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

OTHER ORIGINAL SUIT NO.4 OF 1989

SUNNI CENTRAL BOARD OF WAQF U.P.
AND OTHERS cveveeve . PLAINTIFF

VERSUS

GOPAL SINGH VISHARAD
AND OTHERS ... DEFENDANTS

STATEMENT OF P.W. ‘2’
HAJI MEHBOOB AHMED

Dated : 17.9.1976

Haji Mehboob Ahmed, Son of Haji Mohd. Faiku, aged
about 58 vyears, resident of Tedi Bazaar, Ayodhya
Faizabad affirmed on the Oath:-

| know the building about which the litigation is going

on. It was Babari Masjid. It was situated at a distance of

3 furlongs from my house. | had also offered Namaz
there. | would have offered Namaz there for more than
hundred times. | had been offering five-time Namaz,

except the Friday Namaz, there. Last time | had offered
Namaz on December 22, 1949. The Friday Namaz was
used to be offered only in 2 mosques in Ayodhya in 1949.
Tarabi Namaz was also offered in only 2 mosques. There
was the main gate (Sadar Darwaza) to the East of the
mosque. Thereafter, there was a lawn then a gate, and
then a courtyard and thereafter a mosque. There was a

graveyard after comming out of the mosque and outside
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the main gate. Till | used to offer Namaz; there was no
restriction on visiting the mosque. | have never seen any
‘Pooja’ being performed inside the mosque. My father
used to take interest in the management of this mosque
and He was a plaintiff in this case. He was a landlord by
profession and used to till the land. He possessed 200

bighas of land. He expired in 1960. | am a graduate.

| used to accompany my father to offer Namaz in this
mosque. | had seen many others offering Namaz there. |
remember the names of Hashim Saheb, Abdul Ahak
Saheb, Hazi Fayak Saheb, Razzab Ali, Ahsraf Ali, Ikhlaq
Ali Saheb amongst them. Besides these, there were many
other persons also. Hazi Gaffar Saheb was the Imam of
the mosque. Big pitchers filled with water used to be kept
in the mosque. There was a well outside to fetch the

water. Thus, there was proper arrangement for Vaju.

| am the President of Hukabir Masjid Committee. |
witnessed the incident of 6" December, 1992. | saw the
mosque was being demolished. | saw this from the rooftop
of my house. At that time | had talk to Kumaramangalamji
who was a minister in the Central Govt. at that time. |
have talked to the Prime Minister also and had dispatched
him a telegram too. | had heard the loud noise of the
people from my rooftop. Some people were shouting
‘demolish the mosque’. | could hear Kumari Uma Bharati
who was shouting the most. She is a leader of the Vishwa
Hindu Parishad. Some idols were installed at that site on
the night of 6" and 7" December, 1992 on a raised
platform (Chatubatara). Otherwise it was all the vacant
place. Some voices were heard saying that the old idols
had been broken and people were carring them. These
new idols are replaced. My house, the factory and the

entire building had been put on fire in the said incident. |
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was offered a compensation of Rs.10,000/-, which |
refused to accept. | am still residing in the same house, in

which | lived on 6" December, 1992.

XXX XXX XXX XXX

Cross examination by Shri Ranjit Lal Verma,

Advocate on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara:-

| have passed the High School examination in 1961
from Fox Inter College, Faizabad. | have passed B.A.
from Saket Degree College, Ayodhya as a private student.
| did my B.A. 6 years after passing High School. | was
about 21 years of age when | passed High School. |
passed High School in 2 years. The certificate shows my
date of birth as 1944.

My father had three brothers. Thus they were four
brothers. Haji Shabrati and Haji Salar Bakht were my
father’s brothers. | have forgotten the name of his fourth
brother. But he was usually called “Matlab”. Salar Saheb
was the eldest amongst them all. Matlab Saheb was
number two. My father was number 3. Haji Shabrati was
the youngest. | cannot say whether Salar Saheb used to
write Haji before his name or not. His father’'s name was
Shaikh Chhajju who had been my grand father. | cannot
say from where my forefathers had come to settle in
Ayodhya. But | myself is originally a resident of Ayodhya.
| have studied Urdu. | cannot say whether the Zamindari
was awarded to my grand father or to my father but | have
seen my father as Zamindar ever since | came to my
sense. | cannot say where it came from to us. We have
several houses. The house where | live is my ancestral
house. | have been seeing this house since my birth. |

cannot guess how old this house could be. | have not
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seen my grand father so | cannot say whether he also
lived in this house or not. | had not enquired this from my
father or mother that where my grand father had lived. It
is correct to say that the house where | live is situated at
Tedi Bazaar mohalla road opposite P.S. Ram
Janambhoomi where earlier there was a police chowki.
My house is on the western side on both eastern and
western roads. It has 8-10 rooms and not just 2 rooms.
First, there is the police station, then a road and then is
my house. This road must be about 10-12 feet wide. The
house is occupied by my man and my servants live there
even today. On the front side there was a flour mill. This
had been burnt. There was an oil mill afdour mill and a
thrasher also. This factory had started in the lifetime of
my father. All those three machines were there on 6"
December, 1992. Even today they are still there in the
burnt condition. One of the rooms has totally collapsed
and the other rooms stand in burnt condition. The house
was made of wooden logs. The house | live in is to the
east and has some rooms made of wooden logs and some
others made of cemented roof. About 15-16 rooms would
be of wooden log. They should be over hundred years old.
The rooms made of wooden log are double storey rooms.
The four rooms in the upper storey are made of wooden
logs and 8-10 rooms on the ground floor are made of
wooden logs. There is no third storey in this house. The
rooms on the ground floor are atleast of 12-13 feet height
and the first floor is also of the same height. The rooms
of north side of my house are made of wooden logs and
are double-storey rooms. The room with slab linter is
adjacent to the south. These slab lantered rooms are 20-
25 years old as | regularily get them repaired to keep them

for residential use.
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It is not correct to say that there is no courtyard
between the rooms to the north and the south. It is
correct that there is no stair case to go to the roof top of
the double-storey rooms. I had got the layout plan
approved by the municipality for the rooms that | had
constructed some 20-25 years ago. At that time, there
was one municipality for Ayodhya and Faizabad.

The property under dispute is to the north of my
house. Apart from the above-mentioned 2 houses, we
have 4-5 other house also. These houses are in Tedhi
Bazaar, Berwai Tola. The Berwai Tola mohalla is adjacent
to the back of P.S. Ram Janambhoomi. The houses at
Berwai Tola are at one place. These are double-storey
houses and are old ones. Their construction is also of old
type. These houses are situated at about one furlong. All
these houses are touching together. There are other
houses belonging to our family in that mohalla. There is
the house of my sister to the east of my house. The name
of my brother-in-law is Mohd. Karamat Ullah. There is a
road to the west of my house. That road passes through
Berwai Tola, Panda Tola and ends at Panchkosi
Parikrama. To the north of my house is the house of my
uncle Sheikh Bachchan. To the south also is the house of
my uncle. (then said, there is the house of my maternal

uncle (then said) my father’s cousin, Hazi Fayak).

| do not remember the plot nos. of these houses. |
do not remember even the numbers of the houses which
are being entered in the municipality records. But their
numbers must have been allotted. The demand for house-
tax in respect. of these houses used to come in my father’s
name as | have not got the necessary change of
ownership in my name and | pay the tax. The houses |
have mentioned above belong to my father. The brothers

of my father do not have any share in these houses. My
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uncles had their separate houses. The house of Hazi
Subrati is near our house in Tedi Bazaar. It is along the
roads. His house is adjacent to my house on the north
side. Subratti had passed away long back. | do not
exactly remember the year of his death. But he died after
the death of my father. He died at the age of about eighty
years. He had two sons behind — Wali Mohammed and
Mohammed Ahmed. There is a mosque at a distance of
about fifty yards from the house of Subrati. That is an old
mosque. We have been seeing it since our early age.
Hazi Subrati knew Urdu. He would have studied a little.
He had only one house, which is a double-storey house. |

do not know what had come to Haji's share at the time of
division of the property amongst the brothers. But we
have seen just one house with him. Subrati Saheb’s
source of income was agriculture and tobacco trade. |
cannot say where from he got the land. He had got
agricultural land and the source of which is not known to

me.

Salar Saheb had left Ayodhya for Faizabad. He had
a house there. He had no house in Ayodhya. His house
in Faizabad is in mohalla Niyanwan. For sometime, Salar
Saheb stayed with my father and then left for Faizabad. It
was long ago. His son was in railway service and lived in
Faizabad. Salar Saheb had a house in Ayodhya. His
grand children lived here. They have no agricultural land
in Ayodhya. Salar Saheb’s house in Ayodhya is in
Kaziyana mohalla. This is opposite to the national
highway. His grand son’s name is Rais Ahmed. Salar
Saheb had died before the death of my father. | was
about 18-19 years of age at the time of his death. | was
present at the occasion of his burial. Salar Mian had died
in Faizabad. His Ayodhya house had collapsed, he had

shifted to Faizabad. His sons and grand sons had
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reconstructed that house. | can not say when Salar Mian
left that damaged house or Ayodhya. There is a mosque
across the road opposite Salar Milan’s house. The
mosque is to the east of that road and Salar Mian’s house
is to the west where Salar Mian’s grandsons live in that
house. The mosque is also very old, but is very small in
size. This mosque is in Kaliyana. | cannot say if he had

inherited this property (house) from Chhajju Mian.

Matlab Saheb’s house is adjacent to my house in
Berwai Tola. It is to the south. He had no male child
(son). Matlab Mian died after the death of my father. He

also had agricultural land. Even today his property exists.

| cannot say if Chajju Mian had been a Zamindar.
But my father was certainly a Zamindar. We had our land
in Manjha. It is still there in Ayodhya city and also near
the Vakil Saheb’s house. It is called Manjha Mauja. All
the records regarding that land are available. Record is
worth 140 bigas of land. We get our lands cultivated
through our ‘Mujaras’ and through ‘batai’ also. We do not
pay our lagan in Nazul but we pay it in tehsil. | am
mentioning this about ‘Malguzari’ and not about ‘lagan’.
There are a number of Zamindars in manjha. | also know
the names of a few persons also. The manjha lands are
cultivated, there are orchards also. No land is wasted in
the river. Such conditions would have been prevalent
some 20-25 years ago. The Zamindari in manjha is still
prevalent and not discontinued. | have no ownership in
my name. The entries are still in my father’s name. My
name is used as care of (c/o). | have fields in my
possession in mauja manjha. All the fields are in my
possession. | myself give them on ‘batai’. Our city land is
of Nazul as well as in my subordination. The Nazul land is

on agricultural lease. The land in my subordination would
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be atleast 8-9 bighas. We had other zamindari land also
in the city. It is now 8-9 bighas. It is correct that we had
sold some land to Jagdish Gupta. | myself had purchased
this land. The house and that land together were one
bigha. That was a Kutcha bigha which is of 8 biswas. It is
wrong to say that only the Nazul land with me was under
cultivation. It is also wrong to say that the lease of the
said land had been cancelled. It is also wrong to say thét
| do not have any Nazul land as at present. It is also
wrong to say that the Zamindari system in mauja manjha
has been abolished. It is also wrong to say that the
Zamindari of mauja manjha chakra tirath has been
abolished. It is also wrong to say that the total property is
with the Nazul or any lease by the Nazul in my name

stands or this lease has been cancelled.

Our father used to grow tobacco also. He was a big

tobacco grower and trader.

We are two brothers. The name of my elder brother
is Haju Abdul Ahed. He is about 15 years older to me.
The age of my father was about 75 years at the time of his
death. He was a little bit educated rather very little but he
could sign and read a little Urdu also. He knew Hindi
also. | had seen him signing in Hindi. | had neither seen
him signing in Urdu nor did | need to see. My father had
also contested for the municipal election but | do not
remember in which year. | cannot tell if his election was
countermanded on the plea that he was not educated. He
was strong and healthy and a man of good stature. He

had no problem in walking.

My father had been associated with this case from
the very beginning. The suit started since the day the

idols were put in the mosque. Earlier the proceedings
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were being conducted in Faizabad. | cannot tell in which
court it was being conducted. Haji Faiku Saheb had been
pleading the case and attending the court also. | cannot
say if he had been going alone or someone had
accompanied him. | had not ever gone to the court with

my father.

My father had been going to the court regularly since
1949 to 1960 in connection with this case. He had expired
in 1960. He used to tell us at home that he had gone to
the court that day or had been coming back from there
that very day. This is why | say that he had been pleading
the case and had been going to court. He used to discuss
the matter with our mother and we could easily understand
that he had returned from the court. He used to go to
thecourt in connection with the Babari Masjid. There are
four parties to these cases. Nirmohi Akhara is one of
them. | cannot tell as to who had been my father’s
advocate in 1949-50. | cannot say if my father had filed
any civil suit or not. | had come to my senses at the age
of 8 years. The mosque under dispute had not been
attached at that time. No portion of it had been attached.
It had never been attached. When there was no
attachment, the question of any person being appointed as
a receiver of the property did not arise. We did not know
anything about the attachment. Now | know what the
attachment is. | didn’t know it at that time that it was
attached when the idol was put there in 1949. | was not a
party to the case at that time. My father was a party to
the case at the time of attachment. | received the notice
in 1989 and then | became a party. My brother had also
become a party to the case. We came to know about the
attachment only after the idol was put in. But | cannot tell
in which year when | came to know it. | cannot say as to

how many years after installation of the idol | came to



3745

know of attachment. Even till today | do not know who
was appointed as receiver in connection with this

attachment.

| had head that Shri Priya Dutta Ram was the
Chairman of the municipality. But | cannot say whether he
was the Chairman then also when my father had been

elected as a member.

| do not know anything about the cases stated to be
of Shri Gopal Singh Visharad. | received the court notice
in the case of Nirmohi Akhara. My father was also a party
to this case. In this case, | did not file a Answer. My
father would have responded. He certainly had responded
because he was a party in the case. Our Advocates are
Shri Jilani Saheb, Shri Mannan Saheb and Mushtaq
Saheb. They are pursuing all the proceedings. They were
the advocates from the very beginning. When we received
notice in 1989, we also approached them. (The learned
Advocate drew the attention of the witness to paper
No.41-A at which the witness replied). The counter
Answer paper 41-A (page 7) carries the signatures of my
father. | recognize the signatures. This pertains to case
file No.3/89. | recognize the signatures of my father and
Haji Mohd. Fayak and Haji Faiku on it. Haji Faiku was my
father and Haji Fayak was my uncle. As | have stated
earlier. | knew Ahmed Hussain alias Achhan Mian. |
cannot say if this paper carried his signatures also. |
cannot say if the counter Answer was filed in the court on
28'" March, 1960.

| have not received any notice except in the case of
Nirmohi Akhara. | did not feel the necessity of going
through the counter Answer of this case and this is why |

made no effort. The case relates to Babari Masjid which
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we say is ours. The Nirmohi Akhara people claim it as
their property. | do not know the Nirmohi Akhara has filed
a suit regarding which property or in context with which
portion of the property under dispute. | only know this
much that all the property whether inside or the outside
the mosque was part of the mosque and hence belongs to
us.

My brother-in-law Maulana Karamatullah had expired
a long ago. He had expired about 10-12 uears ago. He
had a brick kiln and a shop also. Sheikh Bachchan was in
our family and happened to be my undle. He was the son
of my father’s aunt (mausi). He had also died long ago. It
must have been over 20 years now. Sheikh Bachchan was
a farmer. He had his own agricultural land. He used to
grow tobacco and some other crops also. People from our
family lived in Tedi Bazaar Mohalla and Berwai Tola.
Other people also lived there and still are living. The
families of Allah Nawaz, Ismail, Razzak Saheb, Kallu
Saheb, Shami Saheb live there. It is difficult to name
everybody because so many families lived there. Beside
our family there would be at least fifty muslim families
there. The house of Ismail Saheb is situated to the south
of the Tedi Bazar Masjid. There must a gap of 50-60
yards. In between there are the houses of Ayodhya
Pandey and Shiv Kumar. These are 3-4 houses of Hindus.
It is wrong to say that the land in between is lying vacant.
The house of Lala Saval Prasad Srivastava is also
situated there. First, there is a way to the north of the
mosque, and then there is the house of Ram Chandra Teli.
It is wrong to say that there is no Muslim house to the
north of the mosque upto Dorahi Kuan. | have been asked
about this very road and | replied about the same. There
are 10-15 Muslim houses from this mosque to Dorahi

Kuan.
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Question:- Whether there are any house'belonging to
Muslim Community on the road itself to a little
north of Tedi Bazar Masjid and in between
Dorahi Kuan masjid?

Answer: Ten to fifteen Muslim houses are situated in
between.

These houses belong to Master Nadeeb, who is the
Pesh Imam (the first Imam) of Tedi Bazar Masjid, Akbar
Saheb and three-four other people of his family, Aamir,
Sharief,' Lala and a few others whose names | can not
remember. |t is wrong to say that the houses of Sharif,
Aamir and Lala are to the north of Dorahi Kuan. (Himself
said that their houses are in front of the mosque). The
Dorahi Kuan mosque must be 20-25 feet long and 30-35
feet wide. There is a small house to the south of that
mosque and then a small temple. It is wrong to say that to
the south of this temple there is the Gayatri Sanskrit
Vidyalaya. There is no school but the land beyond the
road has been acquired and is occupied by the P.A.C.
This road is from south to north. The temple | have
mentioned and which is to the south of this mosque, is
lying to the west of the road. The land to the east of the
road opposite the temple has been acquired. There is a
way to the south of this temple and then the house of a
Daroga (the policeman) Pandey Ji. There are many other
houses also. | can not say to whom they belong. The
Gayatri Patshala and the Govt. Ayurvedic Dispensary are
100 yards away from that point. | know nothing about the
‘Mangal Bhawan’ temple. Gokul Bhawan is opposite the
‘Vashisht Kund’ from there. There is house also in front of
Gokul Bhawan. There is a printing press also. The
dispensary is about 20-25 yards ahead of the Gokul
Bhawan. There is a ground in it, which forms part of the
dispensary compound. The P.A.C. is stationed here. This

compound is adjoining the road; Vashisht Bhawan is at
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about ten yards away from the dispensary. The plot of
land to the south of the dispensary belongs to Shastriji.
That is a road, which leads to his house. Thereafter,
there is a press and again a house. This press and the
house both belong to a Hindu. First there is Vashisht
Kund temple and then the house of Ram Asray Yadav.
After the house of Ram Asray Yadav is the agriculture
land of Dhanpat Yadav. After this land comes the house
of Hari Kishan Ji. Behind that there are houses belonging
to Muslim community. Then there is ‘Tehsildar’'s house
which has no school. | do not know the name of the
‘Tehsildar’. He is some Pandey but | am not sure. It is
correct that from the house of Tehsildar to the Dorahi
Kuan Masjid road, there are houses belonging to Hindu
Community. There is way to the west of Dorahi Kuan
Masjid. To the north of the mosque, there are houses
belonging to Muslim Community. (Then said: first a road
comes to the north and then there are houses of Hindus
and then that of the Muslims).

The Dorahi Kuan Chauraha (crossing) may now be
called ‘Janambhoomi Chauraha’ but it was not called so
before. | do not accept that, the point is now famous as
Janambhoomi Chauraha.

The statement was read out to me and | certify it.

Sd/-
Haji Mahboob Ahmad
17.9.96

Asked to be present again on 18.9.1996 for further
deposition.
Typed by the stenographer in the open court on

dictation by me.

Sd/-
17.9.96
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(In continuation of 17.9.1996)

P.W.2 Deposition on oath by Haji Mohammad Ahmed

continued:

It is correct that there is a well adjacent to Dorahi
Masjid. The Chowraha (Crossing) is ahead of the well.
Two roads cross each other at this chowraha which is
after the well. It is wrong to say that there is a road
adjacent to Dorahi Kuan, which goes from west to east
upto Ramkot Mohalla. There is a Mud (kachcha) road, and
not a pucca road, to the south of Lala tailor’s shop. This
road and not the lane, goes upto Lala’s house and ends
there. The land to the south of this Kachcha road has
been acquired. It is correct to say that towards north
there are four houses adjacent to Lala tailor. These
houses include those of Aamir’'s and Sharief's houses.
Apart from this, Babu tailor’'s house is also on the same
road. There is a chowraha (a crossing) near Dorahi Kuan.
Therefore, Dorahi Kuan Chowraha is a peculiar name of
the crossing. The road adjacent to Dorahi Kuan leads to
Brama Kund and to Babri Masjid also. It is wrong to say
that this crossing is different from Dorahi Kuan crossing.
This is only one place. This is the only crossing. It is
wrong to say that the Kachcha road to the north of Lala
Tailor’'s shop goes to the disputed site. The road that
comes from Tedi Bazar, joins this crossing and leads to
Babari Masjid. Lala Tailor’s house comes in the way.
This road is to the north of Lala Tailor’'s house. The
Kachcha road is not a thorough-fare. That is a kachcha
way (pagdandi) that can be formed anywhere. The road
that begins at Dorahi Chowraha goes to lkhlag's house
and to Brahma Kund also. | know Ikhlaq very well. There
is a mosque in the house of lkhlag. Ikhlag’s house is to

the west of this chowraha. While the disputed site is to
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the east of this chowraha. But the distance of Ikhlag’s

house is comparatively less than that of the disputed site.

It is possible that the disputed property is in Mauja
Kot Ram Chandra. It is correct that Mohalla Ramkot,
Mohalla Suthati and Mohalla Hanuman Garhi form part of
Mauja Kot Ram Chandra. These three mohallas are at
some height (then said: Mauja Kot Ram Chandra is also
called Azhar Mohal). | do not know the meaning of the
word ‘Mohal’. | do now the number of ‘Zamindars’ in
Mauja Kot Ram Chandra. But | know that Achchan Mian
was a Zamindar there. | cannot say Achchan Mian was
the Zamindar of how much portion. | cannot say how
much land he owned as Zamindar in Mauja Kot Ram
Chandra. But | can say that his land was adjacent to
Babari Masjid and stretched far away. The Zamindari is
with his family now. His land is to the east and the south
of the disputed property. He has land to the north and to
Suthati also. There were graveyards by the side of the
disputed property and his land started from near the
graveyard. This was also the position on the eastern and

southern side of the disputed site.

When | came to my senses, | had noticed that people
kept on frequently visiting to the disputed property. But
usually | did not use that way. So | cannot say if there
were any restrictions on the people’s movement there or
not. | came to my senses at the age of ten to eleven
years. | had gone to the disputed property even after the
age of 10-11 years. Recently, | had gone there on the 14"
of this month. The court’s commission had gone there. |
came to my senses at the age of eleven years. Since then,
| have not gone towards the diputed property after the
idols had been placed there and Muslims were not going

there out of fear. When | did not go there, the question
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does not arise that | should tell if there was any tree or a
road or some property to the east. The heavy movement
on the road connecting north-west from Tedi Bazar to
Dorahi Kuan continued as usual because | had my
agricultural land there which was 100 yds. away from the
disputed property. The disputed property was visible from
my field. There was no building in between only a ground
and some trees were there. This was a Nazul land. | had
been tilling this land since the time of my father. | used to
go to the field off and on with my father. Even after
becoming an adult, | sometimes used to go to this field.
This field of ours was in limits of Awadh Khas. | cannot
say if the eastern boundary of mauja Awadh Khas started
50 yards beyond the disputed building. | cannot say if
excavation work was under taken in 1975 at the back of
the disputed building of mauja Kot Ram Chandra . It is
correct that some excavation was carried out on behalf of
the Govt. in Mauja Kot Ram Chandra land behind the
disputed building, during the period from 1969 to 1982. |
cannot say if the digging was 17 feet deep or more or less
than that. The digging work must have been undertaken
at 14 sites. There existed no temple to the south of the
disputed building. When that land was acquired after
1990, a room was seen on a dune in the southern
direction, | cannot say if that was Sumitra Bhawan. |
cannot say if that room was demolished in 1991 or 1992,
or not. Far away from the mosque, there is Ram Jiyawan
garden to the south. This garden must be about 300 to
350 yards away from the disputed building. There is a
footpath (pagdandi) along the Ram Jiyawan garden and
people use that path. There is a place near the Ram
Jiyawan Bagh, which is called by the others as the second
‘Farik Kuber Tila’ — and call it the mazar of Azharhatti
Shah. That place is adjacent to Ram Jiyawan Bagh to the

west-south. This place is at a handsome height. The
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place which others call as the second Farik Kuber Tila and
which we call as mazar of Azharhatti is at a height from
the disputed building. | cannot say as to what would
be the said height but that height is definitely a bit higher
than that of the disputed building. | had talked of the
height of the surface of the building and not that of the
roof-top. If the height of the building is included then this
would be higher than that of the Kuber Tila alias mazar of
Hattishah. The constructional height of the disputed

building from the surface would be 30-35 feet.

I know the mazar of Hattishah. He was an elderly
man. | did not know him personally. | had heard the
name of Hattishah from my elders. There is a mazar on
this tila. This mazar was damaged after the Babari Masjid
was locked i.e. 1949. | or my father or some other Muslim
did not claim the Mazar having been damaged. There is
no such tila to the east of this tila, which is called

‘Lakshman Tekri’.

The well was at a distance of hundred steps to the
east of the disputed building. When | went to offer
Namaz, | used to see that well. | did not go there after the
idol was put and thus did not have chance to see the well.
The duty to draw water was that of the Moazzim. Ismail
Saheb was the moazzim there. | cannot say to which
place Ismail Saheb belonged. | had seen him. According
to my guess, his age at that time must have been 30-35
years and it was not less than that. My age at that time
was 11-12 years. | cannot say whether Ismail Saheb used
to live in this very building or not. The outer gate of the
disputed building on the eastern side was without door.
There was no way to the west of the disputed building
where the wall ended. There was no wall beyond that

point where the western wall of the disputed building
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ended, The slope began at that point because that,
building had been constructed at the height. There were
two to four graves beyond the point where the northern
wall of this building ends and then the slope began.
These graves could be called mazars also. Thereafter,
the slope of the road began. These were pucca graves
and samadhi (Tubrat) was also on them. There was a two-
three feet wide path between the mazars near the northern
wall. This place was used as a path and was used when
the building was cleaned and whitewashed. The state of
affairs was the same in the case of western wall behind
this building. There was also a two-three feet gap. The
land to the south of the disputed building was not plain. It
was uneven. There was graveyard and some vacant land
on that side. There was a way and a ground to the east
side of the building and outside the main gate. If someone
wanted to walk down all around the building while entering
through the main gate to the east of the building, one
could walk along the path (pagdandi). There was a road
to the north of the mosque and the Janam Sthan Mandir to
the north of the road. That Mandir still exists. | cannot
say if that Mandir is called ‘Sita Rasoi’ also, but surely
that is the temple. | cannot say if there had been a
signboard depicting the name of the temple. | never go to
that side hence cannot say whether any stone has been
fixed on eastern side and in front of the temple and

whether something has been engraved on that stone.

| had been accompanying my father for offering
Namaz in the disputed building. | did not notice whether
any stone had been fixed there on the eastern side and in

front of the temple depicting or something written on it.

Kaziyana mohalla would be about 200 yards away

from the Ram Jiyawan Bagh. | cannot tell if Kaziyana
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mohalla comes under mauja Jalwanpur. Kaziyana mohalla
is to the west of the Faizabad-Gorakhpur road. Some
portion of Kaziyana mohalla also extends to the east of
the road. Paji Tola Mohalla is also to the east of that

road. Paji Tola and Kutiya Mohalla are di