have no knowledge whether [.A.S. allied
persons are lower to I.A'.S. or not because | am not from
that service. 1.A.S. allied dfficers were posted in Kanpur.
We used to work under them. There was a separate office
for I.A.S. allied in Kanpur. We used 40 work under them.
The highest officer of Air Force Defence Accounts Branch
was-an |.A.S. Persons of my Department are posted in
Ailéhabéd, Kélnpur and Lucknow.  People from our
Department are posted at almost at aII‘ the big cities of
India,: where Office of Defence Accounts is situated. |
cannot count the places where our people are posted in °
India. My Department has the offices in B(Smbay,
Calcutta, Madras, Delhi, Jabalpur, Lucknow etc. Jammu
'hasv'- an - Audit office df'Air Force. | retired’from the
Defence Accounts SerVice in 1997. | haye not done any

job after retirement.

- b(along:to Faizabad. | My district has been renamed
as Ambedkar Nagar. After retirement, | sometime used to -
live _‘ in Faizabad, sometime in Ambedkar Nagar and
somefim'e in Lucknow. After}retirement, | used to live
almost for all the time at my village. | live in Faizabad
also:. “Ambedkar Nagar is at a distance of 50 Kilometer
from Faizabad. | have not joined Vishwa Hindu Parishad
after retirement. | was not associated with Vishwa Hindu
Pari‘sh'ad. . | was associated with Ramjanambhoomi. |
used to go there. | do not call it a Babri Mosque. | do not
pay-;visit to Ramjanambhoomi every' time when | visit
Faizabad. | used to go there according to my own wishes.
| was never under the control of anyone. Before

retirement | used to go to Ramjanambhoomi on the
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occasions of: festivals only. There are a number of

festivals. However, | used to go at Chaitra Ram Navami. _

Chaitra Ram Navami falls on Navami of Shukla Paksha in
the 'np'on-th of Chaitra. According to the date, this festival
usually falls in the month of March and sometimes in the
begining of April also. Besides Ram Navami, | went there
at other times also. However when posted far away, |
used to go there at Ram Navami only and at a time when
posted hearby, l Wo_uld have gone there at a number of
time's‘,' other than at the occasion of R:«%m Navami, perhaps
100 times. | went there in 1946 for the first time. | was 7-
8 years old at that time. | was 7 years old at that time. |
do remember a little ab.out the then happeni}ngs. My father
was 'v.v,ith me at that time. My mother was also with us. It
was not a Ram Navami when | visited there for the first
time.| It was a Ram Navami, when | visited for the second
time, however, | do not remember specifically. - When did
| visited the third time, | do not know. | | do not remember
at how many times, after my second viissit, I'visited there. |
have so far visited Ayodhya for about ‘400 times. | did not
go to ev.ery place of Ayodhya. | also used to visit Ayodhya
for taking bath in Saryu River. | used to take bath in
Saryu River at every time, when | visited there. | always
try té take bath before darshan. | often used to go for the
darshan of Hanumangarhi and Ramjanambhoomi. | did not
stay there, after darshan | used to go back to Faizabad. |

used to stay at Maudaha, near the Railway station in

Faiz.a'bad. | used to'sta'y in Faizabad daily when | study
there. | used to visit Faizabad during the holidays or
vacation. | used to go to Faizabad at Ram Navami,

mostly. -During my service, | do used to go to Faizabad at

R_am Navami.

. l‘ élways try to go to Ayodhya lat Ram Navami. |
might have visited Ayodhya at Ram Navami. | did not
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perform 14 Kosi Parikrama at the; occasion of Ram
Navami. | used to perform it, ever it faills. This Parikrama
is or:ganized once in a year. | used tg perform Parikrama
during my student life. During the se‘rvice period | could
not go for Parikrama. | have not performed Parikrama
after_retirement. | have passed Intermediate examination
i.e. 11" and 12" Class from Manohar Lal Moti Lal Inter
College, Faizabad, with Hindi, English, Civics as subjects.
After passing Intermediate examination, | went to
Allahébad for further study. | have not done job in
between. | have st,udiéd in Allahabad University with Arts
subjects. | have studied Sanskrit, English and philosophy
in B.:.A; I have studied Indian philosophy.

Dwaitwad recognized the God and creatures,both,
whereas Adwaitwad recognized only God. | cannot'say in
detail about Dwaitwad and Adwaitwad. | cannot say about
‘the difference in between Dwaitwad and Adwgitwad. l
have not read history in BA | have relead English. | have
done B.A. with English literature. | have reéd Wordsworth,
Edison etc. in Englishnliter'ature poetry. Name of others
writers are not remember to me. | have passed B.A. in
IIndH.CIass. After doing B.A., | joined the service. | was |
appointed as an Auditor for the first time. | remained as
an Auditor; | became a Senior Auditbr on the basis of
seniority. | have not passed any examination for this. |
used. tvo 'go to Car-Nicobar from Bamrauli for audit. | went
there for three-four times. There was a small
establishment of Air Force in Car-Nicopar. | did not stay
theré.-fo'r more than a week, one and half week and 15
days. |'used to audit the expenditure incurred by the Air
Force personnel living there. | went to Car-Nicobar before
goin'g to Jammu. | was transferred from Jammu to

Manauri, Manauri to Bamrauli. Car-Nicobar unit falls
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under the audit area of Bamrauli. Whenever | was asked
to go to Car-Nicobar, | went there. | did not get T.A. -
D.A."for'going: there. After my posting in Jammu in. 1966
and 1972, | did not go there. '| stayed in Jammu for one
year to one and half yéar in 1972. | used to stay on
tempora'ry basis at the places where | was asked to go, in
Jammu. | was used to be deputed for 10-5 days only.
Thefeéfter | used to comeback to the Headquarter situated
at Jarhmu. | used to be deputed to one place among the
five 'pllac::es.‘ | went to Srinagar. | useid to go to Srinagar
twice a year. | went there for 5-6 times during my service.
Sometimes, another person used to be deputed in my
plac’g. | stayed at Manauri for one an:d half to two years.
There is a Defence establishment inj Manauri. Senior
N.C.O. airman is the officer in charge there; which is
equivalent to a J.C.O. in Army. There is a commissioned
officer next to Senior N.C.O. | was entrusted the audit
work of stores. Work of the expenditure incurred by the
concerned officer, falls under my jurisdiction. There were
some objections during the checking of accounts. These
objectiohs were related to calculation. In addition to this,
obje’ctiohs are raised if expenditure is not incurred
according to the procedure. Besides, | had to see whether
journey .is valid or not if performed by vehicles and
whether the pgatrol used in the concerned vehicle. is in
accordance with rules or not.

Verified the statement after reading

_ Sd/-

Ramesh Chander Tripathi

, 12.5.2005

Typed by the stenographer in an open court as dictated
by me . In continuation to this the suit may be listed for

further Cross-examination for 13.5.2005, Witness to be
present. -

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)

Commissioner

12.5.2005
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Before: Commission'er, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Jud'ge/Officer on Special Duty,

Hon’ble_High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated 13.5.2005
D.W. 17/1, Shri Ramesh Chander Tripathi

(Commissioner appoi‘nted by the Hon’ble Full Bench vide
order dated 6.5.2005 in Other Original Suit No. -4/89).

(In continuation to dated 12.5.2005, Cross-examination,
on an Oath, by Shri Abdul Mannan, Advocate, on behalf of
plaintiff No. 9 and 10/1, Mahmood Ahmed and Mohd.

Farooq Ahmed - continued).

”‘fAlthough, | went to Aybdhya, for about 100 times but
| do not know in detail about Ayedhya. | do not know
about the area of Ayodhya, whether |s one-one and half °
miles‘ or more. | have passed B.A. | have nevér paid
attehtion towards the total population of Ayodhya proper.
| have visited Ayodhya for 100 times but | do not have the
knowledge about the bopu‘lation of Aypdhya. | used to
come back after taking bath in Saryu River and darshan.
There are more than 100-150 temples in Ay"odhya but how
much more, l'do not know. | had not visited every temple
of Ayodhya. | had beén to 3-4 temples only. | have not -
give:nw the examination of M.A. | have passed B.A. from
AIIahébad. Babri mosque was constructed by a General of
Babar'in 1528. | have heard about it. But it could not be
completed. It is not correct to say that this building was
been USéd as a mosque since 1528. Namaz was not read
theréin.: | -eannot say about the length and width of
mosq‘Uez because |.do not have the knowledge about

mosque. There are three domes in the building.
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4

'VVAII. these three domes are in a parallel line from
North t.o sbutp, This dome was démolished in 1992.
Volunteer : that these domes were demolished once
before also. : These domes were demolished when cow
slaughter Happenedj at  Shahjahanpur in 1934, ,
Shaﬁjahanpur is adjacent to Ayodhya., | have heard that |
fine'v\'/'as-'imposed after demolition of domes. This fine was
imposed by the State. It ‘was reconstructed by a

contractor but not in accordance with the old specification.

Learned. advocate cross-examining, draw the
attenti'oh of witness towards first information report dated
23.12.49, under Section 145 of Criminal Procedure Code,
document No. 115 of the file. Witness after reading it, in
reply to a question, said that in the last but third line of
the first information re‘po,rt the word “Masjid” was written.
It is written there in that idols were installed therein. This
keport was written by Ramdev Dubey, Sub-inspector. |
have heard that disputed site was attached after F.I.R.
was lodged. Inner part of the disputed building was
attached in 1950. Outer part was not attached. After
attachment, when | visited Ayodhya, | Was‘not aware of it.
| do_not know whether ‘'any further action was taken after
attacj‘hment or not. Suit concerning to Babri Masjid is

going on till to day, in which | am deposing.

(Croéé-examinz‘ation, on an Oath, of witness by Shri Abdul
Mannan, Advocate, on behalf of plaintiff No. 9 and 10/1,
Mahmood Ahmed and Mohd. Farooq Ahmed - concluded).

(Cross-examination, on . an Oath, of witness by Shri
Zaffaryab Jilani, Advocate, on behalf of plaintiff No. 1, 6/1
and 6/2 and Sunni Central Board of Wagqf, Ziyauddin,

Maulana Mahfuzurrahman, begins).
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' For the first time, | came to Ayodhya from my village
by train up to Faizabad and from Faizabad to Ayodhya by
Rickshaw. | came to Ayodhya for the first time at the age
of 7‘Syéa‘rs. My, mother-father and brother were with me. |
went from Faizabad Railway Station to Hanumangarhi by
RiokéhaVv. There was one or two Aanaas as fare. | do not

remember at present. | have not given the fare. We went
’ |

by two Rickshaws. | did not stay in Ayodhya when |
visited for the first time. | came back to Faizabad after
darshan etc. | do not remember for how many days |

stayed there, perhaps for a day or two. When | went to
Ayodhya for the first time, | went to Ramjanambhoomi and
Hén'umangarhi, | remember about it. But | do not
rem,émb‘er, which other temple, | had visited. | went to
Ramjambhoomi after two — two and half P.M. When |
visited Janambhoomi for the first time, temple was open.
For the first time, | went ahead to wall of Katghara, what :
was the time then, | do not remember. Was it two and
half,_‘th'ree, four or five P.M., | do not remember. I
reached there a little before sunset. | do not ‘remember

Whinh.'m'Ol’]th it was. | neithér remember the English month

nor Hindi month. Winter was likely to be over. | think
Janu'ary_‘is the last month of winter. | went there in the
end of January. | reached Hanumangarhi after bath. |

reached Ram Janambhoomi at four or four and half P.M.

It todk me half to quarter.ho‘ur at Hanumangarhi. | offered |
sweets, flowers and Aggarbatti at Hanumangarhi. My
mother-father paid money. | did not have money. My
mothAe,r—father‘f had given the offerings in my hand. | also
took bath along with others. It took us two and half to
three hours to reach the Saryu River. ﬂ'hefe was a temple
of N._age'shwlar Nath. | also went there. It fook us half to

quartér ho()r there. F'ro‘m Nageshwar Nath temple, | came
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to H,anumangqrhi and‘then to Ramjanambhoomi. After
that. | went back to FaiZabad by Rickshaw. We reached
Faizabad after sunset. It took us an hour to take darshan
of the disputed site. | do‘not remember whether there was
electric light on the road from Ayodhya to Faizabad or not.
Electricity was there in Ayodhya but when | came back
from- Ayodhya to Faizabad, electric light was not on. So |
far as | remember, | went beneath the dome during my
first'visiAt. My family members also went there. We went
beneath middle dome. There was no darkness when we
visitéd Qnder the dome. Lamp was Iigh’ted there. We have
seen a little idol of God there. There were two idols. One
Was‘qs.mall‘ and other was a big one. Both the small and
big idols were of Ramlalla. | cannot say how large the
smalll idol was. It might be three to four inches in height.
Big idol was 6-7-8 inches in height. Bc;th the idols were of
the éhildhood of Ramlalla. There was no idol of Rama with
bow. - Beside,(there was an idol of Hanumanji. Idol of
Hanumanji was five-six inches in height. Besides, there
were a number of Saligrams. Except fhese, there was no
idol. We took darshan of these idols from a distance of
five to six feet. | took darshan by Iying down before it. At
that time there was none except myself, my brother and
my moth"er-father. Volynteer : that there was no crowd at
that time. Some pebple were going out after taking
darshan. There were Pujaries but who they were; | have
no knowledge about them. | went there again, after one
and half or two months later, perhaps on fifth of Abril at
the occasion lof Ram Navami. At second visit, the same
members of my_'family were with me. At second time, we
Coulld not go to the place uhder the dome. We went up to
the couftyard of the wall of Kathara, but could not take
darshan due to large gatherings. At second visit | could
not rhét any Pujari. Third time | went there after one year.

At that time my elder brother was with me and not my
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mothér-f.ather.lMy elder brother is eI‘der to me by 8-10
years. His name is Venkat Raman Tripathi alias Bachau.
He is alive. He lives in the village and doing farming.
Third time | went with him. Third timé | went to Ayodhya
by rickshaw. During the third visit | went under the dome.
| do not know which Pujari was there at that time. But
there‘:WaS a Pujari. | did not pay any attention towards
\.Nhet‘hervthe same Pujari, who was there during my first
visit, was there during my third visit or not. Fourth time |
went there in April 1949. | do not know about the Pujari,
who met me there because there was large gathering. |
went up to the courtya‘rd., but could not go under the part
of dome. Except these fou'r occasions, | could not go to
the part under dome. During these four visits, | went
under the dome at two times only and at other two times |
took darshan from courtyard. | do not remember how
many times, after locking of disputed Bhawan in December
1'94‘9, | went there. Every time | took darshan from the
wall with grill. In April 1949, when | went to the disputed
premi:ses;, | reached there before noon. But | do not
remember whether it was 9.00 A.M., 10.00 A.M. or 11.00 "
A.M. There were more than one Puraji in the ;;art of
Kathara, but how mahy Pujaries were there, | do not
'rem‘ember. | do not remember whether | have’ seen the
same Pujari again, whom | saw in April 1949 or not. There
were only 50-60 persons at the disputed premises in April
1949, when | visited there for the last time.» There were a
number of p:eoples at Ramchabutra.  People were in
hundreds. Ramchabutra was 21" X 17" in size. There -
weré _people, in the rear part and front part. | do not
remember how much space was there in the rear part of
Ramchabutra  and how many people can be
accorhm'odating there. He further said that 30-40 people
could 'stland there. Front portion of Ramchabutra was up

to the place,” where Kirtan is organized. 50-60 people
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were there. There were about 100 people, when | Vvisited
there_’forr the last time. | have stated above that there
were hundreds of people, actually there were 100Q peoples.
l do"(rérr‘]embe?r about the visit in April 1949. At that time, |
was _]O years old. | have seen a Pujari there, but who he
was, | do not remember. | do not remember whether there
was one or more Pujaries at Ramchqputra’ and who they
were. | do n‘ot remember whether | have seen therﬁ later
or not. Some people'from' Nirmohi Akhara used to live
there, b-ut who they were, | do not remember. | do not
know whether any Pujari. | have seen at Ramchabutra or
in the inner part of the building, Wasi related to Nirmohi
Akhara or not. | do not know whether the Pujari, | have
seen earlier to December 1949, was there during the
period' Dec‘ember to 1949 to December 1992 or not. | do
not remember whether ahy Pujari, | have seen there
during the period December to 1949 to December 1992,

was related to Nirmohi Akhara or any other Akhara or not.

'l. know Mahant Bhaskar Das. | have seen him in the
Court. | do not remember whether | have seen him at the
disputed site, at any time: or not. Volunteer : that it
appears as if | had seen him there. | cannot say if | had
seen Mahant Bhaskar Das in the inner portion of the

disputed building or not. | have seen Mahant Bhaskar Das

in 1953. | saw him at Hanumangarhi situated at Naka
Muzaffra. | used to go there for darshan, because | lived
nearby. | lived at a distance of one or one and half

k‘ilome"te_‘r from Hanumahgarhi situatedat Naka Muzaffra. |
”used‘ to live threre with my middle brother. His name is
Krishan Chander Tripathi. We both the brothers used to
live there permanently. People from village used to pay
visit ‘there. | used to go for darshan from Naka Muzaffra,
oncé a week. | have started going to Hanumangarhi

situated at Naka Muzaffra since 1950.. | often used to go
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therei | have been seeing Bhaskar Das at Hanumangarhi
situa%ed at Naka Muzaffra since 1950. He still lives
there. Beside Bhaskar Das, there are a mgmber of
Pujaries at Hanumangarhi, but their names are not known

to me.

"There is a road in the north of disputed site and a
templé known as Janamsthan Mandir in the north of this
Road.: | never had been there. | have no knowledge
whether-an .idol of Ramchanderji is there or not, because |
did not \go there. There is no particular reason for not
going there. | used to go to disputed site eérlier and
continued it later. | haye started going to disputed site
alone, since 1958-60. At that time my age was more than
18 years. Then said, that at that timegrl was 18 years old.
In certificate my date of birth is recorded as 18.7.1939. |
got superannuation at the age of 58 years. | have passed
High School Examination in 1953. I have passed high
sohc}ol‘ while living in Faizabad with n{7y brother. We both
the :brothers used to cook food while living in Faizabad.
Since 1958, when | started visiting alone for darshan and
up to December 1992, | never had a desire to go to .‘
Janamsthan Mandir for darshan because all the people
used to go to the disputed site for darshan. People also
,used' to go to Janamsthan Mandir for darshan but most of
the b‘éoble go to the disputed site situated in the south of
this Yterﬁple. Janamsthan_ Mandir, situated in the north of
disp'ﬂted premis‘es is véry old, but how old it is, | do not
know. This temple migiht be 200-250 years old. | have not
paid”‘muoh attention about this. | have not heard about the
things kept inside of this terhple. Sita Rasoi is in the |
Janamsthan Mandir. There would have been a Sita Rasoi,

Yo the.name is.
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Whether according to you, the place called as

Sita Rasoi in Janamsthan Mandir situated in the

north of disputed premises is not a Sita Rasoi?
i

| cannot say anything about this.

]

"Sita Rasoi means a p'lace where Sitéji used to cook

food:

Question:
Answer:

Question:
Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question:

Wh:ether in accordance W}th your faith, the
place where Si_taji used to cook food, was a part -
of palace of Sitaji or a part of any other palace?
Sitaji would have been preparing food in her

palace.

Whether Sitaji would have been living with
Rdmchanderji in his palace or in any other

palace?

Sitaji would have been living in the palace of
Ramchanderji. Sita Rasoi would have been in

the palace of Ramchanderji.

Do according to vyour . faith and belief;
Ramchanderji, King Dasratha, Kaushaliya,
Sumitra and Kaikai etc. had separate palaces in
the fort of King Dasratha?
!

There were a number of “Blocks” in this large
palace. Kaushaliya, Kaikai, Sumitra,
Ramchanderji and Sitaji were residing in
different blocks. |

What do you mean by “Blocks™?
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Answer: “Blocks” means, the person living in a block.
“‘Block” means Palace or Bhawan. Palace
means a Mahal.

King Dasratha had a very large palace. There were

a number of large palaces. King Dasratha had lived in

one of these palaces. . There would have been a palace

where King Dasratha used to hold his Darbar.

| have not read about the palace of King Dasratha in
any book. | have been hearing in this regard. | have not
read about the palace of King Dasratiha in any book. |
havée not read “Valmiki Ramayana”. | have not read
“Ramcharitmanas” as a_whole. | have read only those
parts, in WhiCh‘ | was ihterested. Ramcharitmanas written
by Tulsidas contains the details about the residences of
Dasratha ji, Kaushaliya and Ramchanderiji. This
description is literary. This is not such a detail which can

be described distinctively.

| have read “Kavitawali” and “Gitawali” written by

Tulsidas but not as a whole.‘

Question: Is there any distinct reference about the
| palaces of‘King Dasratha or Kaushaliya in
Gitawali or Kavitawali?

d

Answer: There is no reference about distinct buildings.

There is a distinct reference about the palaces of
King' Dasratha, Ramchanderji and Kaushaliyaji in
Ramcharitmanas. But 'there‘is no reference about this that -
where these palaces are situated. It is certain that the
palac‘es‘of mothers of Ramchanderji were distinct. These

palaces were in line, | ' do not know whether this reference
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is available in Ramcharitmanas or not. | have not read
that palaces of all the three queens were in line. | have
heard about it. The person, who told me about this, said
that it is written in a book,vbut in which, | do not know. |
have he.ard about it from my mother-father. | have heard
‘that there was a palace of a queen, adjacent to the palace
of ng Dasratha and a palace of another queen was next
to it. B'ut | do not remember in this regard. These facts,
aboui the period of King D'asratha, are almost nine lakh
years old. | have heard about it from my father.
According to.me, Ramchanderji was born, about niné lakh
year"s before. No sign, of nine Ia‘kh years back, is
available to day. It cannot be said that at what places the
palaces of the queens of King Dasratha were situated nine
lakh years back. Howe\)er it is believed that these palaces
were _at“the same places, where thesé‘ are today. Palace
of King Dasratha was at the same place where it is today.
Bara ‘I\/Iéha‘l, sftuated. in Ayodhya is also called Dasratha
Mahal. | do not know about the area of Dasratha Mahal of
today, whether it is two hundred yards, five hundred yards
or one thousand Qards in length and width. | did not go
insidé of the Dasratha Mahal, further said that | went there

for once or twice.

But | do not remember the detail about it. | cannot
say the length of Court-room, wherein | am making the
statement. This room may be 30 feet in length and 20 feet
in width. This Court-room may be more than 30 feet in
length. " | cannot say about the length and width of the
present Dasratha Palace. | may, after‘ going at the
Bhawan, tell about the length and width of the Bhawan.
Disp_ut‘ed‘ site is at a distance of less than half kilometer
from- Dasratha’ palace. There are 500 meters in half

kilometé_r. Further said that Dasratha palace is at a
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disténce about hundred to hundred fifty meters from the
disputed site. |

Dasratha palace is at the north\ corner of disputed
site. '"Manas Bhawan is situated in the east of the disputed
site. The road leading to Dorahi KL;an from Hanumangarhi
is situated in the east of disputed site. Hanumangarhi is
situated in the east of disputed site. Hanu'mangarhi is at a
distance of 500-600 meters from the disputed site. Meter
is little big to yard. There are three feet in a yard. | know
about it. Then said - that Hanumangarhi is at a distance
of a:bbu"t 700 ,meters from the disputed site. Manas
Bhawan'is in the east of Hanumangarhi. Ma»nas Bhawan is

at a,distéance about one kilometer from the disputed site.

Question: | am to say that you are giving total false
statement because Manas Bhawan falls first

and Hanumangarhi is far awayvin the east from

there?
Arswer: It is correct. | got confused. My earlier
statement is not correct. | loose my memory

during noon. My memory is still not good in

respect of distance.

1 took darshan of the disputed: site at four ‘to six
times after 1992. Then said — that | took darshan for ten
times'.} There was a Police Check Post, near‘Lav-Kush
temble.' There_is a way th_}rough Check-post, which goes
from the rear part of M_anas Bhawan. There is no temple
in the prllace falls in between the disputed site and Manas
Bhawan. Manas BhaWan is at a distance of about 100
stepé} from the disputed site. | am stating this distance |
roughly but it is correct. | have recollected it. Manas

Bhawan is about 100 feet in width in east west. There is a
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temple, the way for which goes through a lane. But | do
not remember the name of that temple. | have no
knoWledge about the number of temple on the way in

between the Manas Bhawan and Lav-Kush temple. | did

not go to the excavation site in the disputed premises '

during the period of excavation i.e. March 2003 to August
200_3’. | do not remember how many days after excavation
| went for darshan but | did go for darshan. [ went for
darshan for the last time during four-six days back. | do
not .remember when | did go to the disputed site for
darshan beforle March 2003. After August 2003, | went to

the disputed 'site for darshan in the noon at eleven-twelve

hours. | do not remember what hours have been fixed for

darshan of disputed site, after August 2003. But darshan
in not allowed in between 12 noon to two to two and half
P.M. | do not remember which season it was, when | went

for téking darshan for the first time after August 2003.

Que's‘ti_oh: Woauld you please tell that how the facts about
' the period 1946 to 1949 are remembered to
you, whereas, facts about the year 2003 are not

remembered to you?

Answer: | do remember some facts and forgot some
facts. | did not meet any accident during this
period. Loss of memory is due to old age.

My eyes blink sometimes.

Volunteer : that | fell unconscious once. | fell unconscious
at three—_}four times for three-four seconds. | have suffered
from snow burn in 1987. | went to Pindari Glacier in that
year. This place is in Uttaranchal. | have lost my memory
because of this incident. Volunteer : that sometime | get
my memory afr'esh. During this period | recollect eII the

past.'facts. | went by the road leading to Dorahi Kuan from
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Hanumangarhi at hundred times. | have seen the
build'ings falling on the side of this road. This road now
has béen closed at the east north corner Qf the disputed
site .since 1992. Manas Bhawan is in the north of road
where it is closed. There is a building in the north of road
opposite to Manas Bhawan but | do not remember its
namé. There is a Kaikai Bhawan next to it and then
Kaushaliya Bhawan. Kaushaliya Bhawan and Kaikai
Bhawan are side by side. There are four-five buildings in
between Kaushaliya Bhéwan and Police Check Post. Next
to it, one road leads towar'd,s north. Eastern road leads to
Hanumangarhi. Hanumangarhi is at a distance about
twen,ty to thirty meters from this junction of three roads.
Theh said - that Hanumangarhi is at a distance about two
meters from this junction of three r@iads.v The distance
about twenty to thirty meters, which | have stated earlier,
was,'sta't"ed during the period when | Ioét my memory.
Disputed site is at a distance of about 100 meters from
this junction. | cannot say. at this time whether disputed
site is at a distance of 400 meters from the junction of
three roads, where there is a Police Check Post or not.
Kanak Bhawan is at a distance of 70 meter from
Hanumangarhi. Kanak BhaWan does not fall onvthe road
Ie”a'd'ing to Dorahi Kuan from Hanumangarhi. Bara Sthan
or Dasratha Mahal is not oh the side of a way leading to
Dorahi Kuan from Hanumangarhi. Kanak Bhawan is in
a lane towards north at a distance to ten-twelve meters
on reaching Dasratha palace from the road Iead‘ing to
Dasifath palace from Hénumangarhi. Dasratha palace falls
on »;th_‘e~ road which leads to Kanak Bhawan from
Hanumangarhi.  Kanak Bhawan is at a distance about
twenty to twenty-five meters from Dasrath palace. Kanak
Bhawan temple is 200 feet in length towards north south
a‘nd-B_OO feet,in east west. | had visited the inner side of

Kanak Bhawan. There is Ram-Laxman and Sita Darbar. -
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Rama is with bow in the idol. There are two types of idols-
on'e"is of stone and other is of metal. ldol of stone is
imm‘_ov'able and idol of metal is movable. It is carried out
during the fesitivals. ldol of metal is about 9 inches in
heig‘ht. ldol of stone is about two feet in height. Idols
instalﬁléd in Kanak Bhawan are very ancient. | cannot say !
how.-ancient these are; whether hundred, two hundred,
thouslan'd, ten thousavnd or lakh, two lakh years old.
‘According to my faith the-se_id-ols were constructed later by
soméonfe. This temple might have been renovated for the
first time by Vikramaditya. Volunteer : that | do not
remémbér who had _renoVatéd it earlier. Period of
Vikramaditya \was about two thousand years back. | do
not know who had renovated the buildings of Aybdhya |
before Vikramaditya. 'But'I am sure that these were
renovated. My knowledge about renovation by
Vikramaditya is based on the sayings. Palace of Dasratha
is at ‘the same place'where\ it was. Present Sumitra
Bhawan is at the same place where it was during the time
of Dasratha. .It has now demolished. Kaushaliya Bhawan
and Kekai Bhawan might not be at the place where these
were dulring the period of Dasratha. -Volunteer : that all
the hillocks were under Ramkot. All the historical places

are at their original places.

Ques‘tion: If, according to you, Kaushaliya Bhawan and
| Kaikai Bhawan are not at, the places where
these were during the period of King Dasratha,
then, at what places these were, according to

your belief?

Answer: These three buildings were in the south of

disputed site.
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Queeiion: Should it be C'omprehended that Kaushaliya
| Bhawan and Kaikai Bhawan were in the east
and south of the place where Sumitra Bhawan
was stated to be in the south of disputed site?
Answer: Yes. Itis correct to say. o
‘Kaushaliya Bhawan was not at this place during the
time of King Dasratha where it is situated at present. | am
saying this on the basis of sayings.
The building situated at the disputed site, which was
demolished in 1992, was constructed during the time of
Meerbaki. Volunteer :.that this building was constructed
with' the same material. B'uilding with three domes was
constructed during the period of Babar by Meerbaki.
Question: Whether the idols kept under the mid-dome of
. the building with three domes, which according
to you, was constructed by Meerbaki, were from
the time of Meerbaki or these were kept in the
night of 22"%/23"* December 19497

Answer: l[dols were .therein on 23" December 1949.
However, | have heard that idols were kept

therein on that day by bringing from outside.

Verified the statement after reading

Sd/-

Ramesh Chander Tripathi

‘ 13.5.2005
Typed by the stenographer in an open court as dictated .

by me . In continuation to this the suit may be listed for

further Cross-examination for 16.5.2005, Witness to be
present. :

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)

 Commissioner

. 13.5.2005
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r»'Before: Commiésioner, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Judge/Officer on Special Duty,

Hon’ble Pﬁj_,igh Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated 16.5.2005 | -
D.W. 17/1, Shri Ramesh Chander Tripathi

(Commissioner appointed by the Hon’ble Full Bench :
vide order dated 6.5.2005 in Other Original Suit No. -
4/89).
(In continuation to dated 13.5.2005 Cross-‘examination, on
an Oath, by Shri Zaffa'ryéb-JiIani, Advocate, on behalf of
plaintiff' No. 1, 6/1 and 6/2 and Sunni Central Board of

Wagf, Ziyaud'din, Maule_ina Mahfuzurrahman, continued).

. I have in my statement above stated that an idol was
alreédy ‘thereinw in the disputed‘Bhawan on 23'® December
1949 and an idol was kept therein on this date. However |
do hof know which an idol was there before and which an
idol_wés kept later. | went to the disputed Bhawan for 3-4
times ,béforé 1949. | do not remember, which idol | have
seeh :there;}whether it was small one or larger one. | have
seen idol in the disputed Bhawan, before 22"¢ December
1949. An idol, which was therein before 23rd December
1949, was, according to people’s sayings, made of metal.
Howe‘Ver, | personelly do not know that from what material
this idol was made of. | have seen an idol kept on the
stairs before and after 23" December 1949. After 23"
December 1949, this idol was visible from the wall with
grill. It appears that something was kept there. A place,
like a place for worship, covered with the cloth was there.
It seeméd that an idol was there but it was not visible

whether this idol was small one or large one. | have seen
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the -idols at the same place after the premises was
unlocked in 1986.

- Learned advocate oross—exarqining, draw the
atteh‘_tion of witness towards document No. 154/13 of Other
Original Suit No. 1/89, Shri Gopal Singvh Visharad V/s
Zahdo.r Ahmed. Witness said that an‘ idol, which | have
seen before 23" December 1949, was in the same position
as it is seen in this picture. The position of idols has been
changed after 23" December 1949..

lL.earned advocate cross-examining, draw the
attention of witness tow.ards picture No. 81 and 82 of black
and .white album, document No. 200 C-1. Witness said
that for some days after 1949, | have seen the idols kept
in th_esame position in the disputed Bhawan as are seen
in these pictures. The Throne seen in picture No. 81 and
82 was visible from the wall with grill for some days after
1949. There were idols of Ganeshji, Hanumanji and
Shankarji on the three pillars among the pillars fixed in the
disputed Bhawan. But on which pillar, | have seen these
idols, | do not remember. An idol of Shankarji in dancing
posi.t'ic’)n was on the left side pillar in the outer part at the

middle entry gate of the disputed Bhawan.

Learhed. advocate cross-examining, draw the attention of
witness towards picture No.55, 56 and 57 of the black and
white album. Witness after seeing these pictures, said

that rio idol is seen in these pictures.

' So far | know there were two pillars in the outér part,
while entering through' the middle door of the disputed
‘Bhawan: Among these pillars there was ah idol of
Shankerji on the left side pillar and an idol of Hanumanji

on the right side.
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.-Learned advocate cross-examining, draw the
attehtion of witness towards picture No. 25 and 26 of the
black ahd white album. Witness said that a pillar is seen
in hicture No. 25. The idol in this is in fragmented
p'Osi‘tio'n'. An idol seen in picture No. 25 is not clear. A
rubbed place is seen on the pillar in ;picture No. 26, but

whose idol was there and what was there, | do not know.

-Learned advocate cross-examining, draw the
attentioh of witness towards picture No. 59 to 66 of this
blac,_k_and white album.  Witness said that | cannot say
whosg i'_clol is seen in picture No.60. | cannot say whose
idols. are seen‘in picture No. 61 and 62. There is an idol
in pi"ctur'e No. 63, 64, 65 and 66 but whose idol is this, | do
not know. An idol is seen to me at the place above the
line where W.hite lime is seen in picture Nc.63. An i'dol is
seen in the white coloured part in picture No.65. No idol
is seen in picture No.65. There was an idol in the rubbed
part in picture No. 66; however this idol is not seen at this
time. ‘Place where an idol was, had been rubbed. | have
seeh_an' idol on the pillar in 1986-88. There appears a
thing like an.idol at the rubbed place in picture No.66.
Laterr:t'hi.s place was rubbed and painted with something. |
canndt éay at what places the pillars seen in picture No.5
to 66 were in the dispUted Bhawan. In the pillars seen in
picture No. 71 to 76 of this album, an idol of Ganeshji is
seen..on pillars in pictufe, No.74 and 76. An idol is seen in
picture No. 75, but whose idol it is, | cannot say. An idol
is seen in picture No. 71 and 72 but whose idol it is, |
cannot say. An idol is seen in the white portion on the
middle of pillar, in picture No.72, An idol is seen in
picture No. 73. | cannot say at which places, the pillars,
seen in picture No. 71 to 76 were in the disputed Bhawan.

Upon inviting attention of witness towards picture No. 87 |
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to 91, witness said that an idol is seen in picture No. 87.
But | cannot say about an idol seen in picture No. 88. An
idol ilike‘ Ga'neshji is seen in picture No. 89. This idol is
seenl"in‘thé side of a bell'in {he lower part. There is a
pictUre above the flower-leafs in the lower part of pillar in
pictu_'re No.90, but whose picture is this, | cannot say. An
idol .o_f Ganeshji, in the middle of pillar is clearly visible in
picture No.91. | cannot say, in which ‘part of the disputed
Bhawén, the pillars seen in picture No.87 to 91, were.
Attention of witness was drawn towards picture No. 95 to
106 of this album. Witness said that there appears to be a
picture on the right side of the pillér, in picture No.95 but
whose picture is this, | cannot say. | cannot say whose
pictqre is seen in picture No.96. The;;e isv a picture in the
middle in picture No.97 but whose picture is this, | cannot
say. No picthe is seen in picture No.98, same is the
situation in pi(lzture No.99. A pioturg in the part, where
Iéafs and flowers are engraved with, is seen in picture
No.100,  but whose picture is this, | cannot say.
Somethihg is there above the Kalash in picture No. 101
but whose picture is this, cannot say. An idol is seen in
the white portion in mid of pinl‘lar in picture No0.102 but
whose picture is this, | cannot say. A picture above the
Kalash is seen in picture No.103, but whose picture is
this, | cannot say. There is a picture in ‘the white part in
the middle of pillar in picture No.104, but whose picture is
this, | cannot say. Something like a picture in the middle
of p,:iII"ar' is seen in picture No.105, but whose picture is
this, | cannot say. A picture is seen in picture No.106, bg't
whose picture is this, | cannot say. Pillars seen in the
above picture were in the Grabh Grih, but at which places .
these were, | cannot say. There is no pillar of eastern
gate among the pillars seen in picture No. 95 to 106. In
‘pictgvr‘e‘ No.108, there is Mahant Bhaskar Das ji on the

right side, then Shri Ra'njee_{ Lal Verma, Advocate and who
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is the next, | cannot say. It is not correct to say that there

is no idol on the pillars seen in the pictures shown to me.

Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
atteniioh of witness towards picture No. 47 to 54 of colour
album document No. 201 C-1. Witness said that an idol is
s_claefn)be.low the place which is painted with red colour, on
the 'pillars seen in these pictures. An idol of Hanumanji is
seen in picture No.48. This idol is at the place where red
colour is painted. Picture of idol is not clear. There is no
idol in picture No.49. There is an idol in the portion
painied with red colour in picture No.50 but whose idol is
this_,‘ | cannot say. A pitch at a place and a thick paint at a
place are seen in picturé No.50. Head, Hands and a part
of foot are not seen in this picture. Hea‘d, hands and a
part.- of foot is seen at {he place which is painted with
colour, in pi‘cture No.51. This might be an idol of
Hanumanji or Ganeshji. There is an idol above the
Kalash, where colour is painted, in picture No. 52 bu‘t '
whose idol is this, | cannot say. An idol in sitting
position;is seen in picture No.52 but it is not clear. |
cannot say whether it is an idol of deity or Goddess.
Ther:e' |s no idol in picture No.53. An idol above the
Kalash, seen in picture No.54, is painted with colour. An
idol 'is_s:een'ihithe colour. It might be an idol of either of
Gané'shj.i or Hanumanji. Pillars seen in picture No.47 to
54 are of Grabh Grih, but | do not know in which part
these were. Idols were on the pillars, fixed in the middle
door'..‘_ Besides, idols of Jai and Vijay ‘were on the pillars
fixed ‘at Hanumat Dwar. ldol of Hanumanji, Ganeshji and
Shankarji were on the pillars fixed in the Grabh Grih. |
have seen the idols on two pillars, among the four pillars
fixed at the middle door while entering in to Grabh Grih. |
cannot say whether there were idols on the rest eight

pillars or not.
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| Learned advocate Cross-examining, draw the
attenti’or.\ of witness towards picture No. 104 to 127 of this
album. ~Witness after seeing these picture said that an
idol 'is's.een in the part above the Kalash, where red colour
is painted With, in picture No.104. But whose idol is this, |
cannot say. There is an idol of Shankarji at the place
Whic'h is painted with red colour, in piclture No.105. There
is no.idol in picture No. 106 and 107, There are idols at
the place which is painted with colour or without colour,
above the Kalash in picture No0.108. T‘hese idols are side
by side. But whose idols are these, | cannot say.
Samé scene IS seen in picture No.:109 as seen in picture
No. 108. Red colour is painted with in the right side on
the pillar in picture No. 110. An idol is seen there, but
whosé idol is this, | cénnot say. An idol is seen on the
right side above the Kalaéh, where red colour is painted
with, on the pillar in picture No.111 but whose idol is this,
| .cannot say. An idol in the mid of dome, where white
colour is painfed with, is seen in picture No.112, but
whose idol is this, | cannot say. An idol on the pillar seen
in picture No. 113, above the Kalash, on the right side,
where red colour is pain‘ted»with, but whose idol is this, |
cannot say. An idol at the place, where red colour is
painted with, is seen in piéture No.114, this is an idol of

Hanumanji. No part of an idol is seen in picture No.104

- However, hands and foot of an idol is seen in picture
No.105. It is in a dancing form. One and same pillar is
sééh in picture No.105 and 108. The same pillar, which is
seen in picture No.105 and 108, is seen in picture No.109.
And égain the same pillar is seen in picture No.110, which
is seen in picture No. 105, 108 and 109. There is a colour "
painted with in picture No.111 but pigture is not \‘/isible.

An idol is seen in pictL;re No. 112. Foot, chest, stomach

]
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and a little part of face of an idol is seen in picture No.
114.- An idol, at the place painted with red colour, on the
piHa'r, is seen in picture No.115. But whose idol is this, |
cannot say. However, hands and foot of an idol is seen
therein. An idol, at the place where r}éd colour is painted
with, above the Kalash on a pillar is seen in picture
N(‘).116, but whose idol is this, | cannot say. Head, hands
an'd._trunks are seen in this. | am unable to recognize it.
Picture of Ramlalla, seen in picture No. 116 was on the

western wall of the disputed building.

Question: | am to say that this picture was at the wall of !
mid door of the disputed building and not at the
western wall of the building?

Answer: It .is correct to say. | .

,Séme pillar is seen-in picture N5.116, 117, 120 and
121.  Réd CO|C‘)UF is seen ih picture N?.122' but an idol is
not seen. Rg‘d colour is painted and a white strip is on a
pillar and an idol with head, hand and foot is seven in .
pictu're No.123. Whose idol is this, | am not able to
recdg‘hizé. An idol seen in picture No.124 is not clear. An
idol on the white part on the pillar is seen in picture
No.124.. There is an idol with one eye in the middle of
pillar seen in picture No.125. Whose idol is this, | cannot
say. Itis not correct to say that there is no idol in the
pillars'a.bo‘ut which | have stated to be an idol. | cannot
say ,thse picture is seen in picture No. 128 and 129.
This picture was on the western wall of the disputed
build'ing. Picture seen in pictufe No.131 was of a paper or
any other material, | cannot say. A picture is seen in the
frame. This picture was at the western wall of the mid

dome.
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- Learned advocate cross-examining, draw the
atten'tinon‘ of witness towards picture No 136 to 137 of the
colour album and asked which are thie pictures in which
idols of Hanumanji;, Ganeshji and Shankarji are seen?
Witness said that an idol of Ganeshji is seen in picture No.
141,'_ 142 and 143. Then said that it is not an idol of
Gan.e'shj'i in picture No. 141, but an idol of Shankarji in
danCing shape. ldols of Ganeshji are seen in picture No.

146 and 147. There is no idol of anyone in other pictures.

Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attenti'on of witness towards picture No. 157 to 167 of this
colour album. Witness said that pictures of one pillar are
seen in picture No. 157, 160 and 161. An idol of
Hanumanji is seen in these .pictureé. Hanumanji is seen in
dancing position in these pictures. An idol of Ganeshji is
seen in picture No.166 and 167. | cannot say about other
picturesﬁ After seeing the picture No.176 to 186 of this
album, witness said that an idol of Ganeshji is seen in
picture No. 181 and 183. | am not able to recognize,
Whet:h“er' there. is an idol of Shankarji, Hanumanji or
Ganeshji in any other picture or not. Upon seeing the
picture No. 187 to 200 of this album, witness said that an
idol of Ganeshji is seen in picture No. 194, 195 and 196.
An idol of Ganeshji in dancing form is seen in picture No.
188, 189 and 196. An idol of Ganeshji in dancing position
is seen in picture No. 199 and 200. It is not correct to say
that there was no idol in any one of these pictures. It is
also not correct to say that | have not seen any pillar of

the dome of disputed building closely.

Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards pare -15 of his examination in
chief affidavit.  Witness after seeing it said that these .

Samadhis were in the north of dispUted premises. 'These
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|

Were" in the sothh side also. | have n‘ot mentioned about
the Samadhis of south side because it was told to me that

affidvavit should be short.

Learned advocate ,cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards p'ic'ture document No. 154/5
of O-‘t.h‘er Original Suit No. 1/89, Shri Gopal Singh Visharad
V/s Zahoor Ahmed.‘ A place like Ramchabutra is seen in
th'is~piCtLJre. It is a Samadhi. The scene, similar to which,
| have seen there, is not seen in this picture. | have seen
it, even after 1949. There were mud-brick Samadhis.
Theée were the Samadhis of Sanat, $anandan, Sanatan
and Sanat Kumar. There was a Narad Chabutra. There
were Samadhis of Garg, Gautam and Shandilya but all |
Were‘. made of mud-bricks. All these Samadhis were side
by s‘i’de. There were Samadhis of Markandeya and Angira
‘Rish‘il‘s‘.‘ih the south of the disputed premises. These two
Samadhis were at a distance of ten to fifteen feet from the
south wall of the disputed premises. Lomash Chaura was
also there. | cannot say whether Lomash Chaura is called
a Lomash Ashram or:not. | have heard the name of
Lomash Ashram, but | do not know where it was. Sumitra |

Bhawan was in the south next to Lomash Chaura.

Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attehti‘oh of witness towards map attached with the report
date_d.25.5.1950, submitted by Shri Shiv Shankar Lal,
Law'ye‘r,: Co'm‘missioner, document No. 136/1 of Other
Original Suit No 1/89. Witness, after seeing it said that
Lomash Chaura and Sumitra Bhawan are shown correctly
in the map. Parikrama Marg has not been shown in the
map'..» This Parikrama Marg was in the south side of the
road l'.n the north. Parikrama Marg was in the south side
of the Samadhis shown in this map. Parikrama Marg was

in the north of the Samadhis, shownin the map. This
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Parikrama Marg was three and half feet in width,

throlu‘gho‘ut the way.

“There was a quite wide road from the northern gate
of the'di‘sputed building up to the Samadhis situated in the
north Side. However, | cannot say whether this road was
15 feet wide or 20 feet wide or less. ‘EHOWever, this road
Was'c_ér’;ainly more than 10 feet in width. This road leads
towards western side from the east and closes there.

There were stairs in the eastern side, up to the road.

| have stated in my affidavit that the disputed
building is a Ramjanambhoomi Mandir. This fact is based
upon the saying of my father and the knowledge obtained
through tradition and individually. | came to know about
tradifion through saying. | have heard from my ancestors
that an idol of Ramchanderji has been at the disputed site
before 1949. | obtained this knowledge from the sayings
and'teaéhings of my fafher.- | have, in.my affidavit, stated
about the knowledge obtained from my father, as
knowledge obtained individually. After 1934, no Muslim
went towards the disputed Bavan. This fact, | have written
in my affidavi{ on the basis of sayings of my father.
Namaz was never read in the disputed Bhawan. | have
written this fact in the affidavit on the basis of saying of
my father. Disputed building has been under the
occupation of the follvowers of Hindu religion. | have
written this fact in my affidavit on the basis of sayings of

my father.

. Learned advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards para 9 and 10 of his
Examination in chief affidavit. Witness after reading it
said that | have written these facts on the basis of sayings

of myv father.
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| was not present when dispiuted building was
demolished‘on‘ 6”‘ December 1992. | went to the disputed
building, 4-6 months before 6" December 1992. | have no
information what happened to the goods kept in the
disputed building after its demolition on 6™ December
1992. Whether it was buried under the debris or saved.
The idols kept at the make-shift place, constructed after
6" December 1992, are seen from about 30 feet away. |
never Went near to these idols. How many idols are there
at'the‘di:sputed site, is not visible from this distance. How
b'i'g';thi's‘idol is, it is also not visible from there. 1, myself
had not seen, who had kept these idols at the present
disputed site and how. Dharamdasji has told me that he
kept the idols there. This is the same Dharamdasji who is
a party to this Suit and }who already deposed in this
Court..
. i ) | ‘
Question: | am to say that the idols which were in the
disputed building before 6" December 1992
were buried under the debris on 6" December
1992 and other idols were kept in the make-
sh'iftﬁ structure then, what you have to say in this

regard?

Answer: | was not there at that time. | have heard that
these idols were installedJr‘ with consecration
ceremony. People say that this consecration

' was held on 7'" December 1992.

_ | did not found the 'reference of Ramjanambhoomi
in Valmiki Ramayana and Ramcharitmanas, in the portion
which | have read. These books contain the reference

abou{.‘ the birth of Ramchanderji. But it was not referred



]

11371

therein that at what piace he took birth. However, it is

regéfded thaﬁ disputed site is his birthplace. |

Question: | am to say that there are no evidences on the .‘
basis of which it can be said that Ramchanderji
was born at _the disputed site?

Ansv\‘/e'r:.v This place is recognized as a birthplace
according to tradition.

It is not correct to say that the building constructed
at thedispu'ted building in 1528, was a Babri mosque and
nevef‘ was a Ramjalnambhoofni temple. It is also not
correct to say that regular five times Namaz and Namaz of
Jum.ma were being performed in the disputed building. It
is al.s_o not correct to say that I, being a worker of Vishwa
Hindu Parishad, giving false statement. It is not correct
that there were no idols in the disputed buivlding up to the
night of 22" December 1949 and darshan etc. was not
held there. It is not correct to say that | never, went to the
disputed building, up to 1950. | }

( Cross-examination, of witness on an “Oath, by Shri

Zaffaryab Jilani, Advocate, on behalf of pléintiff No. 1, 6/1

andl8/1,' Sunni Central Board of Waqf, Ziyauddin, Maulana
Mahfuzurrahman,- concluded).

Verified the statement after reading

. Sd/-

Ramesh Chander Tripathi

‘ , 16.5.2005
Typed by the stenographer in an open court as dictated by
me . In continuation to this the suit may be listed for
further Cross—examinaﬁon for 17.5.2005, Witness to be

present.

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)
o _ ‘Commissioner
L 16.5.2005
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Before: Commissioner, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Judge/Officer on Speciél Duty,

Hon’ble High Court, Luckn}ow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated 17.5.2005
D.W'. 17/1, Shri Ramesh Chander Tripathi

(Commissionek appointed by the Hon’ble Full Bench
vide order dated 6.5.2005 in Other Original Suit No. -
4/89).

(In continuation to dated 16.5.2005 Cross-examination, on
an Oath, of D.W. 17-1, Shri Ramesh Chander Tripathi, by
Shril Mushtaqg Ahmed Siddiqui, Advocate, on behalf of
plain't‘iff No. 7 in Other Original Suit No. 4/89 and
defendant No. -5 in Other Original Suit No. 5/89, Mohd.
Hashim- begins).

‘| have in . my statement, said that | went to Ayodhya
for four times since 1946 to 1949. So far | refwwember, I
went by train at all the four times. | used to take train
from' Katehari Station. Katehari is a small station where
only péssenger trains are stopped. In the way from
Katehari to Faizabad the first station is Ayodhya. After
Ayodhya, there is a Acharya Narendera Dev Nagar and |
next, is Faizabad Station. Acharya Narendera Dev Nagar
Station Avvas called Reed Ganj before. | have seen the
moques at a number of places. | have no knowledge that
a pe»rs_oh calls the Namaz in mosque and rest stood behind
him. | also do not know whether the person, who calls
Nam'az,,: ke'ebs his face towards the Namazies and
delivered & lecture or not.. | have no knowledge whether
there are stairs in the mosques for delivering a lecture or
not. . | have seen the mosque from outside. There were

thre’e-vdomes in the disputed building. Then said - that
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there was a tower in-the disputed Bhawan, which was
converted in to a dome later. It was converted in to dome
in 1934, |

N have not seen towers in the disputed Bhawan.
Theéé three domes were in a line. Middle dome was little
big in height. According to my knowledge round shaped
domes were constructed in 1934 in place of towers. |
have:he‘ard that there were towers, like in temples, in the
disp'utedﬁ building earlier, which were converted in to
domeié after repairing in 1934. | have not written this fact
in affidavit. | have heérd about it from my mother-father.
How many times my mother-father had told me about this,
| do*hot remember. | do not remember in whose presence
my mother-father had told me about this. | have seen the
t_embles from inside closely. | know about the shape of
temples and things which are kept in it. | have seen a
Tiwariji Ka Mia»ndir in Ayodhya, whose three towers are in
a line. | have not seen other such temples. Tiwari ji Ka
Mandir is in Ayodhya but in which Mchalla it is, | do not
know. | have no knowledge about the name of temple by
which it is known. WHose idols are there in Tiwariji Ka
Mandir, | do not know. TiWariji Ka Mandir is in the eastern
side of Ayodhya. | have no knowledge whether there are
three :Same towers in Tiwariji Ka Mandir, as were in the
disp‘uted buildi‘hg or not. | know only that there are three

towers in this temple.

Disputed ' building was a temple before 1934 and
remained as a temple even after its towers were
converted. | do not, on the basis of shape and size of the
disputed building, recognized it a temple, but recognized it
as a temple because worship was being performed there

regularly.
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Question: Would you call it, on the basis of its shape and
N size - a temple or a mosque, a residence,
cowshed or commercial building — had you not

seen an idol or worship being performed there?

(Upon this question Learned Advocate, Shri Ranjeet

Lal Verma on behalf of plaintiff of Other Original Suit No.

3/89;, has raised an objection that this quéstion is

imaginary and various facts are involved in it. Hence such

question cannot be allowed). ' | |
i

Answer: | cannot express any such sub-concept,

| because it is a birthplace of God and birthplace

is worshipable even there is no idol. Volunteer

., he worShip Sita Rasoi etc. with the devotion.

1 know Babu Priyadutt Ram. | do not know which
place he belongs to. He‘was a Chairman of Municipality
and he was a Hindu. 1| have not enquired about him from
anybody, whether he was a follower of Rama or not‘.

However, | believe that he was a follower of Rama.

-Any place, where an idol of Ram'Chanderji is, is
woréhipable, according to fny faith. It does not matter,
who‘,managels' the temple. The thing which matters is an
idol installed therein. Manager is not important to ué. We
see .'only an idol. Gen‘erélly, we recognize all idols,
templés. as ' worshipable. RamJanamsthan Mandir is
situated .in the north of the road which is in the north of
disputed premises. It is called Sita Rasoi. Neither | ever

went there, nor have | worshipped there.

I have referred about the tradition in my statement
yest_efdéy. Tradition means a practice, which is in

continuance. There is a tradition about the disputed
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prerﬁiéeé; that worship Was being performed th‘ere since
Tretéyu'ga. I khow about this tradition‘sincé birth. | came
to know that vvbrship Awas' being conducted there since
Tretayuga. I came to know about this tradition since birth.
This“trac‘lition' has been in usage since earlier. Volunteer :
that-'.this practice is in usage since | attain the age of
understanding. When did my father tell me about disputed
buildjng }being a Ramjanambhoomi Mandir, | do not know.
I do,not know, whether there were any other persons,
when my father told me about this or | was alone. The
fact on the basis of my knowledge, Which | have stated
yestérday _ about going to the dispu‘t‘ed bUiIding for four
times, was for the period up to 23" December 1949,

‘Learned advocate crOss—exar‘Lining draw the
attehtion of witness towards the verification page at page -
9 of his Examination ih chief affidavit. = Witness after
seeing it said that para 1 to 17 of my affidavit are true
according to my individual knowledge. %‘lt is correct. | treat
the knowledge gained from tradition and mother-father as
knowledge obtained individually. ‘The fact, “No Muslim
went towards the disputed building after 1934" written in
secqnd Para at Page No. 90 in my statement, given

yesterdéy, is based on tradition.

l’ came to know about this on attaining the age of
s'ens_'e"; from my father and others. This is a fact of
tradition. | do not know, who told about it and when.
Volunteér - that he remember this fact by hearing at times

and again.

Question: Do from your statement that "No Muslim went
towards disputed building after 1934” — is it not
concluded that in accordance to you, Muslims

used to go there before 19347
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(Upon this question Learned Advpcate, on behalf of
plaintiffs in Other Original Suit No. 3/89, has raised an
objection that there may be different conclusions of
different. peoples about the logistic conclusion of this
question. In t.he case, in which witness has produced
positive. concldsion, he cannot be asked about the

negative aspect of the .subject).

Answer: | had not written in my statement anywhere,
that Muslims used to go to the disputed building
before 1934. | havé .said that no Muslim went
towards fhe disputed building after 1934.

| came to know about the fact of 1934 from my
father. . My father had told me that disturbances were
hapb’ened in 1934 due to cow slaughter. Cow slaughter
happened in the village —Shahjahanpl{r, near Ayodhya. |
have no information whether cow-slaughter was acted
upon by Muslims or any others. Riots were broken, out in |
Ayodhya. | have no knowledge whether anyone was Killed
in this incident or not. Because of this fear, Muslims did
not seen towards disput‘ed’ building after 1934 Disputed
building was damaged 'bevcéuse of this riot. | do not know
about the person who caused damage. Thereafter, towers
perhapé had been changed.. | have stated in my statement
that Government in power in 1992 had not attacked upon
the Kar-sewaks. But in fact, | have stated that the |
Government in 1990 was not good because it has ordered
to attack upon Kar-sewaks. In my view the incident of
firing":on Kar-sewaks was full of barbarism. | will not be
able to .‘give any view about the incident of demolition of
disputed building on 6" December 1992. | cannot say
whether di'sputed Bhawan was demolished on 6"

December 1922 in barbaric manner or moderate way. |
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was told that building was an old, herice Kar-sewaks had
‘derh'-ol-ished it. In my view this work ‘\‘j/vas corrett as new
cons.triiction cannot be.-buiit' up unless eid is demolished.

‘ A

| do not treat any specific difference in between
S‘amadhi and,"Grave. Dead bodies are buried in the both.
We people worship t'he place where people sits with
conee_ntration and merged with God.’ According to the
tradition' in use among Hind'us, some Samadhies are
where dead bodies are buried. Both Samédhies are same
in SiZe' and shape. The place where one sits for

concentration is called Chabutra and the place where a

dead body is buried is called Samadhi. | have not seen
any Samadhi where any Hindu is buried. | have seen a
few ‘Samadhies near the disputed premises. | do not

remember, if | have seen a Samadhi where worship is

performed. | also do not know, on the basis of tradition,
about any such Samadhi. | have not read about such
Samadhi. It is not correct to say that the Samadhies,

which | have referred in my statement, were the graves of
the Muslims. | have heard that idol from outside were kept
inside the disputed building on the night of 22"%/23™
December 1949 at about 3-4 Hrs. Outside, | mean the
idols kept at Ramchabutra. Some people say that
Ramialla has taken inearnation on the above date and
time, in the disputed buiiding. Morelthan fifty years have
been passed away since this incideht. | came to the
conclusion that idols were kept therein from Ramchabutra
and Ramlalla has also taken incarnation. Two suits are
subjudice in this regard. One was filed by Sunni Central
Board of Wagqf. and others etc. lts No.tis Original Suit No.
12/61.  Second Suit is Original Suit No. 236 of 89,
presently is called Other Original Suit No. 5/89. In my
view only these two Suits are subjudice. However other

suits';lhave been included in it. Both the Suits are for the
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titte.  According to Sunni Central Board of Wagqf, a
disputed premise is a Babri Mosque, whereas Hindu
people say it as Ramjanambhoomi. | know about the
Original Suit No. 12/61; since 1968 and since 1989 about
second Asuit. Some individuals are with Sunni Central
Board of Waqf. Muslims claim disputed premise as a
Babri "I\/I_Osque. In my view claim of Hindus is correct. |
am svazying the things only which | comprehended.
| | |

- I have heard the name of NirmohitAkhara. There is a
suit on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara but the papers related to
it W'e;(re not re}ceived' to me. Hence | do not have the
knowledge about this suit. | have heard the name of
Gopal‘ Singh Visharad. | do not know where he lived. |
also do not know whether he was from- Rajasthan or not. |
have no knowledge if he originally be!ongs to Ayodhya or
Falz_abad or not. He had filed a suit against the Muslims,
SO 't'ha.t'l\/luslims m'ay not create obstruction on worship.

So far | know, this suit has since been concluded.

| have heard that inner part of the disputed building !
was attached to avoid disofder. This Was'attached'at the
end ‘df the year 1949 and in the beginning of 1950. [ have
no 'kn,owledge whether Hindus and Muslims of Ayodhya
weré involved in it or not. | have no information whether
any ‘hati‘ve Hindu of Ayodhya has filed a counter-suit in

this.regard or not.

1 do not.have the knowledge about the suit of 1885. -
do h'Qt have the knowledge‘ about the suit of 1945-46 in
betWe"en"the Sunni Waqf Board and Shiya Waquf Board. It
is not. correct to say that my entire knowledge is one-

sided. It is correct that | have not seen the earlier papers.
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j
1 do not know about Nirmohi Akhara. | know: about

Mahant Bhaskar Das ji. People of ‘Ayodhya celebrate

_“Prakatya Utsav” in the month of December every year, |

have heard about this.

; Le.e'nrned .advoca'te cross-examining draw the
attention of .witness jtowards the sentence - “Order
accd'_rding to the Section 145 of Criminal Procedure Code” |
at the last Page No.8 of t'heVWeekIy magazine “Virakt”,
dated. 10'" January 1950, filed in the file of Cr.P.C.
Witness after reading it said that it is written in it that “the
place known as Babri Mosque and Ramjanambhoomi in
Mohalla-Ramkot of Ayodhya” and “Both Hindu and Muslims
who are the bonafied citizens of Ayodhya”. There is a
men'_ti.on' about issuance of a notice to all Hindus and
Muslli'ms‘, who are bonafied citizens of Ayodhya, to gather
at Police Station Ayodhya on 17" January 1950 and to
obta.i'n a written statement in regard to the rights in
conhection with disputéd property. | have no knowledge if
any bonafied Hindu citizen of Ayodhya, after issuance of
this hotice, had filed any objection before the City

Magistrate or not.

Learned advocate cross-éxamining draw the
attention of witness towards document No.109 C-1/3 of
Other Original Suit No.'5/89. Witness r:said that “Bhagwan
Ramlalla Virajman Vivadaspad Mandir Shri

Ramjanambhoomi, Ayodhya”, is written therein.

QueStion: Whether the disputed temple, referred in the
above document No. 109 C-1/3, is a disputed
building?

(Upon this question, Learned Advocate, Shri Ved
Prakash, on behalf of plaintiffs in Other Original Suit No.
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5/89, has raised an objection that above document is
already on record, so question cannot be asked from the
witness about this subject matter).

|

Answer: The place which was referred as a disputed

Mandir might be a disputed temple.

Learned = advocate cross-examining draw the
attention of witness towards sidelined part “A” at pagAe 6 of
docurmernt No.109 C -1/5, List =A and map given at page -8
and document No. 109 C -1/7 (Page -9), referred in it,
Weré shown to the witness. Witness after seeing it said
that-'thi‘s suit relates to the property, in which | am
deposing. This suit was filed by Shri Siya Raghav Saran
on behalf of God Ramlalla. N |

I have read Ramcharitmanas a little. | do not
re‘member, whether there is a reference about dance
performed by Hanumanji at any occasion or not. It is
heaird that there is a reference in a number of books about
the dance performed by Hanumanji, but | do not have the
knowledge about the books. Hanumanji used to dance,
when he sits in meditation or in a mood of pleasure. One |
kind. of an idol of Hanumanji is in the sitting and humble
posture at the feet of God. This idol is in the position of a
very humble slave. There is one idol where P:Ianumanji
has beén shown with a hilllock, bringing Sanjivani. One
idol -is in the form of Roudra-roop, where he is crossing
the sea. Learned peoples say that Hanumanji had such a
power, that he can forrh a shape of a mosquito or very big
figure. | know about various types of idols of Hanumanji, |
but cannot say their number becauseill have to recollect
about it.. | can recognize the idols of other deities also. |
can ‘r'e:co'gnize the idols of Goddess also. | do not know

about the sculpture. Every idol has a specific character
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Whic_h makes him specific. | have stated in my earlier
statement that the name of the eéstern door of the °
dispu_ted building is Hanumat Dwar. In this Context‘l also
mentioned that nobody can go inside without the
'permission of Hanumanji. - This is referred in*Hanuman
Chalisa, Relevant lineé are as under-

“Ram Dware Tum rakhware, Hot no aagya binu Paisare”.

~No permﬁission was required for‘-entering from the
Singh Dwar. Permission of a house-owner is required for -
entevring'in to his house. Tradition of permission has
alwajs been in usage. Same position continued even

after demolition of building.

F’érmissic»n and decency was required for entering in
to the disputed building prior to 6'" December 1992, If any
pers'oh does not follow the decency, grant of permission
was not necessary. A person canﬁgov inside without
permission, if gate is open, although it is against the

decency.

‘When I grown up, | came to know that there is
Janamsthan Mandir, in the side of disputed site, which is
called Sita Raéoi. I knew it before but | did not know its
name. | used to bow before the Janamsthan Mandir from
outside. | never desired to go in to it. Since Sita Rasoi is
in the disputed site, so | take its darshan from there and
used to recite its name‘.l | have never given thought about
this that why there are two Sita Rasoi, side by side? Then
said that there are various temples. However people go to
those temples only where they have faith. | used to take
darshan of Sita Rasoi, situated in the disputed side as |
have faith about it. | do not go to Sita Rasoi, situated in
the north of road. There was no specific }reaso:n for not

goin,g there. It is simply a lack of individual resistance

;
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powe‘rv. People also go for darshan of ‘Sita Rasoi, situated
in Janamsthan but in less number in‘ comparison to the
people who goes for the darshan of Sita Rasoi, situated at
the d]isputed site. Sita Rasoi of Janamsthan is adjacent to
the road leading to Dorahi  Kuan. Road is in depth and
temple is at a height. | do not know Whefher there is an
embankment in southern side of Janamsthan temple or
not. | do not remember when | came to know about the
attachment of the inner part of the disputed building,
p_erhaps"at the time when | visited for the first time after

attachment.

- | never heard about this that a clash ever took place
in the side of the disputed premises, in which some people
Weré killed. Disputes about the disputed site arise when
Meerbaki demolished the building situated there and
constructed another building there. | have no knowledge if
any quarrel took place there or not. | came to know about
Ganj-e-Shahidan in"the east of disputed premises from the
Co'py of Other Original Suit No. 5/89 and not from other
sburbésﬁ | have reCognized some of the ph'otos, shown to
me in the Court during‘the statement. | have categorically
recognized an idol of Ganeshji. Besides, | have stated
about the other idols récognized by me during the course !
of statement. These idols were on the pillars. These idols
were engraved on the pillars. Pictures of the pillars might
‘have 'been taken at a number of times in which idol of
Gan.eshji are. | told about the places, wherever | have
seen the idols. of Ganeshji. Idols of Ganeshji are in
varidus,types. How many types of idols of Ganeshji are, |
cannot say. | can recognize an idol of Ganeshji from his
trunk, Lambodar, Chaturbhuj or on the basis of his cérrier, ,
the 'fat. | do not remember if | have seen the idols of
Gan'e'Shj'i. on the pillars in the disputed building, whenever

| went there for darsha_h. | cannot say what kind of idols of
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Ganéshji was, in the picture shown to me. This idol was in

fair complexion. It is written in Ramcharitmanas that —

“Jaaki Rahi Bhawana Jaisi, Prabhuz Moorat Dekhi Tin

Taisi”. However | do not see an idol on this basis and do
not recognize the idol on the basis of feeling expressed in
theabove saying. It is not correct to say that | did not go

in to‘il t}he disputed building bjefore February 1986.

QueStionh: You have stated that you went to Ayodhya for

fou:r times before 1949, which is not reliable, as

you have said that you used to go to Ayodhya

by rail and 'get down at Faizabad and not at
Ayodhya and from there used to go to Ayodhya

by a rickshaw?

Answer: It is not correct to say that what | have stated in
my statement about going to the disputed site

for four times before 1949, is correct.

It is not correct to say that | have no knowledge
about the disputed site. It is also not correct that disputed
building was constructed on the virgin land and there was
another building in place of the present building. It is also
not cdrrect to say that five times Namaz was being read
there before 23" December 1949. It is also not correct to
say that disputed building was never a Ramjanambhoomi
Mandir. It is also not correct to say that | am giving

statement under prejudice. -

(Crdss—éxaminatioh, by Shri Mushtag Ahmed Siddiqui,
Advocate, on behalf of plaintiff No. 7 in Other Original Suit
No. 4/89’ and defendant No. -5 Mohd. Hashim, in Other
Origi_'n"aleuit No. 5/89, - concluded).
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(Shr‘i. Irfan Ahmed, Advocate on behalf of defendant No.
6/1 i:nv Original Suit No. - 3/89, Shri Fazle Alam, Advocate
on behalf of defendant No. 6/2 in Original‘ Suit No. 3/89
and Shri C.M. Shukla, Advocate on behalf of defendant
No. 26 in Original Suit No. -5/89 has accepted the Cross-
examination conducted by Shri Abdul }I\/Iannan, Advocate,
Shri Zaffaryab Jilani, Advocate and Shri Mushtag Ahmed
Siddiqui, Advocate).

Cross-examination on behalf of all defendants concluded.
Witness is discharge.

!

Verified the statement after réading

Sd/-
Ramesh Chander Tripathi
| 17.5.2005
Typed by the stenographér in an-open court.
Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)
Commissioner
17.5.2005
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