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

OTHER ORIGINAL SUIT NQ. 4/1989

SUNNI CENTRAL BOARD OF
WAQFS AND OTHERS-------- SR PLAINTIFFS

VERSUS

GOPAL SINGH VISHARAD
AND OTHERS  -ccceeeemmmmemenne- DEFENDANTS

STATEMENT OF DW NO. 20/3
RAMRAKSHSHANAND
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IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDIC.ATURE AT
ALLAHABAD LUCKNOW BENCH LUCKNOW

OTHER ORIGINAL SUIT NO. 4/1989

SUNNI CENTRAL BOARD OF
. WAQFS AND OTHERS------=----=---- PLAINTIFFS

VERSUS

GOPAL SINGH VISHARAD
AND OTHERS  -------------------- DEFENDANTS

EXAMINATION IN CHIEF BY WAY OF AFFIDAVIT OF
RAMRAKSHANAND D.W. No.20/3 UNDER ORDER 18
RULE 4 OF CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE

I,'_Brahmachari ‘Ramrakshanand, aged about 87
yeafé, dis'c';iple _of Pujyapad Anantsrivibhushit
Jyoti"shpeethadheeshwar_ - and Dwarka
Shardapeethadeeshwar Jagdguru Shankaracharya Swami
Swaroopanand Sarswati ji Maharaj, resident of Jyotirmath,
Trot_kalchkarya Gupha, vPost: Joshimath, District Chamoli,

Uttaranchal, do hereby solemnly affirm on oath as under

S

1.1 wa_sAborn in a Samart family, in village- Dighori, District —
Siwni, Madhya Pradesh. Name of my father was Late Pt.
Shri’_-Dhanpati Upadhyaya. He was gentle and learned
pers'o_n. My mother was a very religious lady.

‘ 1
2. My mother-father has imparted religious education to me

during my childhood.
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. My familly name was Ramraksha Upadhyaya and | have

got education by this name.

. | got rhy primary education in a school in village and | got
further education in Siwni. | got the education in Sanskrit

but have not got any degree.

. | have, as per my interest, studied theology individually

and learned from scholars.

.| got the initiation of Naishthik Brahmacharya from
Pujyapad Shankaracharya ji due to my spiritual

inquisitiveness and aspiring for spiritual end since than.

. I, in accordance with my penance, practice and knowledge
trying to‘perform the obligation of protecting Hindu culture

among the common man.

. I am initiated in Shaankar community and Shri Rama is my

adorable / deity.

. In accordance with my study and knowledge, disputed site
situated at Ayodhya is the birthplace of Shri Rama. It is
well known that God Shri Rama was born in Ayodhya. He

was an elder son of Chakravarti Maharaj Dasratha.

"T‘he disputed site situated at Ayodhya is being
Worship" able and accredited for the followers of Hindu
religion as a birth place of God Shri Ram Lalla since time
immemorial in accordance with faith,tradition and belief
anc.j‘that place is being worshipped regularly. According to
scripture, salvation can be get merely by taking darshan of
Janm:bhoomi and Ayodhya has a prominent place among

the seven cities, which gives salvation.
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11. According to the religious scriptqre birthplace has a
special significance. It is self-consecrated and a holy
place. There is no need of a Mahant or Sarvrahakar at

such godliness place.

12.  I'have read the detail about the birth and birthplace
of God Shri Rama. Although entire Ayodhya'is a birthplace
of__Shri- 'Rama, however according to scriptural evidences
and:fakith for lakhs Qf yeafs, birthplace of God Shri Rama,

situated at Ayodhya is worship able similar to a deity.

13. | The Chhand below the couplet No. 191 of Balkand of
Shri Ramcharif Manas written by Goswami Tulsidass,
contains the full detail about the appearance of God Shri
Ramé.

""14. | have heard from my Guru that it is quite evident

from the details-about Ayodhya l\/lahatamyé given in Skand

Puran that the place known as Shri Ram Janmbhoomi in

Ayodhya city is a birthplace.of Shri Rama.

15. N have taken darshan and Poojan of Shri Ram

Janmbhoomi situated at Ayodhya at a number of times.

16. I went to: Ayodhya about twenty iyears back for the
first time. | took bath in Saryu and after taking darshan of
Nag'e‘shv:var.N'ath, | went for darshan of Shri Ram Lalla
Tem'p-l'e.. Thereafter, | toqk darshan of Hanumangarhi,

Kanak Bhawan, Sumitra Bhawan temples etc.

17. -"_The lakhs of devotees from different parts of India
come.to Ayodhya for darshan of God Shri Ram Lalla at the
occasion of Chaitra Ram Navami, Sawan Jhula, Kartik

Poornima- the famous fairs of Ayodhya.
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18. ' "The devotee organizes ‘ninth days' recitation and
Bhandara at the occasion of these festivals.

19. I have seen the idols of tiger, garur, God varah,
Ganeshji, Yaksha and deities and goddess in the temple

~ premises.

20. ~ There ‘is‘ Grabh Grih in the part under mid dome in
the bu'ilding with three domes, where God Rama was born
and _W'he're .an idol of Cdd Shri Rama remains always.

21. - The worship of God Shri Ramlallz, son of Kaushaliya
and Dasratha is being performed since ancient time at
Shri Ram Janambhoomi Sthal, situated at Ayodhya and
this 'p‘llace is nothing but a temple of God Shri Rama.

,Lucknowi ’ Sd/-

Dated 18.7.2005
Brahmachari Ramrakshanand
Deponent

VERIFICATION

|, the above named deponent do solemnly affirm that
the statément made by me in my affidavit‘paras No. 1 to
21, ére true and correct to the best of my knowledge.
Nothing is false or nothing has been concealed. May God

help me.

Verified 'today oh dated 18.7.2005 at the premise of High
Court, Lucknow bench Lucknow.

| | Deponent
Lucknow | o Sd/-
Dated 18.7.2005

Brahmachari Ramrakshanand

| attested the signature of above depenent, Brahmachari
Ramrakshanand, who has put his signature on the
affidavit in my presence.

5 3 Sd/-

(Ranjana Agnihotri)

Advocate
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Brah'machari, Ramrakshanand, Deponent, identified by
Ranjana' Agn!iho’tri, Advocate in the premises of Hon'ble
High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow to day i.e.
18.7.2005 Wi‘rh the st-atement that deponent had read and
understood the contents of affidavit vpry Well Thus | am

fully satlsfled about the deponent.

1

Sd/-
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Before: Co"mmissioner, Shfi Hari - Shankar Dubey,
Additional District Judge/Officer on Special Duty, Hon'ble

High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Sunni Central Board of Waqfs

and :thfars -------------- | Plaintiffs
Versus

Gopal’S'ingh Visharad

and Others  ------ 4-------z-  Defendants

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

Dated 18.7.2005
D.W. 20/3, Brahmachari Ramrakshanand

Examination in chief affidavit, page 1 to 5, of
Brahmachari, Ramrakshanand, aged about 87 vyears,
disciple | of ~Pujyapad Anantsrivibhushit
Jyot'ishpieethadheeshwar | and Dwarka
Shardapeethadeeshwar Jagdguru Shankaracharya Swami
Swaroopanand Sarswati ji Maharaj, resident of Jyotirmath,
Trotkacharya Gupha, Post: Joshimath, District Chémoli,

Utta‘r‘anchal}, su'bmitted and taken on record.

(Crdsﬁs—examination of D.W.20/3 Swami, on an oath, by
Shri. Rahjeet Lal Verma, Advocate on behalf of plaintiff of
Other Original Suit No. 3/89, Nirmohi Akhara — begins).

XXX XXX XXX XXX

e became a disciple of Dwarka
Shardapeethadeeshwar Jagdguru Shankaracharya Swami
Swaroopanand Sarswati in 1985. | used tvo go to Ayodhya

eveh‘ before becoming a disciple. | went to
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Ramjanambhoomi temple, at the age of 20 years for the
first time. | went to Ayodhya in 1938 for the first time to
'take-‘d.ar:shan. ‘I was young at that time. | was in Grihast
Jiwan a’t_that time. | have in Para -1 of my examination in
chief affidavit stated that | was born in a Samart family in
village- Dighori, District- Siwni, Madhya Pradesh. From
Samart, | mean Vaish'n'ava. Followersof Vaishnav religion
worship the | ' g
incarnation of Vishnu. | was inspired1 for the darshan of
God Ramlalla by the instinct of my mother-father. My
mother-father used to live in the village. They were
Iitér_ate but not much. They used to tell stories about
r'e‘li'gion.' | have studied a little, because there was
shoftage of schools ét that time in India. Whatever
mother-father teaches, that is enough. | have heard the
disolourses of .Purans, Ramayana and Ramcharitmanas
from the scholars. | obtained knowledge about relligious
discourses. !I can read and write Hindi. | do not know

‘much of Sanskrit. o ’

-Learned advocate Cro_ss-examining the witness draw
the étte-ntion of witness toward Pars —4 of his examination
in chief affidavit. Witness said that there was no school in
the Viilage so my father had_op_ened a school in the village -
and. brought a teacher to teach. | obtained primary
education from that school. | learned Sanskrit but did not
get any degree. Varib_us poets of Bhakti-Kal, like Kabir
Das, Raidass and Pipadass have written their books. In

additic)n; Tukria Das has also written regiligious literature.

| have heard about the tradition"of Vairagies and
Sanyasiés under Hindu Sanatan Dhrama. Volunteer that
my grand maternal uncle was a Vaishnav.
Ram'énandacharya was the founder of Vairagi Sect. | do

not know about this. | have heard his name during the
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dBcdurSe. Followers of Ramanandacharya are called
Ramanandiya; Vairagies. | know that most of the Maths of
RamanandWé Vairagies are in north India. Ramanandiya

Vawégkas have Srhnaﬂ1in'KaéhL | have neither heard
about it nor | went there. | went to Vishwanath temple of
Kashi. | have no knowledge whether this temple belongs
to Vairagies or not. | did not go to any other temple other
than Vishwanath temple at Kashi. | went on the bank of
Ganga and !have seen the temples situated there. | have
seen‘othertgnuﬂes of Kashi from outside. | have seen
that.éome‘temples 6f :Kas'hi have pinnacles, some have
round dome and some have Trishul. ! have heard during
the discourses that once Kabir Das was sitting on the
steps of Kashi Ghat and foot of Ramanand’ji touched Kabir
Das; Upon this Ramanandji uttered - Ram Ram. Kabir
Das ji has taken these words as a Gufurnanﬂa. Sayings
of Kabir Das were compiled by his dijsciples. Sayings of
Kabir Das ji were propagated in each village of northern
India; | do not remember, when | went to Kashi for the
first time. Iakx)do not remember whether | went to Kashi
before or after coming 'to Ayodhya for the first time. My
Guru MéharajE$Nami Swarupanand has 5-6 Ashrams in
KashL My Guru is Nadnmnaﬂy a Dandi Sanyasi. God
Shankaris adorable to Sanyasi community. Dress of a
p.ersdh gets changed after taking Sanyas in Sanyasi
commun'_ity. Volunteer: that worship of five deities is
provided in it. Ifis not necessary for an initiated person to
put en garland of Rudraksha or not . H‘depends upon
Guru. If he gives garland to Rudraksha to his disciple or
not. But Guru-mantra is a must. Sanyas initiated person
have to put on saffron clothes. Disciple during the period
of the life of Brahmacharya Ashram, = keeps a tuft and
sacred thread. But when he hold dand, he abandon tuft
ahdisacred thread. Volunteer that there are two types of

S"an-'ya's‘- Sanyas and Dand Sanyas.!' Sanyas and Dand
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i
Sanyas‘are different. Sanyas is n(i)t a first stage of
initiation. Before taking Sanyas, one should go through
Brahmacharya Ashram and then take initiation for Sanyas.
Initiatiioh of Brahmacharya is a first stage of Sanyas. One
have to follow yoga, Sam, Dam, rule etc., since
BrahmaCharya Ashram. Guru-mantra is given at the
time of entering in to Brahmachrya Ashram. Brahmachari,
can mention the name of his Guru only after taking a
Guru-mantra. Such Guru is called Guru of Brahmacharya
Guruv‘. The disciple, from whom he takes Guru-mantra, is
Called.a_disciple of that Guru. Brahmachari cannot put on
saffron clothes, He puts white clothes. Saffron clothes
Ca-n'be. put on only after taking Sanya,}s. Brahmachari can
retain his relation with his mother-father while living in
Brah'machary;a Ashram. Putting garland of Rudraksh
depends upon his choice or on the order of his Guru. He
can but on garlanad of Rudraksh or Tulsi. Brahmachari
puts tilak in accordance with his trad'itiyon, because style of
putting tilak is a traditionally differs from each other. Tika
‘Can..'be Roli, Chandan and Bhasma. 'Ramdanandiya,

Vaiéhha\/ and Shaiv put up separate tilak.

Que'étion: Does a Brahmachari who, after {aking Sanyas,
lives with his family, be' called a Gosain
Sanyasi? '

Answer: No. He will not be called Gosain Sanyasi.

Question: Does a person living a family life, who takes
initiation from Sanyasi Guru, will be called a
Gosain Sanyasi?

Answer : No. He will not be called Gosain Sanyasi.

If a family man takes initiation from Sanyasi Guru, he
will be a disciple of that type in future. Because a person

who lives a family life in Brahmacharya Ashram after
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taking initiation from a Guru, will not be called a Sanyasi.
But if he takes initiation from a Sany‘asi Guru, he will be
called a Sanyasi. | will not be able fo say about Gosain
Sect. | Ca:n say about Shankaracharya Sect . only.
Initiation of Sanyas ié given ‘after Brahmacharya. If a
person has taken Guru-‘mantra while taking initiation of
Brahnﬁaéharya; he has to again take Guru-mantra for
second time, while taking initiaﬁon of EzSanyas because the
maniré, '.given duriﬁg the time of initiation of Brahmacharya
is d_ifférent than the mantra of Sanyas initiation. If a
person has aIreédy taken Sanyas, he will be initiated
agai‘nf while taking Dand Sanyas, because Sanyas and
Dand Sanyas are different. During, thé Dand Sanyas
ceremony, sacred thread is tied to the Dand in three
different ways. Sometimes it is tied for 19 times,
sometimes 21 times and sometimes 23 times. These three
Dands have separate names; these are Narain and
Vaishnav. Name of third one is not remembered by me at
present. Only Brahmin can take Sanyas. The other three
categories cannot take Dand Sanyas. Shudras are not
covered under Dand Sanyas. Tarpan, blessings and
pranaam' are performed from Dand. These procedures are
separaté for each Dand. In- Ramanandiya Sect, people of
all the four categories can take initiation and there is no
restriction on the basis of Varan Ashtams. Putting white
clothes 'is compulsory for the people of Vairagi ‘Sect.
Brahman and kshatriya can put on sdcred thread. Vaish
and Shudra wear garland only. | haveno knowledge about
this 'practice of Vairagi Sect. | can say only about my own
Sect. People of Vairagi Sect put Urdhawa Tripunda. |
have no knowledge that it is compulsoﬁy for the Sadhus of
Vairagi Sect to put tuft because | krow only about my
Sect. Aadi Guru Shankaracharya is the Guru of my Sect.
He was born in Ker_ala, 2500 years agc. | cannot say that

in. which Century or year he was born. It can be
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calculgted. | Followers of Shankaracharya have the
philosophy of Adwaitvad. | do not know whether
Ramanujacharya or Ramanandacharya was born after
Shankaracharya or not. | have no knowledge whether
Ram‘ahuj.acharya and Ramanandacharyé followed the
philosbphy of "Vishishtadwait or no{. I' have studied
Ramcha.ritmanas. Tulsidass was a disciple of
Narhariacharya. God Shri Rama was adorable to
Tulsidass. Tulsidass belonged to Ramanandiya Vairagi
Sect. Ramc;;handerj‘i s worshipped in formal form in
Ramenandiya Vairagi Sect. “Tulsidass has written in
Ramcharitmanas that the whole world is full of devotion of
Rama. It is written in Ramcharitmanas that "Siyaram Mya
salb jag jani, Karhu pranam jori jgu paagi".

' Leérned zﬁadvobate Cross-examinir‘;g the witness draw
the‘attentioni of witness towards Para -5 of his
exarhina‘tion in;}chief affidavit.  Witness after reading it

said that | have studied Ramayana, Gita, Upnishad,

Ramcharitmanas and Gitawali. | have heard P'urans,
Srimadbhagwat etc. from scholars. | have heard Skand
Puran, Ayodhya Mahatamya. | came to know: from the

study of scriptures that»v Ayodhya is a religious city and one
staying there for a night get the benefit ‘equal to that of
hundred Yagnas. Ayodhya have an important place in
anci-e‘ntghistq'ry because R.ama was born here. | have
come'to know, from the study of Valmiki Ramayana and -
Sri Ram_charitmanas that there is a Saryu River in the
nortAh“of'Ayodhya and Ayodhya is in the south of Saryu. It

is written in Ramcharitmanas that-

*‘:’Jénambhoomi Mum Puri Suhawani, Uttar Dishi Bahi
Saryu Pawani—
Aati Priya Mohi Yahan Ke Vasi, Mum Dhamda Puri

Sukhrasi—— " | /



11607 .

I
i

[}

" I'have written in Para -6 of my affidavit about getting
initiation of Naishtik Brahmacharya from Pujyapad
Shahka('aoharya. This Pujy'apa'd Shankaracharya is Swami
Swa_roopanand Sarswati. | have not taken Sanyas yet. |
have taken i‘nitiation of Naishtik Brahmacharya from my
Guru in 1985. |

| had gone for the darshan of Ramlalla for two-three
times .during 1938 to 1949. | went there in 1938 for the
first time, | do not remember, in which year | went
Ayodhya for second time. | had also gone there in 1947
When,th'e freedom struggle of the country was going on.
| als_o.'w'ent‘ to Ayodm‘/a for three times before 1949 but not
necessarily at Ram Navami. | might have visited there on
other occasions also. When | went to Ayodhya in 1938 for
the first time, a fair Wa_s going on there. But | do not
reme’hjber Whether it was Ram Navami or not. So far |
remember | Went to Ayodhya for the first time on the
occasion of Ram Navami. On second time, when | visited
Ayodhya, a fair was going on there and Parikrama was
also going on.

| do not remember during Which? season, | went to
Ayodhya on the third time. | did not go to Ayodhya after
1949 ahd before 1985. | did not go to Ayodhya in the
inter.vening period from 1985 to 1992. | came here to
depose _i‘n on behalf of Shri Ramjanambhdomi Renovation
Com'm:ittee. | have seen my Guru Swami Swaroopanandji,
reading '_and writing and | can recognize his signature.
Shri. Madan Mohan Gupta is a convener of All India Shri
Ramjanambhoomi Renovation Committee. | do not know
which place he belongs to but | recognize him. | met him.
| came to know about this suit- from Shri Madan Mohan
Gupta. My Guru Swami Swaroopanand Sarswati is a

convener of All India Shri Ramjanambhoomi Renovation
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Commitjwe | know Mahant Gopaldass Brahmachari. He
has a Ashram in Gujarat. | do not know who initiated
Gopcnlanand Brahmacharl He is also a member of All
India Shri Ramjanambhooml Renovation Committee. | met
him. | do not recognize his signature but | know him very
well. | invariably went to Hanumangarhi whenever |
v'isited ‘lAyodhj{a. Nageshwar Nath Te;mple is at the bank

of Saryu River,

.»Lejarned advocate Cross-examining the witness draw
the attefntion of witness towards document No. 288 C -1/4
and asked does it have the signature;of Shankaracharya
Swami Swaroopanand Sarswati? Witness said that | do
not ‘re.covgnize the signature of others, appended thereon.
Nageshwar Nath Temple is near to Saryu. Hanumangarhi

is'about one ~ one and half km. from Saryu.

During my visit to Ayodhya | have seen all the
temples of Ayodhya. | have seen saints paying visit and
perfofming Pooja in the temples of Ayodhya. There are
many temples in Ayodhya and it is a city of temples. |
cannot say that the temples, which | have visited, were the
‘temples of Ramanandacharya Vairagi saints or not. As
pe my knowledge there 'are the temples 01: Sanatan
Dharm| Peoples All the temples of Ayodhya belong to
Sanyasms. l'cannot name any big temple of Sanyasies in
Ayodhyé which is famo_us. I cannot name even a temple of
Shaankar Séct situated in Ayodhya' because all the
temp’lles and saints belong to me . | cannot name any
Mahant of Sanyasies of any Sect, living in Ayodhya. | do
not remember the name of any Jain Temple seen during
the Ayodhya visit. | might have seen the Buddhist- math or
stoop but | cannot say which math or stoop was it. There
is a temple. | have seen almost all the temples of

Ayodh-ya' in addition to the temples referred in Para —16 of
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my éxaminatﬁon in chief affidavit but the name of‘ these
temples are not known' to me. | have, in addition to the
tem‘ple_'S' referred in paré-16 of my examinatioh in chief
affidavit, seen hundreds of temples of Ayodhya. All the
temples, which | have visited, have an idol of God Rama.
| do not know whether followers of Jain of Buddha religion
do worship o:r not. The temples, which | have visited,
have an idol of God:and ‘Sadhus, Poojan and Vairagi
saints. | have taken Aarti and nectar in these temples. |
know'Péramhans Ramchander Das. I rpet him but | cannot
say whether he was a Mahant bf any '1‘e‘mple or not. | met
him :in‘ Surat. He come to my Guru Maharaj. Paramhans
Ramchander Das was a great Mahant. But which temple
he b‘elohged to, | do not know. He did not talk to me about
this suit. *+ He talked to. my Guruji in my presence.

Volunteerthat it was a fact of about 50 years back.

"It is not correct to say that Pararﬁhans Ramchander
Das vWas not a Mahant of any place 50 years before when
he talked to my Guru. Had he not been a Mahant of any
place , my Guruji would not have offered him a place to
sit. My Guruji had offered a chair to Paramhans
Ramchander Das opposite him. 'What was the age of
Paramhans Ramchander Das at the time, when he talked
to my Guru, 'will not able to tell . But he was an adult not
a minor; He talked to my Guru about religion and Ram
Mandir. Besides this, on which subject they talked
together, | do not remember. |  know about the
conversation held but | do not know as what tranépired
between them when they talked. Ram Mandir was
discussed but what were the contents | do not know. |
was told only! about the suit relating to Ramjanambhoomi.
Whefher this suit was against the Muslims or any other, or
what Paramhans has talked to my Guruji in this regard, |

do not know. After this talk my Guruji did not tell me that

£y
i
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the building with three domes since has been attached
after 1949. | still do not know whether the building with
three domes was attached after Decer{wber 1949 or not. |
have in my examination in chief affidavit referred Ram
Navami fair of the month of Chaitra Jhula fair which falls
in the month of Shravana and Parikrama fair which falls in
the month of Kartika. | have seen Shri Ramlalla, under
the bu,ild‘ing with three domes during my visit to Ayodhya
after 1‘2938 in the month of Kartika in 1949. Police was on
guard there at that time but there was no restriction on
taking darshan. Saints and Pujaries were there at that
time too and they have given Aarti and nectar to me. |
have seen the Hanur‘nan.garhi but | do not know in which
direction from the disputed site is it. | do not remember if

the disputed place was at a height or not .

Volunteer: that | went there recently three days before the
inéident of fifth of July, 2005. | have seen pitches all over
the ‘area. Three days before the terrjarist attack, when |
visited Ayodhya, | Went. to H'anumangarhi also for darshan.
One‘ 3ivs supposed to cross a large number of steps to
reach the Hanumangarhi. | do not remember if the road
towards the disputed site, from the plac!‘,e where frorﬁ steps
to Hanumangarhi begins, is at the height or not because |
was‘-_}'ﬂ:'rave!ing then by a vehicle. An iddl of Hanumat Lal is
in the Hanumangarhi. | There is a temple opposite to an
idol of Hanumanji but | cannot say in ?\/vhibh direction this
temple is. There is a temple of Sitaram ji, opposite to
témple of Hanumaniji. Beéides, there are a number of
smal_l,.temples on the p'arika'rama of temple of Hanumanji. -
These small temples belong to whom | do not know . |
have seen these temples three days before the terrorist
attack'on fifth of July 2005. | got Aarti, nectar and prasad
theré,‘ at that time too, in Hanumangarhi. | paid my

respeCt'of Hanumanji. Pujaries were sitting there but |
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cannot say if these Puj‘a‘ries are from Vairagi Sect or not. |
have not seen if there was a board of Panch Ramanandiya
Nirvani Akhara, Ayodhya at the main gate of
‘Han,.u»ma_ngarhi temple or not. After climbing the steps, |
hav’ev Seen monkeys and Vairagies both. Hanumangarhi
appearéd to me like a fort. Pitcher .of Hanumangarhi is
seeh. fro.m the;road, next to the disputed site. | have no

knowledge whether Ramjanm Sthal is rat much height than

the ﬁjanumaﬁgarhi. Ramlalla, was éight—nine inches in _

height. | cannot say whether the idols which | have seen,
were made of eight-metal, stones, o‘ﬂr any other metals
because idols were covered with clothes and jewelry .
Because it was not bossible to see them. Sumitra
Bhawan was situated there but at what place and at what
distahce, | do not remember. | have seen the temples
deta-i!,ed' in Para-16 of my examination in chief affidavit,
when | Weﬁt to Ayodﬁya. There were idols of Sumitra and
Sheshaavtar Lakshman in Sumitra Bhawan. | do not
remember if Ram Gulela Temple and Lomash Ashram Weré
there when | came but through the Iron Gate, from
Ram’jénambhoomi site, but there were many temples

There are Dashnami Sanyasies in Sanyasi Sect.

The names of Dashnami Sanyasies are suffixed with
Giri, Puri Van, Parvat, Sagar, Ashram and Sarswati. Aadi
Guru Shankaracharya had founded the tradition of
Dashnami Sanyasies. ' Aadi Guru Shankaracharya has
establiséd four Maths during his lifetime. Maths were
establ_ished to bridge the loss due to Chatur Sampradaya
and BUd'dhist p‘hilosoph‘y. It is not correct to say that Aadi
Sharikaracharya was Prachhan FEuddhist and he
established his maths like Buddhist maths. Three types of
Sanyasies are taken from the Brahminsiand rest 7 types of
Sanyasies are the persons from Giri etc. and these have

beeh included by Aadi Shankaracharya. Besides this,
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there is no difference in between the Dash‘nami Sanyasies.
Among Dashnami Sanyasies, some are armed and some
are hot, like Nagas. Three types of Dandi Sanyasies také
arms. Dashnami Sanyasies has tﬁei‘r‘ Akharas. Akharas
are managed by all because Bhandari,-Kothari, Kotwal and
Panch etc. works in it.. Kotwal means a messenger who
communicates the meésage or proposal and who guards
the goods. Order of the Mahant is regarded as supreme.
Mahant can or cannot accept an order passed by Panchs.
. | : ‘!‘
Queétion: Whether a Mahant can go against the majority
~ decision  of the Panch in the Panchayati
- System of the Akhar ?

Answer: Mahant can act against the decision of Panchs.
| know Swami Avimukteshwaranand Sarswati. He is a
schO‘iér.. His words are recognized. He is senior to me as
my Guru-bhai. |
‘ | Verified the statement after reading
| Sd/-
Ramrakshanand
| 18.7.2005

Dictated by me to stenographer who typed it in open
court. Furtherance to this the suit may be fixed for further

Cross-examination for 19.7.2005.Witness be present

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)

Commissioner
18.7.2005
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I

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

Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Dated 19.7.2005
D.W. 20/3, Brahmachari‘Ramrakshanand

~(Commissioner ap‘pdinted by Hon’ble Full Bench vide
order dated 26.5.2005 in Other Original Suit No. — 4/89).

(In continuation-’ to. dated 18.7.2005 Cross- -
examination, on an oéth, of D.W.20/3 Brahmachari
Ramr.akéhanand, by Shri Tarunjeet Verma, Advocate on
behalf of plaintiff of Other Orig.ina| Suit No. 3/89, Nirmohi

Akhara — continued).

‘ l.h'ave' stated in Para -5 of my examination in chief
affidavit. said that | have studied the scriptures. | have
studied Ramayana, Sukhsagar, Gita etc. | have studied

Ramcharitmanas.

,'Learned advocate cross-examining the witness draw
the attention of witness towards Para -7 of his
examination in chief affidavit. Witness said that he has
written about the obligation of protecting of Hindu culture
in this para. | mean, efforts are being made now a day to
destroy Hindu culture and Hindu cultufe is being affected
adverselry due to manifestation of various Sects. Hence |
have, in: this para, written the fact about the obligation of
protecting Hindu culture. A number of followers of various
Sects, such as Brahma Kumari, Saibaba Sect and Arya
Samaj; people are trying to destroy Hindu Culture.
Brahmakumari :Sect negates the phi!bsophy of shastras
others. It is understood that the Brahmakumari Sect is

spre'ading throughout India. In this fegards' It is
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unde.r‘stood - about Brahmakumari Sect that a Sindhi
persbn had launched a campaign against the philosophy of
Hindu Culture for the propagation of his views. | do not
know his name. Followers of Brahmakumari believe that

this Universe was created only 5000 years back.

Young girls are enrolled as a merinbe'r and training is
imparted to them. A Cémpaign is launched through them
against the philosophy of Hindu religion. This Sect has its
Ashrams in big cities of India. | do not know that at which
place ,'in..Luoknow, they have their Ashram, because | have
come 'here recently. These people have no separate

dress. T’hey copy the Hindu culture.

~Sai Baba Sect came in to existence about 8-10 year
back. These peoplé ‘propagate the facts written in
religious books of Hindus - Ramayana and Gita, but by
the ‘n'amle of Saibaba. They say that Saibaba is a God and
one should worship him. Followers of Saibaba have
spread throughout India. They have established big
oréani_zation. I know that these people worship a picture of
S'éi'baba., who Kkeeps beard and regard him as their
adorable. But they take the support of Hindu scriptures
for the propagation. These people ask not to recognize
deities, Brahmihs, Cows and idols. Thus they are causing -'
harm to Hindu religion. | have seen that they run their
courses from the rented houses. | have seen the Ashram
of S,aibaba in Jabalpur, in some cities of south+India and
at Bhilaj in Madhya Prédesh. They dao''not have their own
dress. They teach their views, during the courses they
conduct. If anyone -ask‘about the probf about their
sayings that there was no Universe before 5000 years. In
reply ‘to this query théy say that first 'you do the course -
therééfter you yourself will come to know about it. Young

girls are more in number among the followers of Saibaba.
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- About Arya Samaj, it is said that once a person was
offering water to his ancestors, another person has asked
him about what he was doing. The first person replied
that he is offering water to his ancestors. On tHis the
second person asked the first person to give this water to
“his ‘fie_ld. vaon this the first person, who was offering
water to his ancestors '»stror_‘]gly opposed him. The second
persbn '.felt it. Upon this first person said if such and
ordirary fact is affecting you heavily, could mantras not
affect you. Arya Samaj is against the worship of idols,
ancestors anld Tulsi etc. Thus they are causing harm to ‘
Hindu religion. | propagate my view for the protection of |
Hindu Culture. We are resorting to Satsang for this work
relating to propagation.

' 'Le'arned advocaté Cross-examininé the witness draw
the ' attention of witness towards Para -9 of his
exam,ina'tion in chief affidavit. Witnéss after reading it
said that | Eave seenlan idol of God at the disputed site. |
have seen the Aarti-Pooja being performed by the
devotees. From every quarter | have got the message that
this is the birthplace o}f Ramchanderji. Disputed site is a
birthpvllace of Shri Rama. | have read about this in
Ramayana. Character of Shri Rama Chanderji has been
described in it. It is written therein how he took his birth.
In this regard , it has also been written in Valmiki
Ramayana. The Ramayana referred above in my
statement was a Ramcharitmanas written by Tulsidass. It
is written in Ramcharitmanas that "Grih Tithi War Bahye
Sakal Anukula"

| LaQna, day and dates everything became favourable
aét thé' time of birth of Shri Rama. Witness, after seeing

cbuplet ‘;No.‘191 at page 141, Ramchartitmanas written by

i
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Tiulsidass, document No.258 C-1/2, :said deities have
prayed to God before the birth of God and on their prayer,
Giod-égreed toi appear. Thereafter couplets concerning to
Rlamja'nam was written. This couplet is about a particular
place where Shri Rama was born. In addition this detail is
a so.-available in Valmiki Ramayana. But at what place,
this detail is in Valmiki Ramayana, | will not be able to tell.

| can tell after seeing the book.

| have, in second line of Para —10 of my examination

in chief affidavit, used the word "Anant Kaal". This mean
tHe time-immemorial, the period in which God Rama was
b';c)rn:anti till today. Ramchanderji was born in Tretayug,
tﬁe yug in which God blessed Manusatrupa that God will
teZakei birth with four brothers in his family. It is mentioned
in? Ramayana that wife of God will be abducted by demons
Kiing’l Ravana, in Tretayug. This proves that Ramchanderji
Wias born in Tretayug. l c':annot}s‘ay which Tretayug was it,
in W'hioh Rama was born. On the S%Jggestion made by
Learned advocate cross-examining the witness that Rama
w?as born in 28" Tretayuga. Witness said that | can say
aB‘o'ut this only that Ramchanderji has\:étaken birth to bring

ab ‘efnd to atrocities being caused by Ravana.

‘  ‘:I have, ‘in last two lines of Para -10 of my
efﬁam‘ination in chief affidavit, said that "Ayodhya has a
p{rom,inent place among the seven cities, which. gives
s%lvatioh". Mathura, Maya, Avantika and Dwarawati are
among these cities.

I

|

9

| have in Para v—1,4_ of my examination in chief
affidavit referred "Ayodhya Mahatamya" described in
Skand Puran., | have read Ayodhya Mahatamya.
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. Learned advoéate cross-examining the witness draw
th.e:vatt,ention of witness towards Para -19 of his
exéfnination in chief affidavit. Witness after reading it
said that idols of Tiger, Garur, Yéksha, Deities and
G‘odd‘ess were referred therein. | have seen these idols
Wji’(h my own eyes. | have seen these .idols during my first "

visit to the disputed site in 1938.

Learned advocate Cross-examining the witness draw
the attention of witness towards picture No. 37 and 38 of
colour album :docume'nt'N.o. 201 C-1.  Witness, after
seeing these pictures, said that one and the same place is
appe€aring in-é)oth the pictures. | do not feel any difficulty
in vision nor | expect any such difficulty in future. Picture
No.37 is a picture of R.amjanambhoomi, a building and
trees‘an'd grill is appearing in it. It is not clear if picture

No.37 have an idol or not.

. Learned advocate cross-examining the witness draw
the attehtion of witness towards picture No. 38 and 39 of
colour album document No. 201 C —-1. Witness, after
seeing these pictures, said that temples are appearing in
these pictures. A gate is appearing in these pictures. A
pictljre of Lion is appearing above the gate. A picture of

Hanumanji is appearing.

Upon inviting attention of witness towards picture
No.44 of this album, witness said that this is a picture of
Ramjanambhoomi. Which scene’ is: . appearing in this

picture, | am not able to understand . |

- There was a Shiv-Darbar when | visited Ayodhya in
1938. This Shiv-Darbar was in the direction of the
southside. There was a Ramchabutra also. | do not

remember if | had seen Saint Niwas there or not. On the
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suggevsti'on n‘1ade by Learhed advocate cross-examining
the witness that Saint Niwas was in the north side,
witness said that it is correct fhat Saint Niwas was in the
north.,sicle. There was a Kaushaliya Rasoi too. Besides,
theré were a number of trees. | know this . Which trees
Were these, | do not remember. Pooja-path was being
conducted on Ramchabutra and in the part of three
domes. It is ‘Corre(::t to say that there were trees of Neem,
Moulshree and Peepal etc in the site. There was an idol
in the part of Ramchabutra. There was pindi of Shiva at
Shiv-darbar Chabutra in 1938. There were other idols also
but whose idols were there, | am not able to recollect.
Volunteer : that there was a thing like Shiv Panchayatan
or Ram Ranchayatan. lIdols of Nandi, Parvati, Ganheshji
énd'ShivaIinga"’were in the Shiv-darbar. Beside, an idol of
tortoise vwas there. | had merely gone to Ayodhya in 1938
for darshan only. | did not stay With'any Mahant in
Ayodhya in 1938. I‘ stayed in some Dharmshala. This
dharamshala was on thé bank of Sarg/u River. | do not
remember whether saint uéed to stay in Saint Niwas or
not. | have seen the shops of sweets at the outer part of
the disputed premises in 1938. There were‘a few shops in
a line, at that time. | am telling about 1938. | have seen
Aarti being performed at Ramchabutra, but who was a
vaéjari émd who was a devotee, | cannot say. Poojari and
devotees can be distinguished by their appearance. When
| Weht for darshan of Ramchabutra situated at the
disputed site, | distinguished a person giving Prasad as a
Poojari and those who were getting Prasad as devot'ees. I
did not make any efforts to get acquainted with saints,
because there was no need for it. | do not know*about the
saints and Mahant o.f Ayodhya. | do not have any
acquaintance with the -saints of Mahants of Ayodhya. |
have, in my statement yes.terday stated that Paramhans

Ramchanderji had met my Guru. | do not know whether
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Paramhans Ramchander Das belonged to Ayodhya or not.
| came to know only after he met my Guru that Paramhans
Rérh_ohander Das was a Mahant. But | do not know at

present that he belonged to Ayodhya or not.

I have referred about Tukria Das in my statement
yesterday. He was a saint of Maharashtra. He was in ‘
year 1942. | knew him. He used to go to deliver
discourses at various places. | have heard his discourses
-at some places. Ban was i‘mposed on deliverance of the
discbu’rses by Tukria Das. He went to forest for delivering
the .disc.zourses.‘ Public- went to forest for listening his
disc'c‘)urs'es. Englishmen, a'long with their forces went to
forest for listening the discourses of Tukria Das and to
deter him to deliver the discourses. Tukria Das, at that _
time 'said that he was not 'del.ivering the discourses, but
chahting'a Bhajan. Upon this, Tukria Dasji was asked to
stop the Bhajan. Tukria Dasji had asked for permission to
chant-a. Bhajan. Tukria Das said that it would be last
Bhajan for British force and Tukria Das. Tukria Das, on
grant of permission, chanted a Bhajan. That Bhajan was
highly" révqlutionary.i Consequent to this British were
burn_.t.'td fire and Tukria Das was séntehced to death.
Jawahar Lal Nehru sadvocated the case of Tukria Das and
got him free from charges. i

|

I know about Kumbh. Kumbhs are held at four
places — Prayag, Haridwar and Ujjain. Fourth place is in
the south, the name of which is not known to me. On the
suggestion made by Learned advocate cross-examining
the witness , witness said that its name is Nasik. Kumbh-
snan is-organized at different times. Poorna Kumbh and
Ardh- K'umbh‘are held after 12 and 6 years, respectively.

Shahi Snan, a kind of prdcedure for bath of saints, is
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orga:nized d’ur.ing Kumbh. Sanyasies of various Akharas
from different countries come to participate in Kumbh. |
havé seen them on this occasion. fil do not know the
names of these Akharas because there are a number of
Akhé-r_as. Saints of various Akharas take bath in an order
at Kimbh. There is Akhara Parishad, under Akhara,
headed by a Chairman. | have no knécgwledge, if Mahant
Gyan Das, is a Chairman of Akhara Parishad, at present
or n‘ot. According to Jyotish Science, Kumbh falls at the
occasion, in accordance with the Grih (Planet). One gets

the special benefit by taking bath on this occasion.

" Learned advocate cross-examining the witness draw
the attention of witness toward Para-12 of his examination
in chief affidavit. Witness after reading it said that it is
Writt_er{w therein that Janamsthan has a special importance,
WhiC.h‘iS being a birthplace of Shri Rama, is worship able.
Volu_nteér that in this connection, | ha‘ve written that

“‘danambhoomi Mum Puri Suhawani”.

| have written in this para that there is no need of
Mahant and Sarvarahkar at divine places. At some
places, Mahant or Sarvarahakars are appointed in
advanc_e and at some place they are appointed later. As
such places, people used to take their own Poojari
respéotively : There is no need for a Mahant or
Sarv"arahakar for performing Pooja. | also have a temple of
God in Uttaranchal. Raj-Rajeshwari is worshipped there.
Rajeéhwari is a Aadi Mata of the world. Its full name is
*Rajeshwari Tripun Sundari Mata”. Wéprship is constantly
being performed in the temple at my place. Three times’
Aarti" is organized in that temple . | Bhog-rag is also
orgén'i’iéd at three times. | cannot say if simiI;r type of
Pooja and Aar't'i were'organized at Ramjanambhoomi or

not."‘»OnIy person Iiving' at Ramjanambhoomi can tell about
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this. Persons living at Ramjan'a‘mbhoomi are devotees of

-

God.

: D'Ljring the périod 1938 to 1949, when | went to
Ayodhyé for darshan, there were a numbef of temples in
bet.v'veerh Hanumangarhi and the disputed site. | have seen
these télnples but | do not remember their names. | have
done’de}rshan at Sita Koop, Sumitra Bhawan and Lomash
Ashram:; in 1938. All these temples were around the 'l
dispUted premises.

L'ei'arned édvocate_ C'ross—examinin'_g_ the witness draw
the attéention of witness towards Para -18 of his
examina;\-tion in chief affidavit. Witnes%s sai:d that on the
occasior of a!lgthe fest:ivals_ | have re;ferred about Nawah
path and Bhandara in this para. Devotees were organizing
this path and Bhandara. | do not know if these devotees
Were‘_loc.al or ‘outsiders.v | "have not seen the pillars of
Kasouti‘there in 1938, although | have heard about it.
There were no idols of brothers of Ramlalla in the building
whe're‘inl idol of Ramlalla was. Idols of Kaushaliya and
Ramla'lla were there at that place. Hanumanji came later.
A lot inzPoojé—path was organized there. Only after that
Han'u'méglnji'also came there. | have not seen that from
which material an idol of Ramlalla or Hanumanji was made
of, because | went there for darshan and not to enquire
about the fact that from which material this ido! was made
of. There was an idol of God at Ramchabutra. | have just
stated that whose idol was there on Ramchabutra. There
was only one'Ramchabutra and an idol of Rama was on it.
Shiv Panchayatan, consisting Ganeshji, Parvati, Nandi and
Shivalinga was there at the Chabutra opposite to Hanumat
Dwar. | have given statemeht in the Court before this

|

also.
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'_I_'e'arned advocate cross-examining the witness draw
the atﬁ{:ention of ‘Witvness towards picture document
No.54/1§3 of Other Orjginal Suit No. 1/89, Shri Gopal Singh
i. V/s Zahoor Ahmed and others.
Fhis picture said that how | can say anything about
thisrpiC%{ure of 1950 today .
seen"'thjLes scene appearing in this picture, when | went to
I

of a temple. Upon the

Vishara Witness after
seeing
| do not remember if | had
am not

see the disputed premises in 1938 or not.

recollecting such picture

suggestﬁon giVen by Learned advocate cross-examining

the witness , witness said, it would be scene of the portion
under diome. Witness said that an idol is appearing in it
but th;sse idol is this, | cannot say. It can be an idol of
Ramlallé. He further-lsaid that an idol of Ramlalla is

appearing in this picture. Picture of Kaushaliya is

appearing in this picture.

the

e attention of witness towards document No.

“Learned ‘advocate = cross-examining witness
draw th
154/10

that this

of this suit. Witness after seeing this picture said

D

is a photo of Ramjanambhoomi. This is a photo

D

g

of entire temple. E}ast’ern part of the t}emple is appearing

in this picture. | am seeing this picture while facing to

west.

Learned advocate cross-examining the witness

draw th
No.154/
appeari

A numb

"I H
No. 16

“Mahant

Panchs’

e attention of witness towards picture document
4 of the above suit. Witness said that a temple is
‘wg in this picture. Front portion is appearing in it.

er of idols are appearing in this picture.

ave ih the last two lines of second Para at page
of my statement dated 18.7.2005, stated that

can or cannot accept the decision ‘taken by

.. | have stated this on the basis of hearsay . |
[}.
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have noit given due consideration about its correctness or

|
falseness.
!

4 |

| have not studied Vedas. t have heard that
Maharishi Valmiki had written the Ramayana before the
bi‘r'th of Rama. Valmiki Ramayana was written during
Tretayuga. Ramcharitmanas was perhgps written in 1631.
In this connection a couplet is in v{ogue that “Samvat
Solah Sao Ekteesa Kar Kripa Hari Pad Dhariseesa, Naumi

Bhoumvar Madhumasa, Avadhpuri Yeh Charit Prakasha”.

.vTh'e places, which fall on the way to exile of Rama
Chanderji  still exists. - There are Sringverpur, Prayag,
Valmiki vAshram, Chitrakoot, Ashram of Anusuia ji (Ashram
or ?A'atrf Rishi), Ashram of August Muni and Dandakvan.
After Déandakvan, Ramchanderji went at the bank of
Gold.awari. ' These places still exists, from which the
pefiod of Ramohanderji is remembered. | stayéd at
dhérémshala when | went to Ayodhya in 1938 for the first |
timfe' but | do not remember by which means | went there.
WHenever | went to Ayodhya, | have, in addition to Hindu
Shrines, not seen the religious places of other religion
alsio'. :
.

- I'have heard the name of Nirmohi Akhara but | do not
knowkthé dletail relati.ng} about it . | do not know any saint
of Nirmohi Akhara. | know the advocate of this Akhara. |
doin'ot know this fact if Nirmohi Akhara had filed a suit in
182?35'.»about the disputed site or not. | do not know if
names of saints and Vairagies of Nirmohi Akhara at the
disputed site a‘re enteréd in the official records. | do not
know whether saints of Nirmohi Akhara have performed

the§ P'ooja-path‘at the disputed site uptc 1949 or not.
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(Cro.és:-eXamination of witness D.W.20/3 Brahmachari

mrakshanand, by Shri Tarunjeet Verma, Advocate on
half of plaintiff, Nirmohi Akhara of Other Original Suit
. 3/89 — concluded). |

(Tke"r‘eafter, Shri Ajay Kumar Pandey, Advocate on behalf

plaintiffs in Other Original Suit No. 5/89, said that he is

not going to conduct Cross-examination of the witness).

i

(Treréafter, chance was given to Shri D.P Gupta,

vocate, on behalf of plaintiffs in Other Original Suit No.

1/89, to conduct Cross-examination of witness but he also

said  that he is not going to conduct the Cross-

examination). .

i

(Tréreafter none other than Learned Advocate on behalf

of

other plaintiffs in Other Original Suit No. 4/89 and

plaintiffs No. 4, 5, 6 and 26 in Other Original Suit No. 5/89

wa

s present for conducting Cross-examination).

(Trereafter, Cross-examination, on an oath, of witness by

Sh

ri Abdul Mannan, Advocate, on behalf of plaintiff No.11

Mohd. Faroog Ahmed — begins).

or

XXX XXX XXX XXX

o will not be able to tell that how many lakh of years

crore of years back Rama was born. Volunteer: that he

has taken birth in Tretayuga. The period of Tretayuga was

for.f12' lakh years. Tretayuga was before Kaliyuga and

Dwaperyuga. Both these yugas have since been passed

away. Period of Kaliyuga is four lakh years. Satyuga will

?

come again after KaliyU'ga. Kaliyuga is running at present.

It

is the beginning of Kaliyuga. | cannot say that how

many parts or years of Kaliyuga have since passed away.

| a

m a devotee of Ramachanderji . Ramachanderji would
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en born in Satyuga in different form. | am sure

machanderji has taken birth in Satyuga. Satyuga
ore the three yugas. Period qf Satyuga is for 16

d years. Further said it is for 16 lakh years. Treta

12 lakh of yéars and Dwaper is for 8 lakh of years
I

'yuga is for four lakh years.

|
|

n: How many lakhs years back Ramchanderji was

born?

his question, Kumari Ranjana Agnihotri, Advocate
rdant No. 20 in Other Original Suit No. 4/89 and 'l
in Other
Suit No. 5/89 have raised an objection that this

ay Kumar Pandey, Learned Advocate

Hence this

not I%Je allowed).

that
Rainchandefji was born about 20-22 Lakh years

Witness after = calculating,  said

back from to day..

'mchanderji was about 28-29 years old when he
Lanka. He went to Lanka from northern India
> Lanka is situated in the south direction. He did
to Lanka via southern India because Lanka is
“in south direction. Ramchanderji reached Lanka
ars from Ayodhya. . !
n: Did it take eight days to Ramchanderji to reach

Lanka from Rameshwaram?
Ved

pon this question Learned Advocate Shri

Prakash, on behalf of plaintiff in Other Original Suit No.
9. h

3s raised an objection that question asked for is
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ted to the suit and no point was detailed in about

nce such question cannot be allowed).

AnsWe’r;‘ | cannot say how many days it took to reach

Quﬁest'io
(Upon t

onfbéh

ra

on t»his

granted

| ! started.

Lanka from Rameshwaram. Ramchanderji had

sent an envoy to Lanka before battle had

n: How many envoys were sent to Lanka?

bis question Learned Advocate Shri Ved Prakash,
If of plaintiff in Other Original Suit No. 5/89, has

sed an objection that neither any suit pdint was detailed

subject nor this subject is related to the suit

squudice in the Court. Hence permission cannot be

to ask such question).

Answer]; Angad was deputed as envoy from the side of

}

Ramchanderji.

One envoy named Shuknam came from the side

of fRava;rla. Volunteer fhat Vibhishana, brother of Ravana

alsjo . joi
Rayvana

stayed

ned the side of Ramchanderji, leaving his brother
I 'cannot say that for how many days Vibhishana

with Ramchanderji. Ramchanderji did not stay in

south India. Hé straight away entered Lanka. It took four-

five days to Ramchanderji to cross the sea.

Verified the statement after reading
. Sd/-

Ramrakshanand

' 19.7.2005

| have dictated'to stenographer who tybed it in open court.

Fwther?nce to this the suit may be fixed for further Cross-

examin&i\tion for 20.7.2005 before the Hon'ble Full Bench.

. Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)
Commissioner.
19.7.2005
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I

Hon’ble Special Full Bench, High Court,

w Bench, Lucknow.

0.7.2005

D. W 20/3 Brahmachari Ramrakshanand

;
]
|

(In continuation to dated 19.7.2005, Cross-examination
on'f I, an[ Oath of D.W. 20/3, Shri Brahmachari
Ramrakshanand by Shri Abdul Mannan, Advocate on

behalf pf plaintiff No.9 and 10/1,
Moghd;. Farooq -begins).

Mahmood Ahmed and

!

Hanumanjl after entermg into Lanka stayed in'Lanka

till thP end of war.

\brcuqht
briﬂg S|
Sitaji ws
back to
Sitaji st
God Ra
of Ram

befo're

Then said, he stayed there till Sita was
back.

ta back.

It took maximum two hours to Gog Rama to
Hanumanji went to Ashok Vatika, where
1s kept . After release from Sri Lanka, Sitaji came

Ayodhya, India by a PuShpak Viman. On the way,

ayed at Rameshwaram and after taking darshan of
I Sitaji,
2, get down from the Pushpak Viman and bowed
God Shankar.

meshwara, came to Ayodhya. on the éaying ,

From Rameshwaram, Sitaji on the

way, went to Ashram of Augustaya Muni and worshipped

Ga
celebrat
were al
ebraf
the t

rememb

cel

to

| . |
we’re no

be?
Ragm(,ha

ngaji|

at the place of Nishadraj. Arrival of Sitaji was

ed in Ayodhya. Ramchanderji and all the Vanars

ong with Sitaji. From that time onwards Diwali is

ed on this occasion. Ramchanderji was coroneted

hrone of Ayodhya d'uring these ten days. | do not

er the day and date of coronation. Lav and Kush

t born at the time of coronation. Lav and Kush has

described in Valmiki Ramayana and not in

ritmanas.




Qu

;
i
4
L} .
f‘
;

11628

N
o

estion: After how many days, after Ramchanderji came |

back to Ayodhya, Lav and Kush were born?

(OIYH_‘t:hi.si question, Lawyer of witness has raised an

objection that question asked for, is not relevant).

L . ' ) .
(Objection of the Lawyer of witness is correct hence this

question is repealed).

Qu

An

Sri

estion: According to the Valmiki Ramayana, how many
o days after Ramchander's return, Lav and Kush

were born?

swér: | do not remember about Valmiki Ramayana.

‘Ramchanderiji, after coming back to Ayodhya from Sri

Lanka, lived a life for about 10,00(5 years. He ruled over

Lanka for 10,000 years. Shri Ramchanderji did not

die. He along with the entire population of Ayodhya City

we

nf to abode. Even little insects went with him. None

stayed back. Hanumanji also went with him. | cannot say

wh
Ra

ether  anyone was left behind in Ayodhya after

m_'cha'nderji went from Ayodhya.

;A(Cr'oss-examination, on an oath, of D.W.20/3, Shri

Bréhmachari Ramrakshanand, by Shri Abdul Mannan,

Ad
Ah

Za
Bo

vocate on behalf of plaintiff No.9 and 10/1, Mahmood

med and Mohd. Farooq —concluded).

(Cr'os‘s—examination, on an oath, of witness by Shri

ffaryab Jilani, Advocate on behalf of Sunni Central
ard of Waqf, plaintiff No.1 and 6/1, Jiyauddin and 8/1

Maﬁuflana Mahfuzurrehman - begins).

|
o
1
-
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- ‘|'cannot say that for how many days Ayodhya remain

de%sérted after'Ramchanderji went abode. | also cannot

say who and after how many days, rehabilitated Ayodhya.

| a
Ra

iléo do not know whether it is mentioned in the Valmiki

%méyana that for how many days Ayodhya will remain

deserted and which king will rehabilitate it. | have read

the Hindi version of Valmiki Rémayana. | do not know

Sa

Sa

83
wit
Ra

zns'k‘rit. | have studied the Sanskrit but a little and have

not got~ any degree. Now | feel difficulty in reading

nskrit and | cannot understand Sanskrit.

 After seeing Hindi version of couplet’No. 10 at page
j).‘of Cantq No.111 of Uttarkand of Valmiki Ramayana,
ness said that It is written therein that- “After

f}nchanderjﬁ, King Rishabha will rehabilitate Ayodhya”. |

agre'é with this articlé. | do not know whether King

Ri
‘he

(7))

‘habha was a Jain Teerthankar or not. | do not know if

was a King of Ayodhya or not and when and how many

thousand years back he was born. | cannot say how many

years back from today Aybdhya was rehabilitated.

"1 have not heard the name of King Vikramaditya. |

know about Vikrami Samvat but have not much knowledge

ab

)utlt -1 do not know which Vikrami Samvat is running at

present.' | know about the Christian'era year running at

present. Year 2005 is running at present.

Sa

Pu
of
Pu

| Da:te of birth of Ramchahderji and month of Chaitra,

de:s_cri'bed in Ramcharitmanas, is not according to Vikrami

mvat or Christian era. | have read Ayodhya Mahatamya

fokiginal', described in. Ramcharitmanas and Skand
ran. | can read and write the original Avadhi language
Ramcharitmanas. | have read Hindi version of Skand

ran: Except above two books, | have not read any

scripture evidences. The reference about scripture
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evidences given in Para -12 of my affidavit, was taken

from -Ramcharitmanas and Skand Puran.

| have referred “Nawahan Path” in Para -18 of my
affidavit. This means ¢hanting Ramcharitmanas written by
Tulsidass, for nine days. | only have heard about
Na_l/v'aha'n Path. The faith for lakhs of years about the birth
of R.amchan.derji, which | have referred in Para -12 of my
affidavit, however | cannot palculate it, it is approximately.
This: fa‘ith was started after the birth of God Shri
Rajmchanderji. There was a palace of King at the

bir;.h'place of God Rama.

| Palace of King, | mean a palace, of King Dasratha.
T:herfss is no reference in Ramoharitmanas about the site,

area and surrbunding area of the palace of Dasratha in

Aypd'hya. These were also not. described in Valmiki

i
Ramayana.

- As_ per my faith, Dasratha palace was at the same

paice where there is a pi’esent building by the name of

Da:sratha palace or Bara Sthan, in Ayodhya. | cannot say
at i/vhat.distance, present Dasratha palace or Bara Sthan
in é\yo.dhya is ffom the disputed site.

b
|

" The main buildings/temples in Ayodhya, which | have
seén' are - Dasratha palace, Kekai Bh.awan, Sumitra

BhéWan, Kaushaliya Bhawan. | cannot say at what

d{s{ta‘r‘nce from the disputed site, Kekai Bhawan is.
Similarly | cannot say at what distance from the disputed
SIté Kaushaliya Bhawan and Sumitra Bhawan are. | have
no_f seen these buildings after 1949. So far | remember, |
did not go to Ayodhya after 1949. | went to Ayodhya
ré'c"éntly on 5" July 2005; thereafter | did not go to

Ayodhya. After 1949, | went to Ayodhvya in July 2005 and
! .

|
|
|
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I
|
nen in between. | went to Ayodhya on 5% July 2005 in the

|

i ‘

no.‘n There was no disturbance on 5" July 2005. It is
not .correct that darshan could not be possible due to
dlsturbance on 5ht July 2005. Disturbances happened
aft=r | took the darshan. There was no disturbance in the
dgsputed site. on 5" July 2005 up to noon. | have taken
def:s'flan Disturbances must have taken place later on . |

1
.
d‘olnot know Manas Bhawan situated at Ayodhya. | have

heard and seen Sita Koop. | cannot say in which direction
T{the disputed site, Sita Koop is. | know about the

inhportahce of Sita Koop.
N
E |- .
; Thls was constructed by King Dasratha. One can get
free from his misdeeds by drinking the water or taking
bath :in the water of Sita Koop. This Sita Koop is
cahtinuing since the time of King Dasratha. | cannot say
whether Sita Koop is made of stones or any' other
matevria|‘. | have seen it full of water. | neither have drunk
itls water nor taken bath in its water, | have ,seen Sita

KjO]:)p in 1949 also, when | visited Ayodhya.»

|  | cannot say if | went to disputed side from the side
of Jchnumangalhl or Dorahi Kuan in 1949 or before that. |
kic})w that there is route towards the disputed site from the ,
Hanumangarhlvand which leads further to Dorahi Kuan.
Dlis;p'iu'ted' site 'is in the north of that route. | am not
reécf‘o'lle_cting if Ramjanamsthan or Sita Rasoi is across the
npt‘thern road of the disputed site. Manas Bhawan is also
at the road leading from Hanumangarhi to disputed site. |
do not remember, on which side of this road, Manas
thewlan'is.situated. .But | know that Kaushaliya Bhawan
ad?j Kekai Bhawan are in between Manas Bhawan and
Hanumangarhi. | cannot say that in which side of that

rgute, the Kaushaliya Bhawan and Kekai Bhawan are
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"y ’ ) ) ? ‘
S|tuated | cannot say whether Sumitra Bhawan is situated

| .
on this way or at a distance from this route.
b -1 have seen the idols of mother Sumitra and

ijhsvhma'nji, an incarnation of Sheshavtar in the Sumitra

B’hawan I will not be able to tell if Sumitra Bhawan is
b

9
tre% disputed site. This Sumitra Bhawan is also continuing

ge , small or equal to the building Wlth three domes at

s,n}ce the tlme of Dasratha. This was a palace of his
- .

u?en Sumitra. | did not notice, if this Sumitra Bhawan is

aTde of stone, cement or bricks. | cannot say if the idols

F‘Ldkshmanjl or Sumitraji in the Sumltra Bhawan are

q
m
o)
m‘ade of stone or marble or some of other metal because it
was decorated. As such | could not see those idols.
F

aces of the idols were visible only. But it was difficult to
assess from which material these were made of. | cannot
say about the height of these idols. | cannot even guess
ab)th the height of these idols, whether these were 6
inches, one and half feet or molre in height. Idol of
Lal;shmanji was of his childhood. | went to Sumitra
Bhawan after visiting disputed Bhawan but | cannot say at
what distance from the disputed Bhawan, Sumitra Bhawan
is.| | cannot say whether Sumitra Bhawan is at a distance
of 1 100-50 yards or 1-2 Kilometer from the disputed
Bh‘ayvan; Sumitra Bhawan was in the south of the disputed
site. Lomash Ashram falls in the way from Sumitra
Bhawan'to disputed site. | cannot say if Lomash Ashram
is called Lomash Chaura. | do not remember that in which

direction from the disputed site, Lomash Ashram is.

| have not seen Samadhies and 'graves around the
disputed site. | went to the disputed site from southern

side. There was a large gate with sheets at south side.
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1

itness after seeing picture No. 152, 153, 154 and

15%01‘ ¢olour album, document No. 200 C-1 with care and
3id th;t | have seen the things appearing in picture No.
ETNin the building with three domes of the disputed site.

wever, | cannot say under which dome, among the three

| 'have seen the articles, shown in picture No. 154.

[ .
tness after seeing picture No. 61 of this document, said

b not remember if | have seen the articles, shown
plctur at the disputed site or not. Upon seeing

No SQ and 60, witness sald that | do not know at

WhICh place at the disputed site, these articles were

b&acause | have seen these articles 50 years ago.

Therefo

|

re | do not recollect at which place these things

a.(e located. The witness after seeing picture No. 56 and

Clourt.
further

5»7:67' this album said that | have seen the articles shown

in these pictures, 50 years back. | do remember that
tljesef articles were not under a dome but at which place of
the disputed site, | cannot say. | do not remember if | I
ha é‘seen the articles,_shown in the picture No. 70, 71, 72
at zthe disputed site or not. | am not in a position to say
'aol)Ut"this. (Witness _séid'that I am not feeliﬁg well at
pfesenti. |

- Since the witness sald - that he was not feeling well,

sb | further Cross examination is postponed for tomorrow

i.el 21.7.2005.
- Verlfled the statement after reading.
| Sd/-
Ramrakshanand
20.7.2005
| fhave dictated it to étenographer who typed it in Open

“Furtherance to this the suit may be listed for
Cross-examination for 21.7.2005.

Sd/-
20.7.2005
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Before:| Hon’ble Special Full Bench, High Court,

cknow Bench, Lucknow.

ted 22.7.2005

D.W.; 20/3 Brahmachari Ramrakshanand

ic.:o.ntinuation to dated 20.7.2005 Cfoss—examination on

(In
any oath of -_ D.W. 20/3 Brahmachari
Ra;'mrakshanand by Shri Zaffaryab Jilani, Advocate on
ba’nal,f of Sunni Central Board of Wacf, plaintiff No.1 and
6/1, Ji&/auddin and 8/1 Maulana Mahfuzurrehman -
bag;i'n;é) |

Picture No. 107 of black and white album, document
N&of. 204f C-1 was shown to the witness. Witness after

seeirg it said that this is a picture of a wall opposite to
bme of the disputed building. After seeing picture No.20

 this album, witness said that this is a picture of a part

Orii
aft
bui

Ramjanambhoomi but which part is appearing in it, |
\not say. After seeing the picture No. 10 of this album,

witness said it appears if some water body is flowing

re. This is a picture of the disputed site but | cannot

/-which part, either outer or inner part, is appearing in

3,Pi¢ture ‘document No. 154/9 filed in the Other

?g'inaI;_Suit No.1/89 was shown to the witness. Witness
2r seeing it said that the eastern gate of the disputed

;ldi‘ng; is appearing in this picture. | cannot say whether

tHs_'ea,ﬁstern gate is called a Hanumat Dwar or not.
'jnessi after seeing a picture document No. 154/13, filed

Ehe's}uit said, that a photo of God Ramlalla is appearing

his pf)icture. But | do not know which part is appearing

in this picture. An idol of God Shri Réfamlalla is appearing

ir.‘ihis picture. A throne, kept on the stairs, of God Rama
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S

I | .

iqi appeﬁring in this picture. These stairs were under the
|
o

me of the disputed building. But | cannot say whether

these stairs were under the mid dome=, northern dome or

Jutherh dome. | went in to the dome inside the disputed

uildingj_'to take darshan of God Rama, ldol of Rama was

tI”eré inf‘the same posture, as shown in this picture.

| - Learned advocate cross-examining the witness draw

e -attention of witness towards para -20 of his

eixamina'tion in chief affidavit. Witness after seeing it said

at the idol of Shri Ramlalla, which | have referred therein
as the same idol, which is shown in this picture,
ocument No. 154/13 (Other Original Suit No. 1/89). |
ave in Para -20 of my affidavit said that an idol of

ém_lalla was there since ever. From this | mean the same

typle of an idol was there during the time of Shri Rama, as

ppearing in this picture. In my view an idol of God Shri

amlalla was there since the beginning i.e. since the time

f Ramchanderji; in the same posture. Disputed building

nd stairs, appearing in this picture, has been there since
€ t'i‘me‘ of God Rama.

" On_ this subject, attention of witness was drawn
V\ards' couplet given in Para 13 of his examination in
wievf‘ afﬁdavit,‘coupletlnext' to'couplet{ No.191 of Balkand
f | Ramcharitmanas. ~ Witness, after reading it from
amcharitma‘nas, said that the entire’ couplet was about
€ éppearance of God Shri Rama. Qnly the first line of
ze; ‘co'upllet contains the fact about appearance of God. In

g next lines the appearance of God was exhibited.

aking birth and appearance are two separate things.

hen said -that there is a difference in between birth and
ppearance. . The fact about appearance written in the
buplet is about the‘birth of Rama. Volunteer that Shri

ama was not born to a human being. He appeared
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1self It was stated in the second line of thls couplet
t Kaushallya became Jubllant after appearance of God
i Rama. This means that God Shri Rama appeared in

-pala‘ce of Kaushalviya " It can be guessed from the

ond Ime of this couplet that God Shri Rama appeared
the palace of Kaushaliya. In the subsequent lines
ebration organized thereafter is described. | think that v'

hs‘inaliya palace was the same place during the time of
g Dasratha, where it is at present.

|

“Learned | advocate cross-examining the witness

1 W the attention of witness towards fifth line (page -587)

iCjouplet No, 3-C of Ramcharitmanas. Witness after

reading it said that specialty of Ayodhya is being
described by Rama in this couplet. He is saying that

Jd-hya is my birthplace. In the couplet above to it, the
rd- “Avadhpuri” was used, which means Ayodhya.

sides the above two couplets, birth of Shri Rama is also

scribed at other place in Ramcharitmanas. Learned

yocate cross-examining the witness has asked the

ness that at which place in Shri Ramcharitmanas,

thplace of Janambhoomi has been described. Witness
er reading the above book said that there is a reference

in the third couplet next to couplet No.192 of Balkand that

aeratha Putra Janm Sunikana, Manhu, Brahmanand
mana”. Similarly there is a reference about Avadhpuri
the third line next to couplet No. 194 of Balkand of

m"cha‘ritmanas. This is relating to Janambhoomi.

estion: Is 'there any reference about the specific
birthplace of Shri Ramchanderji in
Ramcharitmanas, at any p'ace other than the
above m'entiohed couplets referred by you. If

so, Please give detail of these couplets?
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;
1
!

Lwer: The; reference about the birthplace of Shri
[ Rama is available at three places in these
couplets. ln the rest, celebration organized
after the birth was described meaning about the

festive sprit etc ..

estion: Is it correct to say that only Ayodhya Cify has
: beeﬁ referred in .Ramcharitmanas in connection
with the birth of Shri Ramchanderji and there is
no réference ab‘out a par;ticular place about
which it can certainly be said that where is the
specific place was in Ayodhya where Rama was
stated to be born? |
sw'e'r: It is stated in Ramcharitmanas that God Shri
| | Rama was born in Dasratha palace. This is the
same Dasratha palace, Wihich is situated in
Ayodhya even to day. Witness, in this
connection, has read couplet No. 297 of
Balkand and said that there is a reference
about it in this couplet.
In the statement which | have given on 20" July 2005 "
this Court, | have said that detail of birth of Lav and
sh has been describéd in Valmiki Ramayana and not in
mcharitmanas. It is,nbt completely correct because Lav
1 - Kush have been referred at one place in

mcharitmanas too.

j”The pe'r:iod of Satyug, Tretayug, Dwaperyug and
jiy'ug is 17 Lakh 28 thousand vyears; 12 Lakh 96
usand years; 8 Lakh 64 thousand years; and 4 Lakh 32
usand years respectively as described in Manusamriti,
uld be correct. The period 6f three yuga about which |
é 'réferred at page No. 29 was based on the
]s_urhption and not on the books. | have used the word

cient time” in para 21 of my affidavit, which | mean the
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e when Shri Ramchanderji was. | have written the

Séﬂtence — “ | have heard from Guru Maharaj -------------

i R-amjanambhoomi‘site’.’ in Para 74 of the affidavit is

‘aroopanandji-”. I myself have not read Skand Puran. |

e.not read Ayodhya Mahatamya of Skand Puran which

s been referred in Para -14 of above affidavit.

L have read the Hindi version of Valmiki Ramayana. |

ef‘re‘ad Valmiki Ramayana but a little. | cannot say
ether there is a reference in Valmiki Ramayana about
?CifIC'birthpIace of Rama in Ayodhyé. It is correct that

re is a reference at a number of places in Valmiki

Ramayana about the birth of Rama in Ayodhya. Area of
Ay‘:)dhAya has been detailed in the above Valmiki
a

m'ayana that Ayodhya is spread over to 184 Km. in
gth. Width of Ayodhya has also been described therein
I do not properly remember it at present. | cannot say

vidth and length of Ayodhya has been described in

jan.or not. So far | understand its length and width is

stailed in Km.,

(Witness read out the Hindi version of 7" couplet of

fifth Canto of Balkand of Valmiki Ramayana, published by
Gita Press Gorakhpur, document No. 261 C-1/1). Length
apd width of Ayodhya has been described in it in Yojan,
whjch is correct. | cannot say how méany Km. are there in
al Yojan. Birth of Shri Rama has been described in 10"
C_)lep_|e’[»0f 18" Canto of Valmiki Ramayana. It was
refarféd therein that Kaushaliya Devi had given birth to

Sh

Jé@;dishwar Shri Rama. Appearance of Rama has not
been described therein. Taking birth was described

therein. One writer or poet has referred the appearance of

i Rama and another writer/poet has referred about

takihg birth. In my view, taking birth as described in the

|
|
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aid 10" couplet, is not a birth but an appearance. Birth

Bharat, Lakshman and Shatrughan has been referred in

Uplet No.13 and 14 of 18'" Canto of Balkand of Valmiki

mayana and rituals etc. in respect of bi_fth of these four

ersons; have been referred in the subsequent couplets. |
annot .say whether there is a reference about any
altiAC_ular birthplace of Shri Rama in Ayodhya in the 18'"
C:afnto"of Balkand of Valmiki Ramayana or not, because |
ha

‘e.‘ not studied Valmiki Ramayana in depth.

| have in my earlier statement (Page-11) said that |
e heard Valmiki Ramayana and Skand Puran. From
f;,' | mean, | have heard it from the person. | have, at

same page stated that | have studied Ramayana, Gita,

Ramcharitmanas, Upnishad and Gitawali. | have studied

th’esé books in the same manner in which | have heard

Vv

miki Ramayana. | cannot, at present say that if | have

studied any other book other than above books about Shri
Rama. |

ma.

| ~ Witness after reading the word "Chhatti Manjul

M‘;aithi"‘,' used in the third line at page —-29 of Gitawali :

Y

ﬁea_ning.

tc’

ritten by Goswami Tulsidass, published by Gita' Press
oravkhpur, document _'No.46 C-1/1-1, said that | cannot

xpress its literal meaning and free meaning., Witness

or reading the word "Nrip Bhawan-Dwar" used in the

last but first line at page 72 and first and second line at

pé ggé“ 46 of this book, said that | cannot explain its
|

It is not correct to say that | did not go t'o the

spUted site before 1950. It is also not correct to say that
dre was no idol in the disputed building on 22"

ecember 1949, |t is also not correct to say that Pooja

i -darshan were not being performec in that building up

p2nd December 1949. It is also not correct to say that
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amaz was being performed there in the disputed
hawan and it was being used as an mosque up to 22nd

ecember 1949. It is also not correct that disputed site is

-a birthplace of Shri Rama. It is also not correct that

]

r‘é‘:vaas a Babri Mosque at the disputed site and

R?amjanémbhoomi was never there. Volunteer that there

wlas no buildinglby the name of Babri.

(Cross-examination on an oath by Shri Zaffaryab

'Ian"i, Advocate, on behalf of Sunni Central Board of

qf, plaintiff No.1 and plaintiff No. 6/1, Jiyauddin and 8/1

ulana Mahfuzurrehman — concluded).

Verified the statement after reading
Sd/-

Ramrakshanand

22.7.2005

- !
conti{nuation to this the suit may be fixed for further

)ss_~eixamination for 23.7.2005 before the Commissioner

itness to present.

|
|

Sd/-
22.7.2005
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ifore: Commissioner, Shri Hari Shankar Dubey,

ditional District Judge/Officer on Special Duty, High

urt, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.
|

ted 25.7.2005

O »w W o
a

the

sin

O
S

me

Qa = = - 3
o O OO o

<

W.'20/3, Brahmacharj Ramrakshanand

ymmissioner appointed by Hon’ble Full Bench vide order
ed 22.7.2005 in Other Original Suit No. — 4/89).

(In continuation to dated 22.7.2005, Cross-

amination on an Oath of witness, D.W. 20/3, Shri

\hmachari Ramrakshanahd, by Shri Mushtaq Ahmed
diqui, Advocate on behalf of plaintiff No.7 in Other

iginal Suit No. 4/89 -begins).

| have renounced the family life in 1985. Since than

ccame a disciple‘ of my Guru and became indifferent to
ondIy things. | am living at Joshimath in Uttaranchal
ce 1985. Before this | have been living in Siwni District
Madhya Pradesh. My wife and children were living with
till the time when | was leading a family life. | got

rried in 1937. | left my family after taking Sanyas in

35.My ties with my family snapped after | took sanyas in '

35. | do remember all the facts about my family prior to

35. My father died in 1933. My mother died in 1957. |
not get full education during the lifetime of‘my father
sause there were no school during that time. | do not
w whethet my mother was. literate or not. My father
s literate put a little. He had the knowlledge of Hindi.

 father had no knowledge of any language other than
d.

estion: When did your third son die ?

di. Now, | have two sons. My third son of have since '
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i

(Upon this question, Ms. Ranjana Agnihotri, Learned
Advocate in Other Original Suit NO. 4/89, has raised an -

opj

suit

(Lg
9

limi

ection that this question is not related to any pomt of
t. Hence it cannot be allowed).

arned advocate cross-examining the witness , in reply
above objection, said that Cross-examination is neither

ited " to any point nor to the contents of main

examination. ‘Hence such question can be asked).

swer: My third son died in 2004,
- | am quite well. My elder son is a Lawyer in
hatisgarh. }My elder son, after completion of his
Jci:la'tion, was appointed as a Manager in Mines.
sreafter he started practicing Law. | used to meet him
N after 1985. | usually talked to him over phone. My
mgér' son is doing farming in the village. | do not

nember when my elder son has joined the service. He

rted practicing Law, three years back.

‘India was not independent earlier. Countrymen had
fight and sacrificed a lot to get independence.
uggle for independence was launched under the

dership of Gandhiji, Nehruji and others.

My father had taught me Bhajan under religious

[

SUbJeCtS Besides this, he used to teach me about daily

rltés of .a Brahmin. My father had not taught me any

sulpject He used to tell me only about the daily rites on

tHe@ tasis of his experience. My mother used to teach me

Bhajan during my childhood. My mother had taught me

ofnl‘

wa

]
lea

y those things, which her mother had taught her. There
s no . school in the village, till | ‘was in the age of

rning. My father had not got the school opened for the
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edlication of children béfore independence. | have studied

in this school, from Class —1%! to Class —4'",

|
1

| | do not not remember in which year | appeared in

tk%é examination of Class —4'" bepause it is too old to

remember. | went to Siwni for getting education in

Sga‘ﬁskrit.school. | could not get admission there and my
eidtéjcation discontinued after six months. | am talking
a!bz)ut 1934-35. | was in the school, during the
egltﬁquake. | am not taking education after taking Sanyas

|n 1985 but | am serving. Before taking Sanyas, | was in

the \/i'llage and used to do farming. Zamindari system
si%nY]lce has been abolished in Madhya Pradesh. | do not
réridembeer in which year Zamindari system was abolished.
My‘ father was a Sadar Nambardar of the village. Being a
S‘_a::i'ar Nambardar, my father used to recover land revenue
fr‘o.‘m. the whole villége . This system discontinued after
tHé death of my father. Hence | d’d not recover land

|

revenue.

| Learned advocate cross-examining the witness draw

th‘e'f attention of witness towards Para -6 of his

|

eigxe?amina‘tion in chief affidavit. Witness after reading this
i i

p?aﬁaf said that | got the educetion of Naishtik-
Bgre!?hmacharya in 1985. Ivgo the education of Naishtik-
B:}réhmacharya only. | have written in Para =7 'of my
ekéﬁminétion in chief affidavit that | am trying to

va;cg;’o_:mpi‘ish the obligation of protecting Hindu culture.
Th s"me'.ans | am propagating the Sanatan Dharma. | have
started this work from the year in which | was initiated.
Sanétan Dharma means 'a | religion continued since
Suryakul, Chandrakul and Yadukul and still continued. My
Giuru.}‘daily u‘sed to tell all these things to me. In this .

redard | have read Gita, Ramayana etc. and also heard

from 'peciple about the Sanatan Dharma. Sanatan Dharma
| ,
|
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| ¥
was' referred in Uttarkand of Ramayana. Ramayana, |
mean, Ramcharitmanas.

i

| Learned ‘advocate cross-examining the witness

‘f

dr%w the attention of witness towards Ramcharitmanas
wrntten by Tulsidass, document No. 258 C -1/2 and asked
thdt at which place in Uttarkand, Sanatan Dharma has
beén referred.  Witness after seeing Uttarkand of the
b’ocpk; said that this is wrivtten in Sortha No. 89(A) and
89(B). | | |

. I do not know English language. | have stated in my
| ' v :
statement that "taking birth" and "appearance" are two
i

different.'things. Incarnation is related to appearance.

R : : .
Taking incarnation and appearance is cne and same thing.

| came to know about the suit, in which | am giving
statement, on coming to Lucknow. | came to know about
tHis suit on 18" July 2005 only, when | submitted my
affidavit in this Court. | knew that a suit was going on. |
do nv‘ot remember, when, for the first time, | came to know

abbq-t the suit. | got this information from the newspapers.

| do not know the meaning of ccnvener. | have not

heard the name of Madan Mohan Gupta.

I have been to Kashi at a number of times. Kashi is
also a holy place. | went there for 100-50 times. Then
said that | went there for 10-5 times. il do not remember

when | went to Kashi for the first time. | do not remember

that' in which year and after how many years, | went to
K}a‘shi. | take darshan after reaching Kashi. | take bath in
Gangé. It is written in the scriptures that one can get

sfahvatioh by taking bath in Kashi. | have no knowledge

about Vairagi Sect and Ramanandiya.Sect. | know only

|

!




11645

about my own Sect. Sect propagated by Aadi
Sh h‘karacharya 's the Sect of mine. "Adwaitvad" is the
prihci-ple of Shankaracharya. He also believes in the

I
worship of Panch Devas. Vairagi Sect and Ramanandiya

Se‘ft are different to my Sect.
|
a

Learned advocate cross-eXam_inin.g the witness
draﬁw the attention of witness towards document No. 44 C
-1/@1 to 44 C -1/8 filed in Other Original Suit No. 3/89.
Wii‘n’ess:said that | have heard the néme of book called
"Shriramjanmbhoomi Ka Rakt Ranjit Itihas". | do not
remember whether | have read this book or not. | cannot
say whether th\e matter written in this book is Corréct or
not;‘." The nameﬁ of the writer of this book, Shri Ram Gopal
Pahd_ey "Shaarad" is written in document No. 44 C -1/1. |

did not meet him. | have no.knowledge about him.

Learned advocaie cross-examining the witness draw
the attention of witness towards'a part at page No.13 and
14 of document No. 44 C —1/2 and 44 C -1/3 of Other
Original-'Suit No. 3/89 — "After victory over Lanka ----------
uproot and take thése to Ayodhya". Witness said that |
hg‘.e no. knowledge about the facts written therein. | have
not .heard if there were 84 pillars in Ramjanambhoomi or

not..

[ |

Learned advocate cross-examining the witness '
drelw the attention of witness towards document No. 44 C -
/3

|

reading it said that | have no knowledge about’ the facts

(page No. -15) of the above book. Witness after
wriitten therein.
Learned advocate cross-examining the witness

draw the attention of witness towards document No. 44 C -

1/5 (page No. -33) of the above book, "At that time king of
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Ayodhya, Mansingh had----------- on which God was
reinstalled”. Witness said that | have heard about the facts
written in these lines. In my view the facts written in these

lines are correct.

Learned advocate cross-examining the witness draw -
the éttention of witness towards document No. 44 C -1/6
(page No. —34) of the above book. Witness after reading
it sv.eiid that the facts written at this page are correct.
Incideht. of dated 27" .March 1934 has been described at
this page. | came to know about this but when, | do not
remember. However the detail of incident given therein is

correct.

.’Lea_rned advocate CroSs-examining the witness
draw the attention of witness towards document No. 44 C -
1/7 (page No. —-95) of the above book.  Witness after
read:in‘g'it said that the incident of appearance, dated
22.12.'1949, written therein is correct. | came to know
about the incident but when, | do not remember. | have
hear’d‘a.bout the incident of dated 22.12.1949, mentioned
therein, after 1985. | do not know in which form God Shri
Rama appeared. But | have heard about the incident.
Atteﬁ_tion of witness was drawn towards a part of para
second at this page "Vishwa Hindu Parishad in 1984--------
havé to postponed due to brutal murder of Indira Gandhi,
Prime Minister. Witness after reading it, said that the
matter written therein is correct. | came to know about the
facts‘ written therein, later. About this, | came to know

after the incident of unlocking.

- Learned advocate'cross-examining the witness draw
the attention of witness towards document No.110 C -1/52
to 110 C -1/56 filed in Other Original Suit No. 5/89.
Witness said that | have heard about the book (page No. -
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15) o‘f the above book}"Shlriramjanmbhoomi - Rakt Ranjit
[tihas", written by Ram Raksha Tr|path| The facts written

in this book ar@ correct

'.I_'earned zadvocate cross-examining the witness draw
the attention of witness towards document No.110 C -1/54
(page —8) of the above book "in the 64" generation of
Surya Vanshé ------- ----that Ravana, was a different than
the Ravana who was contemporary to Rama. Witness said

that | have no knowledge about the matterv\‘/vritten therein.

I h.ave not heard the name of Maharaja Aranya Dev.

With this reason, | have no knowledge about the "Raj
Prasad“b'constructed by him. | have no knowledge -about
the suit, in connection with the present dispute. | do not

know about the other suits concerning to this matter. |

know that Muslims are a party to this suit.

It is not correct to say that | did not go to the
disputed site before 1950. It is also not correct to say that
the builciing constructed at the disputed site, which was
dem‘olished on 6.12.1992, was a mosque. It is also not
co.rrect.‘to say that site is still a moéque. The building
whidh wés constructed in 1528, was not a mosque. |
Cénh}of say if before a temple was there or not. It is not
correbt to say that regular Namaz was being read there up
to 22" December 1949. It is not correct to say that
conspirators have raised a dispute by putting idols in the :
disputed building in 22" De.cember 1‘9439.

(Cross-examination on an Oath of witness, D.W.,20/3, Shri
BraHm'achari Ramrakshanand, by Shri Mushtag Ahmed
Slddlqm Advocate on behalf of plaintiffs of Other Original
Suit No 4/89 -concluded).
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(Shri irf_an Ahmed, Advocate, on behalf of defendant No.
6/1, in Other Original Suit No. 3/89 and Shri Fazle Alam,
AdVOCét‘GB, on bszhalf of defendant No. 6/2, in Other
Origfinal-Suit No. 3/89 and Shri C.M.Shukla, Advocate, on
behalf of defend:int No. 26, in Other Original Suit No. 5/89
have accepted tie Cross-examination conducted by Shri
Adei Mannan, /dvocate, Shri Zaffaryab Zilani, Advocate ,
and Mushtaq Ahined Siddiqui, Advocate). |
Cross-examination on behalf of all defendants concluded.
‘Witness is discharge.
o | ‘Verified the statement affer reading
| | Sd/-
Ramrakshanand

25.7.2005

| have dictated to stenographer who typed it in an open

court.

Sd/-

(Hari Shankar Dubey)
Commissioner
25.7.2005



	STATEMENT OF DW NO. 20/3; RAMRAKSHSHANAND
Impugned Order  Vol 3 Pg 2821
      Page no. 11595 to 11601
	Cross-examination of DW. 20/3 Swami on behalf of Plaintiff of other Original Suit no. 3/89, Nirmohi Akhara      	Page no. 11601 to 11612
	on continuation dated 18.07.2005                       	         Page no. 11613 to 11624
	Cross-examination on behalf of
Plaintiff no. 11 Mohd. Farooq Ahmed                                Page no. 11624 to 11626

	on continuation dated 19.07.2005                          	Page no. 11627 to 11628
	Cross-examination on behalf of Sunni Central Board of waqf, Plaintiff no. 1 and 6/1, Jiyauddin and 8/1 
Maulana Mahfuzurrehman         	Page no. 11628 to 11633

	on continuation dated 20.07.2005 & 22.07.2005     Page no. 11634 to 11648



