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

Other Original Suit No.3/1989

Nirmohi Akhara A Plaintiffs
Versus

B.ab,bo Priya Dutt Ram and others Deéfendants

Main Statement, Affidavit of Ram Milan Singh D.W.
3/19 under Order 18 Rule 4 of Code of Civil Procedure
I, Ram Milan Singh, aged 75 years S/o Vikaramjaeet |
Singh, resident of Village, Haliyapur, Sub- Division, lssoli,‘
vTehvsil-Muzafirkhana, Distt. Sultanpur, solemr:ly affirm

undér"‘oéth that:-

1. My father‘and mothers were religious people. My
mother  used to: go -to Ayodhya for Ramnavami
'parikrar'na every year. | also used to go with her,

“since childhood.

2. | attained the age of understanding at the age of 10
_vyea.rs. My date of birth is 15.1.1930 and thus I
 started understanding things by 1940. |, alongwith
- my parents and villagers went to Ayodhya for the first
time in 1940, for darshan of God Ramlalla at Shri

jRa'mjz'anambhoor'ni : Ayodhya. My parents told me that

.this is the Ramjanambhoomii temple, where in

-accordance with the belief of Hindus, Bhagwan Shri
“Ram was born.

3. Since then | have b'een visiting Ayodhya regularly for

the darshan of Bhagwan Ramlalla on the occasion of

- Ramnavmi. | visited Ayodhya regularly from 1940 to

‘1951 at each Ramnavami. But after 1951 this ritual
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~of going to Ayodhyé on Ramnaveami to have darshan
vof' Bhagwan RamlaHav was  discontinued and
‘sometimes | could not go there.

| i When | visited Ayodhya to the year 1940, | used
.‘t'o take bath in Saryu River and thereafter visit to
' Ra:m dénambhoomi temple, Kanak Bhawan and
| Hanumangarhi 'for darshans and offer water at
“Nageshwarnath.
. My parents used to got o Ayodhya every year at the
“time of Parikarma and had darshan of God Ramlalla,
~sitting in Shri Ram Janambhoomi Mandir. | also used
to go with them.
.| first visited Ayodhya, after attaining the age of
understanding with my parents in 1940, for darshan
of Bhagwan Ram Lallé in Ram Janambhoomi Mandir
situated in the disputed site andé also went there at
' thé time: of Sawan Jhula Whi(;h is organized in
-Ayodhya. At that time | took batha in Saryu River and
had darshan of God Ramlalla sitting in Shri Ram
“Janm Bhoomi Mandir. | also went to Ayodhya in 1940
at the_timé of Panchkaushi Parikarma in the month of
Kartik, 14 Kausi Parkiarma and Poornima Nahan
| (bath), had darshan of God Ramlalla, sitting in Shri
Ram Janm Bhoomi Mandir. |
. Shri Ram Janambhoomi mandir was divided into two
parts in December 1949. Inher part was attached and

~outer part remained open for the devotees.

.| came to know about the attachment of inner part
- only when | visited Ayodhya in 1950, at the time of
| Chaitra Ramnavami. | saw that the iron door in which
_‘ iron bars were fixed in the wall was locked and police
’ vigil on the out side, | and others had darshan of God

Ramlalla from there. On inquirirg from the police | '
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‘came to "know that inner part has since been
attached. .

9. Du‘r;ing my first visit, with my par’ents, to Ayodhya in
1940, the barhe priest (senior most) of
" Ramjanambhoomi was sitting there in }the inner part.
My father told me that he is the barhe (senior) priest,
Baldev Dasji of Ramjanambhoomi, | recognized him
 because he used to come to my: village and Jawar.
- Since then | saw him in the inner part of Ram
Janambhoomi, sitting there as a barhe pujari (senior
~priest). | saw Mahant .Baldev Dasji és a barhe Pujari
Zalongwith other Sadhus of Nirmohi Akhara till Kartik
Poornima of 1949.
10. My father told me that after entering tllwrough
the eastern gate he had seen the sadhus of Nirmohi
Akhara residing in Sant Niwas and storeroof.
. | .
11. . In the year 1940, when | w;éfi:nt to Ayodhya with
my parents for the first time, my father took me for
"darshan: of outer portion also i.e., Ram Chabutra,
“Shiv Darbar and Chhatee Pujansthal.

12.  There was God Ramlalla on the Ram Chabutra
‘also. Sadhus of Nirmohi Akharas were sitting there
" as priests.

13. | Shiv Darbar was at a south corner of Ram
.- chabutra Mandir next to the wall under a tree,
'iSh;ankar Bhagwan, . Argha, Ganeshji, Parvatiji,
~ kartikeyji, Nandiji were sitting on fwhit‘e marble stone.
| bowed before them also and saw others doing the

- same.

14 . Chhatee Punja Sthal was near the northern

gate and Chakla Belan Chulha and foot prints of the
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four brc;thers were also there. People used to bow
"before them and so did | along W;ith my parents. |
15. : | visited Ayodhya regularly:since 1940 during ,
-in all the three fairs organized in Ayodhya. | Vvisited
- Ayodhya ' at Chaitra Ramnavami upto 1951 and
| the’reaft;er« | used to visit Ayodhya once in year at the

" time of anyone fair.

16. " In 1982, at Chai'tra Ramnavami, when | visited
Ramjanambhoomi Mandir for darshan , | came to
~know from police that the outer portion was also
‘attached due to the internal disputes of the Sadhus
“of Nirmohi Akhara and receiver who was appointed
for the‘inner part, has also been appointed as a
: receivef of the outef part. ;

17. | have seen the contro! of Nirmohi Akhara’s
sadhus and their | performing the work of priest over
- Ram Chabutra since 1940 to 1982. | went to Ayodhya
for Saryu bath on Makar Sankrantgi in1982 and on this
occasion | also went for darshan of Ram
‘Janambhoomi Mandir . And therefore | know that the
outer part was under the conrtrol of Sadhus of
Nir'_mohi Akhara upto 1982.

18. | have seen the control of{Nirmohi Akhara on
“the innef part and distribution the Charanamrit
(sacred drink) and prasada by them since 1940 to
“kartik poornima in 1949. In the month of Agahan (4"

month of the Hindu calendar) it 'was attached, as |

. have already stated.

"19.  In December, 1949, at 'the time of its

~attachment, | had seen Puja-Aarti being performed
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by ‘a Sadhu appointed by the receiver and police
pérsonal also informed me about this.

20. One of the temple of Nirmohi Akhara is at
.Ramghat in Ayodhya. My father took me there in the
~year 1941 during Sawan Mela (fair) and told me that
they aré from Nifmohi’ Akhara, under whose control
~and proprietary the Shri Ram Je;nm Bhoomi Temple
~is.. After that also | went to see Nirmohi Akhara

Mandir and Sawan Jhula tableau ih Sawan fair.
" There | came to know that Mahant Jagannath Das is
. & Mahant of Nirmohi Akhara.

21. Mahant Baldev Das was the Mahant of
;Hanuma;n'Templé‘ at Naka Muzaffra Hanumangarhi .
_Faizabad | have been there at the time of Mahant
.}Ba‘ldev Das. | have seen his  disciple Mahant
":“B_h'askar; Das with Baldev Das in Ram Janambhoomi
; Mandir, a year before_‘ the indepéndence. | also saw

'_hir'na in Hanuman Mandir at Naka.

22 | know Mahant Bhaskar Das, the Mahant of
_Hanuméngarhi Mandir Naka Muzaffra. | have been to |
“Naka Hanumangarhi . Mahant Bhaskar Das is the

~disciple of Mahant Baldev Das.

23..  Mahant Balvdev Das told me about Nirmohi
~ Akhara 'in the village that Nirmohi Akhara is a
- pachyati math and a religious organization, under
. wh'ich fhere are many temples.

o | | |

24. | have seen the control of Nirmohi Akhara over
'__'the inner part upto the year 1949, when it was
‘attached and the control over the outér part upto the
‘year 1982, |
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25. | December_ 1992, the entire structure was
~demolished by the crowd. | came to know about this
- from the newspapers. After that, | went there two to
thrée times, for the darshan of Bhagwan Ramlalla

‘who is placed in a tent.

26.‘ To the best of my knowledge, | have never seen
| any Muslim reading Namaz there nor have | heard
“about this from anyone .

_ Oath Taker

(Sd/- Ram Milan Singh)

Verification:

1, Ram Milan Singh solemnly affirm that the contents
from para 1 to 26 are correct to the b@st of my knowledge
and | solemnly affirm it under oath . Nothihg is false and
concealed in it . May God help me, Co’nfirmed at Lucknow
Bench, Lucknow High Court, dated 12.10.2004.

Oath Taker

Sd/-

Ram Milan Singh

Shri Ram Milan Singh, witness is known to me and hle has

put his signature in my presence.

Sd/-

| | R.L.Verma

| Advocate

! : 12.10.2004



Before =~ Commissioner Shri  Hari, Shankar Dubey,
Additional Distt. Judge/ Officer on Special Duty, High

Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

(Commissioner appointed by Hon’ble Full Bench, Lucknow
vide order dated 8.10.2004)

)

Other original Suit No0.3/1989
Original Suit No.26/1959

Nirmohi Akhara Plaintiff

Versus , .
Baboo Priya Dutt Ram and others Defendants

D.W.No.3/19, Shri Ram Milan Singh

Main Examination affidavit: Page .No.1 to 4, of Sh;’i Ram
Milan Singh, aged 75 years approx, S/o Vikaramajeet
Sith resident of Village Haliyapur, Sub-Divisibn, Issoli,
Tehsil Musaffirkhana, Distt. Sultanpur, submitted and

taken on record.

~(Cross-éxamination by Shri Veereshwar Diwedi,
Advocate, on behalf bf Defendant No.17, Shri Ramesh -
Chandra Tripathi and 'Defen'dant No.22, Shri Umesh
Chandra Pandey in Suit No.4/1989, begins).

XXXX O OXXXX XXXXX XXXX

| had seen Mahant Baldev Das some 69-70 years
ago. fMgihant Baldev Das had a stout physique and
average height. His height was above 5 feét. He had beard
and tangled hair. | saw him for the first time when he was

about 30-35 years old.. Baldev Dasji was not a fast friend

!
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of my father but he used to visit our village very
freqUently. | was a child at.thét time. He used to give us
Rewari (swee;t) when we used to go to see him. | saw him
for the last time when he was about 60(—65 years oId.vI saw .
him for tlje Iaist time in 1949. When ea%‘Iier | used to go for
darshan, Mahant Baldev Das was the preist there and he
used to give the prasad, which | had offered, back to me,
but ~sometime there were other Pujaries also. At the time
wheh_‘l used to go for darshan the?e were about 7-8
sadhus.:Wh_en-I used to go for darsha%n Baldev Dasji used
to be there.  In hi$ absence, Bhaskar Das used to be
there albngwith 7-8 sadhué. One arﬁd two sadhus lived
inside and the rest lived in Sant Niwas. The Sadhus who
used-to stay inside used to gi've prasad and Charanamrit
(scar'.ed drink). The pe.ople, who gave charanamrit, were
the Pujaris (priest). There were two priests at a time. One
used to give charanamrit and Prasad from inside and
Baldev Das uksed to sit on the takth in the outer part. | met
Mahant Baldev Das at the temple as é priest for the first
time, in 1940, about 64 years ago. When | met him for the
first | had no interaction with him, | bowed before him, he
offered prasad to me and | went back. 64 years ago from
to-day, for the first time | came to know that the Sadhus
and the priest of that temple were from Nirmohi Akhara.
My f‘athe‘r told me about this. My father also told me that
he is the same‘Mahant Baldev Dasji, who used to visit our
village. ‘l came to know about the Akharas of sadhus for
the first time, 64 years ago, when my father told me about
this. At that time | came to know thatt Sadhus have two
Akharas | wa’s told éboUt these two Akharas. Later on |
came to know that in addition to these two Akharas, there
were  other Akharas also, such as' Santoshi Akhara,
Parveen‘ Akhara, Khaki Akhara etc., there are many more
Akharas beside these but | do not remember their names.

| also do not know how much is these number because |
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used to . have darshan then go back. It is not correct to

say | am giving false statement in this regard.

I  performed 14 Kausi Parikarma, at the age of 10
years,f for the first time. After that | performed the
parikarma atleast for 15-20 times. Surya Kund, Janora,
Hanumahgarhi Naka, Guptar Ghat, Laxman Ghat comes in
the way of 14 Kausi parikarma via swarg dwari ghat
Vaitarani Kund also falls on this way.|l khow about these
majors  places, which falls on the way of 14 Kausi
parikarma .| also know that Pan;ch,: Sarpanch and

Mahants of Nirmohi Akhara are electedi.

Question: Have you seen any document in this regard,
which proves that Nirmohi Akhara is the owner

of the disputed Bhawan?

(Upon this question, Léarned Advocate Shri R.L.Verma on .
behalf of plaintiff in other original s'ui’cj No.3/1989, ‘raised
an objet:tion that no document was referred in the main
-examination affidavit of the witness, so questign in this

regard cannot be asked).

AnsWer:‘. | have not seen any document in this regard.
But whenever | used to visit the disputed site,
pelople there told me that all the sadhus there |

were the sadhus of Nirmohi Akhara.

| do not know who is the owner of Négeshwar Nath
Mandir . But | know, that whosoever constructed this
Mandir or formed the trust, must be the owner of the
Mandir. Idol of God/Goddess installed therein are not the
ownérs of femple but the person, who cbnstructed the
templ"e 'or'donated fhé land for the temple, he or the

Sarvrahakar, appointed by him or the person who
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|
manf‘ag’es the temple is called the owner of the‘temple. If

there is no written agre‘ervnent in this regard, than the
person ‘who constructed the temple, is the owner of the
temple. It is not correct to say thaﬂ | am giving false
information in this regard. Sarvrahakar means the person
who - looks after the pro‘perty‘ of the temple and temple -

itself. But Sarvrahakar cannot sell the propérty.

Ther"e"wz'as no owner of Ram Janambhoomi Mandir before
it wasvattach‘ed. Mahant Baldev Das was its Sarvrahakar.
This is an old building. He himself said that he cannot say

wholcon'stru'ct‘ed the building of this temple.

Kanak Bhawan was constructed by the queen of
Teekamgarh. It is not correct to say that | am giving false

statement in this regard.

(Cross-examination by Shri Veereshwar Diwedi, Advocate
on behalf of defendant No.17 Shri Ramesh Chandra
Tripathi and defendant No.22, Shri Urhesh Chandra
Pandey, in suit N0.4/1989, concludés).

(Learned Advocate, Shri M.M.Pandey on behalf of
defendant No.2/1 in other original suit No0.4/1989 and
Learned Advocate Shri A.K.Pandey in other original suit
No.5/19&89, has accepted the cross-examin.ation,
conducted by Sﬁhri Veereshwar Diwedi).

(Learnedl Advocate Shri D.P.Gupta, on behalf of plaintiff in
other original Suit No.1/1989, said that hé does not want

to cross-examine the witness).

(No Advocate on behalf of any other defe"ndants, except
the (Lea.rned Advocate of defendant in other original suit
No.4/89 and defendants No.4.5,6 and 26 in other original
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suit No0.5/1989 was prese'nt for conducting the cross-

examination).

(Cross-examination by Learned Advocate Shri Abdul
Mannan on behalf of defendant No.11, Shri Farooq
Ahmad, begins). '
XXXX - XXXX XXXX - XXXX

N a'fn a resident of village- Haliyapur, Distt-Sultanpur
from the very beginning. | have farms measuring about 30
bighas. My aunt is the co owner of the land with me. | am
75 yéars old. Since birth, | have been | residing in village-
HaliyapUr, where there are around 700 houses and a
population of 5000 more. Haliyapur is not a town. There
are :about 20-22 houses of Muslims in Haliyapur having
t\}\}d'hunclred to two hundred fifty Muslims. There are three
approach road to Haliyapu}r, from Sultanpur it is at a
distahce of 57 Km from Sultanpur to Haliyapur via
Kurebhar, 43 Km., from Sultanpur via Kurwar to Ha!iyapur “

and 52 Km., from Sulta'npur, via Musafirkhana Adhanpur to
Haliyapur. |

After passing Vernacular Degree, | studied further as a
private candidate. | appeéred, in intermediate examination
through' private but could not get through and left the
study. | never went outside my village for service. When |
was ‘studying in middle school , | used to go to Bazaar -

Valdirai to study.

"Kurebhar is on the road'leading from Sultanpur to
Allaha'bad , in between Beekapur and Sultanpur, and is
the shortest route to Haliyapur from Sultanpur, which is
appfox.:43 ‘Km., Ayodhya is at the distance of 54 Km.,

from ‘my village | go to Ayodhya from my village via



L | 10889

g .
is no need to go to

Faiz-'a‘bad- Raibarailee Road and there
Sul‘tanpur . | went to Ayodhya in 1940 lfor the first time. In
1940 I' was n!ot fully sensible, as | was only 10 years old
but | still used to understand some thing . | went to
Ayo'd;hya by bullock cart fr(.)m'my village, Which took me
two days to Ireach Ayodhyé. For the first time | went to
Ayodhya with my parents and other villagers. | us.ed to
begi'h my journey from my'village in the afternoon and
would re‘aoh Ayodhya at 11-12 O ‘Cloék on the next day.
For the first time when | went to Ayodhya with my parents
on bullock Ce;rt , wWe stéyed in the courtyard of Issri Das.
We .av‘li, including my parents and villagers, stayed there,
when we visited Ayodhya for the firsti time in 1940. We
stayed fhere ;‘or two days and came back on the third day.
After reéching Ayodhya, Wé took bath in Saryu river and
then went for darshan of Nageshwér Nath Mandir and
offered water there and then went back to our place.
Saryq bath Ghat in Ayodhya is after the Swargdwar. Saryu
is at a distance of about two furlong from Issri Das’s
court'yard when | went to Ayodhya for tiﬂe first time . There
was-no woman except my mother who went with us . In
addition to Halwahai, four other men were with us, when |
visited Ayodhya for the first time. The very first day, when
we reached Ayodhya, we went a bath in Saryu River. It
took us 'a maximum of ‘half an hour to take the bath. We
donated a cow at the time of bath. At the time of cow-

donation. Panditji reads some mantras, with given the tail

in our hand, and in this way cow donation is performed.

Question : How much money was paid at the time of cow-

donation? ' - [

(Upon this question Lelarhed Advocate of plaintiff in other
original suit No.5/1989, Shri Ajay Kumar Pandey raised on

objection that this question in no way is related td the suit.

1
|
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Donation is a personal subject so such question should be
- }

allowed).

Answer:. My mother had put somey}mohey in my hand
| ~ during cow donation and | dﬁ{d not count it.

After cow-donation, we went to Nageshwarnath
Man_dii’. 'Nageshwarnath is at a distance of approx 50 feet
from bathing place. | cannot tell about fhe measurement of
the ,roorh in,Négeshwarnath where Shivling is installed
because there always remains heavy gathering there.l
have been to Nageshwarnath Mandir at least 30-40 times.
| go there for darshan not for measurement of the temple
so | cannot say about its measurement . On the first day
we did not visit any other temple beside Nageshwarnath
Mandir . We visited a number of temples thé second day .
We first went for bath at Saryu the second day aiso and
theﬁ to Nageshwarnath from there to Hanumangarhi and
after offering prasad we went to Kanak Bhawan. After that

we went to Ram Janambhoomi for darshan.

Question: At the age of 10 year‘s, when vyou visited
~ Ayodhya, which all places you visited?
(Upc'.jn.'this question, Le’arne:d Advocate Shri R.l. Verma, on
behalf o..f plaintiff in other.original suit No.3/1989 raised an
obje'étio.h that the same question is repeatedly being
asked and it is simply a wastage of time. So such question

should not be allowed). v !‘
Answeér:. | have already detailed the places | visited.

~l.had not seen a Masjid there when | visited Ayodhya
for the first time for darshan in 1940.. | never saw any
thing like Masjid. There were two Touchstone pillars at

{
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eastern door and Mahaviri was appliled on them. ,There
Was-_ an idol]T of Bhagwan Baraha in the southern wall
outs"i'de of the gate. On the northern side of the gate
‘theré were Thatch roofsv of the bricks. Sant Bﬁandargrih
and Niwas i.e., residenge of Sadhéus,,'was there. He
himself - said people used to sell prasad in baskets out
side of the gate in the north. Kurebhar goes not fall on
the "Way to 'Pratapgarh form my village and if | go
Pratapgrah via Kurwar then also Kurebhar does not fall on
the way. Kurebhar fall on the way to Pratapgarh only if
you go via Kurebhar. Pratapgarh is (40 km, away from
Sultén'pur Fazibad is 41 Km away from Sultanpur. | used
to gé; ItolAdodhya directly from my villagge . | used to go to
Ayod'hvya via Kumaraganj, Milkipur and Kuchera. Sultanpur
does ndt fall on the way to Ayodhya from my village.
FaizAa‘fbad falls on the way -to Ayodhya from my village. |
reach Ayodhya on the same day in the night if | go on foot
but d‘urinng the childhood when | used to go by bullock cart
then | used to reach the next day. We used to come back
to Ishri Das courtyard after taking bath and offering water
at Nageshwar Nath Mandir and then we used to go for
darshan of temples. There are about four to five hundred
temples in Ayodhya. | used to visit only 10-5 main temples
such as Hanumangarhi, Kanak Bhawan, Ram Janm
Bhoomi,_Amawva Ka Mandir, Ramgulella Mandir, Lomas
Mandir, Temples of  Sanotshi Akharas and Nirmohi
Akharas and temple of Digambar Akhara, Tiwariji ka
Mandir, Pali Riyasat Ka Mandir. Besides these there are
other temples but | do not remember their name. | have
been to Ayodhya 30-35 times. When we used to go to
Ayodhya on bl.JIIack-ca‘rt , we used to stay at Issri Das
courtyard because we used to park our bullock cart there.
If did do not go by bullock cart then scmetimes we stayed
at Santdshi Akhara and sometime at Bania Mandir and

after becoming adult we used to stay at Faizabad and
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some time at Hanumangarhi at Muzaffra Naka.
Hanu_mangarhi}is approx 9 km. Away f}'om Muzaffra Naka.
If we stayed at Muzaffra Naka, then‘we used to go by
bicycle to Ayodhya. Mahant Baldev Dasji was a Mahant of
Muzaffra Naka, who died 35-40 years ago. Now his
discipleiBhaskar Dasji" is the Mahant there and also a
sarpanch of Nirmohi Akhara.Nirmohi Akhara is perhaps
related to Muzaffra Naka because if .it was not like this
then Bhaskar Das would not be the sarpanch of Nirmohi
Akhara. All Mahants of Muzaffra Naka are not from
Nirmohi'Ak‘hara.There are Panch in Nirmohi Akhara but
not in Muzaffra Naka. There vare 14—1;5 Panch, including
Sarpanch in Nirmohi Akahra. At presént these Sarpanch
are 13 to 15 in number. Panch of Nirmohi Akhara are not
elected for a specific period but in case someone dies
then."anotherﬁperson is appointed in his place. |f Panch
does not perform his duties properly, then the committee
removes him and elected another Panch. | cannot say
when Nirmohi Akhara was formed. But a part of Nirmohi
Akhéra Bhawan is made of Lakhori bricks and another part
is made of present times vbricks. | cannot say whether
Nirmohi Akhara was established 100 years or 200 years

ago.

Question: Who is the sarpanch of Nirmohi Akhara at

¢

present?

(Upon this question, the Learned Advocate, on behalf of
plaintiff in other original suit No0.3/1989, raised an
objection tha.t: this question has already been asked and
answered. It is not 'relevant at present. Hence such -
questions should not be éllowed).

Answer: Bhaskar Dasji is the sarpanch of Nirmohi

Akhara, at present.
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:2,

i
i

I'Canno‘t;vsay frdm what time ‘Bhaskar Das is a !
Sarpanch beqause | have no knowledge, when the
committée held its meeting in this‘;rega_rds . Nirmohi
Akhara has its own building. It is o~|f the organization.
The»r_ev'i§ temple in Nirmohi Akharas and rooms have been
constructed t:herein, whether people stay’in these rooms
or nbt, | cannot say but Sad.hus, priests and Mahants stay
in them. | cannot say how many rooms are there in
Nirmohi Akhara because | never counted them . | have .
been to Nirmohi Akhara 10-15 times and said, | used to
go tlo'Ni.rmohi Akhara to see my Guru (spiritual teacher)
Jayantri Das, who used to come there‘ at the time of fair.
He gave me Guru Mantra in 1952. My Guru died in the
yeaf 1968. 18 years after he gave rhe Gurumantra. He
died at Rampur Balihari near Gosaiganj. He said
Matheca B‘ar‘a Babu is the name of the Math, My Guru
used }to'comé to Ayodhyé during fair for 2-3 days and
then would g;o back visit to my Guru, whenever | visited
Ayod'hya. Some time my Guru and sometime | would , miss
the f‘air. First fair in Ayodhya is of Chaitra Ramnavami,
second is of Sawan Jhula on Poornima, fair of Chaudah
Kausi (14 Km.) parikarma on Navami of third Kartik and
Panchkausi (5 Km.) parikarma on Ekasdashi and
thereafter the fair on Kartik qurnﬁma. Chaudahakosi
parikarma - was performed on Kartik Poornima,
Ramnavami fair falls in the month of March according to
English calendar. Ram Navami fair is only for a day people
coming to Aycdhya for the fair stay ‘for any number of
days, but the fair in Ayodhya is only for one day.. Snan
(bath.),vaz‘nd darshan takes place on Chaitra Ramnavami.
Peopié residing in Ayodhya go on Ramnavami for both and
darshan‘, He himself said, they went for this purpose daily.
There are four classes in Hindus Brahman, Kshtriya

(Rajput) Vaishya and Sudras.
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Question: Whether Brahmans are superior among all the

fOlTH’ classes?
(Upon this question, Learned Advocate Shri Ajay
Kumé;r Pandéy, on behalf of plaintiff m other original suit
No.5/1989, raised an objection that t“‘his.question is not
relevant with any point of the suit. So permission for _'

. ) 1
asking such question cannot be granted).

Answer: Yes.
. } 3
After Brahmans comes Kshtriyas ; then, Vaishya and
then Sudras comes respectively.

Question: At what time the classes were formed among
Hindus.

(Upon this question, Learned Advocate Shri Ajay Kumar
Pandey, on behalf of plaintiff in other original suit
N6.5/1989, raised an objection that witness is not a
m~as.fef of Hindu religion. Such types of questions are
being asked to harass the withness and waste the time of
the court. So permission for asking such irrelevant

question should not be gives ).

Answer: | have no knowledge of history in this regard.
Question: Whether the danhters of Brahmans can not
- married to other community in general?
| [
”(Upon .this question, Learned Advocate Shri
R.L.Verma, ‘on behalf of plaintiff in other original suit |
No.3/1989, raised an objection that cross-examination is

being conducted in such a manner where no relevant
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question is being asked and the time of the court is being
wasted). ‘

|
Answer: Yes. All persons marry their daughters in the ‘

families having privileged pasition.

‘There is sub-division in Brahmans. | have no
knowledge a‘bo'ut the 'pr_ivi'leged category in Brahmans.
Priviledged Bra‘hmans 'get their daughter married in the
family, Which,lare more privileged than them and similarly
the beople ofhall caste/ class get their daughters married
in a.-',higher caste /class. - The same thing applies to

Vaishya and 6ther castes.

I cannot.say from what time the practice of not
getting married is prevented a'mong sozme sadhus .
. ‘ I ;‘f
Question: Who are the people (Class of people) who do
. notmarry? |
AnsWer: The people who want to follow celibacy does not

get married.

-1 have neither seen the Babri Masjid nor have |
heard about it. | cannot say whether news in regard to
Babri' Masjid is published in the newspaper or not because

I do‘n&ot purchase the paper nor do | read the newspaper.

| do not get the time to read the newspaper. | am a
literate, | do not know much of Hindi but have some
knowledge. | came here to give‘witness in the suit of

Nirmohi Akhara Versus Priya Dutt and others. | do not
know the name of all defendants. This suit is in respect of
Ram Janambhoomi. Nirmohi Akhara:‘ has filed. a suit
against its eviction from Ram Janambhoomi. Nirmohi
Akhéra was ‘evicted in full in the year 1982. Inner part

was.ef‘viCted in1949 and the outer part in 1982. In the year
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1949 when Nirmohi Akhara was evicted , | was not there
but I know, it: was under the possessicn of}‘Nirmohi Akhara
upto 1949, é receiver was appointed. In the year 1949,
after evictioh, of Nirmohi Akhara,“; Priya Dutt Ram,
Chairman, I\/Iuhicipality, was appointed receiver. So far
as | know, Priya'Dutt Ram remained receiver for 6-7
years. He remained receiver till his death. After Priya Dutt
Ram,; who became the receiver, | do not know. The
receiver appointed aftér Priya Dutt Ram, remained the
receiver upto 1982. Aftervthe outer p?rt was attached in
1982, the séme person, who was the receiver for the
inner ;Ipart, was appointed the receiver of the outer part
élso’.‘ The receiver for outer part was gppointed in March,
1982. In 19'82, when it was attached, gothers like Vishwa
Hindu Parishad and Muslims were the pérties. Witness
again said | cannot 'say whether Muslims were the party
in 1982 or not . Mostly the Sadhus were fighting among
themselves for their respective bwner:ship. | do not know
what happened to the suit after 1982. | know only that
the disputed Bhawan was demolished in 1992.In 1982 |
was. living in my \)illage. | did not appear in any other
examination , after failing in high school examination. |
was not in Ayodhya in 1982, when the premise was
attached. | came to Ayodhyé during in the fair. | came to
knowiabout it in the féir only. | came to Ayodhya 15 days
after attachment. | came to know about attachment for the :
first'}_time from the 'police personnel deployed at the
disp‘tted building. | ‘made enquires from the police
’per‘s‘_'-on'n‘el when | did not see the sadhus there. The police
personnel told me that the outer part has also been
attached. At the time of the fair, there were about five six
policemen and there were more police personnel at
outside. | talked with the policemen for 10-15 about the

matter minutes. About the attachment of outer part, the -
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poltce personnel told me that it happen because there was

mternal dlspute among the sadhus.

i
1

Questlon How the Muslims were the party at the time

when the outer part was attached’?

(Upon this question Learned Advocate Shri R.L.Verma, on
beh'alf of plaintiff in others original suit No.3/89, .raised an
objectio.n that in 1982, there was no cﬁlispu‘te with Muslims
in regard to the outer part. It is already stated in the
statement that the dispute was amongst the sadhus.
Henqe the qufe-stion is irrelevant and cannot be allowed to

be asked ).

AU

Answer:  Muslims was not a party. Vishwa Hindu
Parishad was a party. Vishwa Hindu Parishad
wanted to have the ownership of the disputed

site, so they were the party.

The plea}o‘f Vishwa Hindu Parishad or any other

party was not agreed to, at that time.

Queétion: Whether Vishwa Hihdu Parishad was the party
| after the attachment or not?
| !

(Upon this question Learned Advocate Shri
R.L.Verma, on behalf of plaintiff in other original Suit
No.3/1989, raised an objection that . this question is
irrelevant and witness in his statement never stated that
he knows that a suit in this regard is subjudice. Hence

such quéstion should not be allowed).!

(Upon this objection, Learned Advocate Shri Mustaw
Ahmad Siddigui on behalf of plaintifft No.7 in the other
priginal suit N0.4/1989 raised an objection that the answer

; !
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to question is indicated by raising an objection, which is
not p'roper). ‘

‘(Shri R.L.Verma replied to the counter objection
raised' by Shri Siddiqui, that Shri Sidd;iqui has no right to
raise such objection. Shri Siddiqui has"also raised such an
objection before, although he is notl authorized to do so . |

lodge my objection in English).
Answer:. | do not know at what t}ime Vishwa Hindu
 Parishad withdrawn their claim in this regard

and sincewhen they are no more a party.

Statement read and verified.

_ Sd/-
Ram Milan Singh
13.10.2004

i

" Dictation by me to stenographer, typed it in the open
court. Be present for further cross examination in the suit
on 14.10.2004. Witness to be present.

[Hari Shankar Dubey]
Commissiner
13.10.2004
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Beforef Commissioner, Shri Harir Shankar Dubey,
Additional Distt. Judge/ Officer on Special Duty, High

Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

(Com‘missionéer»appointed by Hon’ble Full Bench, Lucknow
vide order dated 8.10.2004).

D.W.3/19 | Shri Ram Milan Singh

(Furthetance to dated 13.10.2004 cross examination by
Learned Advocate Shri Abdul Mannan on behalf of

defendant No.11 Shri Farog Ahmad continues).

-1 have heard the name of Vishwa Hindu Parishad.
But | do-not know when it was established. | have never
been a member of Vishwa Hindu Parishad. Since | am not
a mémbér of this orgahization, | do not know why Vishwa
Hindu_P..arishad became a p<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>