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AYODHYA LAND DISPUTE- 

HISTORICAL LEGAL BATTLE 
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ABSTRACT 
 
Religious beliefs, sentiments, faith are the basis of any religion and they cannot be questioned by anyone. Ayodhya 

land dispute is not merely about the civil land dispute but involves the faith and belief of the Hindus and Muslims. This 
paper highlights the historical events which lead to the rise of the dispute and answers the question of why it took too long in 
solving this dispute. What happened was that the Hindus believed that there was a temple on the disputed site that was 
destroyed and later on the Babri masjid was built on the same location. The parties to the dispute demanded their ownership 
right over the disputed land. The whole dispute revolves around the religious sentiments and the judgment which was passed 
by the Allahabad High Court in the year 2010. This paper focuses on what was the whole dispute about, who were the 
parties to the dispute and what were their claims along with the analysis of the judgment. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
  

The so famous Ayodhya dispute is all about a disputed site which is recognized as a 

holy place in both Hindu and Muslim religion. It took years in resolving the dispute amongst 

the parties to the case. The dispute is a really sensitive one as it is connected with the 

religious sentiments of the communities. India is the only country that follows secularism and 

all the religions have been given the freedom to worship and promote their religion. This 

dispute is not just an ordinary civil dispute but is connected with the dispute between the 

beliefs of the two communities which are Hindu and Muslim. 

It wasn’t an easy task to come to any conclusion in this case.  If we look at the whole history, 

we will realize how madly the people of both the religions wanted the possession of this 

disputed site. If we turn back to the time when the Babri masjid was demolished we will 

come to know the reality of that time. Numerous riots all over the country and feelings of 

hatred between Hindus and Muslims went on and on. Basically, both the religions demanded 

the ownership of the disputed land following their belief that the place is considered holy. 

Before passing the judgment of the case the main concern was preventing further disputes 

which may occur in anger from either side after the passing of the judgment. 

Ayodhya Land Dispute case is one of the largest legal battles in Indian history as a total of 40 

days of continuous hearing took place in order to solve the dispute and come to the 

conclusion. 

To comprehend the justification for the judgement, one must first learn about the past of the 

holy land Ayodhya. Ayodhya is an ancient city in northern India, situated in the state of Uttar 

Pradesh's south-central region. It is located east of Faizabad on the Ghaghara River. The city 

of Ayodhya is also known as Oudh or Awadh. According to Hindu tales, this holy site is the 

birthplace of Lord Ram and is one of Hinduism's seven sacred sites. Hindus believe that the 

Babri Masjid was constructed later, on the site of Lord Ram's birthplace. Muslims, on the 

other hand, claim it to be the location of the Babri Masjid, where they used to pray and which 

was built as a tribute to Emperor Babur but later destroyed by Hindus in 1992. 

In essence, the Supreme Court reversed a 2010 Allahabad High Court decision that divided 

the title to the Babri Mosque / Ram Janmabhoomi site among the parties in conflict. 
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The case's judgement was reserved on October 16, 2019, and it was announced on November 

9, 2019. 

Following the ruling in the Ayodhya dispute, India's Prime Minister, Mr. Narendra Modi, 

announced in the Lok Sabha in February 2020 that the government had approved the 

proposal for "Shri Ramjanmabhoomi Tirtha Kshetra." 

In August 2020, our Prime Minister travelled to Ayodhya to lay the foundation stone (a 40 kg 

silver brick) for the construction of the Ram Temple at the Ram Janmabhoomi site. 

Every political party used the Ayodhya Land dispute to win elections, and as a result, the 

dispute became politicised, and the people lost hope that the dispute would be resolved one 

day. Many people wished to see the conflict resolved within their lifetime. On the day the 

Ayodhya verdict was declared, it felt like a dream come true. 

Obviously, the losing party was dissatisfied, but the judiciary did its utmost to satisfy both 

sides. 

 

All of the suspects in the Babri Masjid demolition were later acquitted, with the court 

concluding that there was no evidence against them 

 

As per the court, “All evidence in the chargesheet was examined. The crime alleged against 

the accused could not be proven,”. The court said in the 2,300-page verdict that evidence 

submitted by the CBI in the form of newspaper clippings, video cassettes, tapes, printed 

material, speeches, and witness testimonies made it “clear that there was no moment when 

the accused persons gathered in a room to plan the scheme to demolish the structure.”1 

 

 

II. WHAT HAPPENED? – THE TIMELINE 
 

Whether the dispute is all about Temple to Mosque or Mosque to Temple. Why is the 

Ayodhya case so complicated? These are the basic questions revolving in one's mind. It is 

complicated to trace the history of the case. 
                                                             

1 THE HINDU, https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/babri-masjid-demolition-case-verdict-all-32-accused-

acquitted/article32729550.ece (last visited March 8, 2021) 

https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/babri-masjid-demolition-case-verdict-all-32-accused-acquitted/article32729550.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/babri-masjid-demolition-case-verdict-all-32-accused-acquitted/article32729550.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/babri-masjid-demolition-case-verdict-all-32-accused-acquitted/article32729550.ece
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We may say that the history of this case is approximately 500 years old and began in the year 

1528 when the Babri Masjid was built by the commander of Babur named Mir Baqi as a 

tribute to Babur. The local people of this place believed that the Babri Mosque was 

constructed after destroying the Ram Temple situated at that place. Due to this, the first riot 

took place between Hindus and Muslims during 1853-59. At that moment the British 

government interfered in order to end the riot and stated that this area shall be divided into 

two parts in which the inner place will be used by Muslims and the outer place will be used 

by the Hindus and hence they did fence off the place.  

 

In the year 1885 for the first time, this matter reached the court when Mahant Ragubir Das 

demanded the construction of a roof on the outer side for worship and prayers. 

 

 

1. AFTER INDEPENDENCE 
 

23/12/1949 is marked as an important and historical date in the Ayodhya land dispute case as 

on this date the idol of Lord Ram was placed inside the main area of the Mosque and Hindus 

started worshiping in that place. Things got worse and in order to control the situation, the 

government closed the whole place and put a ban on that area. Numerous civil cases were 

filed for removing the ban from that area which includes the civil case filed by Mahant Ram 

Chandra Das in 1950 demanding the right to worship of the Hindus in that area. Later in 

1959, the case was filed by Nirmohi akhara in order to get possession of the whole area, and 

later after 2 years in 1961 Sunni Waqf board filed the case for the possession of the land. 

In 1986 the Faizabad district court passed an order and permitted the Hindus to worship in 

that place. Due to this decision, the Muslims were aggrieved and formed their committee 

named Babri Mosque Action Committee. 

Later on, in 1989 another case was filed in the name of Ram Lalla Virajman for the 

ownership of the whole area. The situation kept on declining. And things got worse when in 

the year 1990 the minister Lal Krishna Advani started a rath yatra from Somnath, Gujarat to 

Ayodhya, UP. Due to this, the riots started all over India. He was immediately arrested in the 

state of Bihar. 

We can say that the most important date in the whole dispute is 6/12/1992 when the 1000s of 

Hindus (Kar Sevak) went to Ayodhya and demolished the Babri Masjid. They also 
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constructed a temporary Ram Temple at the location. After this controversial incident, 

numerous riots took place all over India. 

On 16/12/1992, a Liberhan committee was appointed in order to look into the matter and to 

find those who were responsible for the incident. The government at that time proposed that 

in that disputed area there shall be the construction of a Ram Temple, Mosque, library, 

museum, etc. But this was strongly opposed. 

Later at 2002 PM of that time, Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee started the Ayodhya Vibhag with 

the objective of resolution between Hindus and Muslims. 

Later on, in the year 2002 the Prime Minister of that time, Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee started 

the Ayodhya Vibhag with the objective of resolution between Hindus and Muslims. 

In April 2002, to decide ownership of the disputed area, the bench of 3 judges (justice Sudhir 

Agarwal, S U Khan, D V Sharma) was constructed in Allahabad HC. The court directed the 

Archaeological Survey of India to investigate the disputed site and submit the report as soon 

as possible. So as per the report of ASI, it was established that there was a Temple in the 

disputed area in the 12th century and later in 1528 there was the Mosque in the same area and 

there were no evidences for the period of 300 years but if we connect the dots, we will reach 

to the conclusion that in the 12th century there was a Temple and later on in 1528 there was 

the Mosque and if we hear to the local people then it is established that the Mosque was built 

by demolishing the Temple. After considering all the reports and pieces of evidence, 

Allahabad High Court, the Lucknow bench delivered a historical judgment on 10 /09/2010. 

The court divided the whole disputed area into 3 parts and gave the first area of Ram murti to 

Ram Lalla Virajman; the second area of Sita Rasoi Bhandara, Ram chabutra, and storeroom 

was given to Nirmohi Akhara; and the third area was given to Sunni Waqf board. On 

9/5/2011 the Hon'ble Supreme Court put a stay on this judgment of Allahabad HC. 

The court also said that “even as a matter of maintaining public peace and tranquillity, the 

solution which commended itself to the [Allahabad] High Court [division of the property into 

three parts] is not feasible. The disputed site measures all of 1500 square yards. Dividing the 

land will not sub-serve the interest of either of the parties or secure a lasting sense of peace 

and tranquillity.”2 This was, thus, the central concern of the court in this historic dispute. 

                                                             
2 THE HINDU, https://www.thehindu.com/opinion/op-ed/several-positives-for-the-muslim-

plaintiffs/article29947180.ece (last visited March 10, 2021) 

https://www.thehindu.com/opinion/op-ed/several-positives-for-the-muslim-plaintiffs/article29947180.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/opinion/op-ed/several-positives-for-the-muslim-plaintiffs/article29947180.ece
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Allahabad HC judgment was termed as unsustainable judgment as no such relief was asked 

from either party to the case.  

In 2016 a case was filed in Hon'ble Supreme Court by Subramanian Swamy for the 

construction of Ram Temple and later in March 2017 the Chief Justice of Hon'ble Supreme 

Court named J S Kehar suggested resolving this dispute mutually outside the court. 

The Hon'ble Supreme Court stated that the hearing of this case will begin from January 2019 

for which a bench of 5 judges was constructed including Justice Ranjan Gogoi, Sharad 

Arvind Bobde,  S Abdul Nazeer, Ashok Bhushan, and D.Y. Chandrachud S Abdul Nazeer. 

And on 8 March 2019, the Hon'ble Supreme Court asked for settling the dispute through 

court-regulated mediation, and the report of this mediation was submitted by the panel later 

in May 2019. After this, one of the longest hearings of 40 days started in the Hon'ble 

Supreme Court from 6/8/2019- 14/10/2019. The Court reserved the judgment and asked the 

parties to submit a moulding of relief. 

There were three parties to the suit which were the Nirmohi Akhara, Sunni Waqf board, and 

Ram Lalla Virajman. Nirmohi akhara was represented by Sushil Kumar Jain. They asked for 

the ownership of the whole inner area which has been there since 1934 but had no document 

which shows that they had the possession. 

Sunni Waqf Board was represented by Rajiv Dhawan. They claimed that the only fact which 

should be considered is that on 6/12/1992 there was a Mosque in the disputed area and 1949 

in the middle of the night the idol of Lord Ram was placed inside the area which was an 

illegal act. And also, that only the Ram Chabutra is the real birthplace of Lord Ram. 

Ram Lalla Virajman was represented by CS Vaidyanathan. And according to them, there was 

always a Ram Temple in that area which was demolished and the Mosque was built and since 

1949 they had possession of the area, and as per the ASI report, the pillars of Babri Mosque 

contain the Hon'ble Supreme scriptures of Hindus. 

III. VERDICT BY THE HON’BLE SUPREME 
COURT 
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Ayodhya land dispute was stretched more than a decade. In this case, Lord Ram is 

considered a legal person. The Hon'ble Supreme Court of India came to its final judgment on 

9 November 2019 which says that the disputed site to be handed over to Ram Lalla that is 

2.77 acres and 5acres of land to be given to Sunni Waqf Board at any suitable location in 

Ayodhya for construction of Mosque. 

 

The court stated that as per the Hindu belief the disputed site is the birthplace of Lord Ram 

and the Muslims said that the demolished building belonged to them and so the site as well. 

As per the court, the presence of Sita Rasoi, Ram Chabutra, and Bhandar Grih are evidence 

of the religious fact of the place. It was said by the apex court that the decision cannot merely 

be based on the beliefs and ASI report but should be based on the legal principles. The 

Supreme Court also declared that the building underneath the disputed site was not an Islamic 

structure, but the ASI was unable to prove that the Ram Temple was demolished in order to 

construct the mosque. 

 

According to the Supreme Court, the Hindus had established their claim to the outer 

courtyard, while the UP Sunni Central Waqf Board had failed to do so in the Ayodhya 

dispute. 

 

A five-judge bench headed by Chief Justice Ranjan Gogoi ruled that the possession of the 

disputed 2.77-acre land would be handed over to the deity Ram Lalla, in a landmark decision, 

However, the property will be taken over by a government trust for the construction of the 

Temple, while the Sunni Wakf Board will be granted a suitable alternative plot of land 

measuring 5 acres in a prominent location in Ayodhya. 

 

The Supreme Court also ordered the Centre to form a board of trustees within three months, 

after which the trust would be given the disputed land.  

It is thus concluded on the conclusion that faith and belief of Hindus since prior to 

construction of Mosque and subsequent thereto has always been that Janmaasthan of Lord 

Ram is the place where Babri Mosque has been constructed which faith and belief is proved 

by documentary and oral evidence as discussed.3 

  

 

                                                             
3 M Siddiq (D) Thr Lrs v. Mahant Suresh Das & Ors, Supreme Court, available at 

https://www.sci.gov.in/pdf/JUD_2.pdf  

https://www.sci.gov.in/pdf/JUD_2.pdf
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IV. IMPACT OF THE VERDICT 
  

The impact of the Ayodhya verdict had led to the anger state of mind in many citizens 

in India. The most controversial part of the case was that the historical record before the 18th 

century is absent which throws light on the claim that the Ram Temple was destroyed in 

order to construct the Babri Mosque. The apex court highlighted that the Hindu witnesses 

who themselves testified that Ram's birthplace is not mentioned in Tulsidas's 

Ramcharitmanas and even Valmiki's Ramayana. 

It was said that “whether a belief is justified lies beyond [the] ken of judicial scrutiny.” It 

went on to hold that “once the witnesses have deposed the basis of the belief and there is 

nothing to doubt its genuineness, it is not open to the court to question the basis of belief. 

Scriptural interpretations are susceptible to a multitude of inferences. The court would do 

well not to step into the pulpit by adjudging which, if any, of competing interpretations 

should be accepted.”4 

It has been history that no judgment is accepted wholly by the parties to the case. The one 

who wins the case accepts the judgment and on the other side, the one who loses retaliates 

and stays unhappy. Similarly, the Ayodhya verdict was accepted by the majority but was 

condemned by some Muslim leaders. 

Muslim party has filed a written submission in the court stating that there will be 

consequences for the future polity in the future. It was said that this verdict will have an 

impact on the nation and so the court must keep the constitutional values in their mind. 

"The Muslim party contestants before this Hon'ble Court wish to state that: the decision by 

this Hon'ble Court, whichever way it goes, will impact future generations. It will also have 

consequences for the polity of this country," the note prepared by senior lawyer Rajeev 

Dhavan, appearing for the Muslim parties, said. It said that "this court's decision may impact 

the minds of millions who are citizens of this country and who believe in constitutional values 

embraced by all when India was declared a republic on January 26, 1950."5 

                                                             
4 THE STATESMAN, https://www.thestatesman.com/india/ayodhya-verdict-will-impact-future-generations-

muslim-parties-tell-supreme-court-1502812596.html  (last visited March 10, 2021) 
5 THE ECONOMIC TIMES  https://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/politics-and-nation/ayodhya-verdict-

will-have-consequences-for-future-polity-of-country-muslim-parties/articleshow/71682971.cms?from=mdr  

(last visited on March 9, 2021) 

https://www.thehindu.com/opinion/op-ed/several-positives-for-the-Muslim-plaintiffs/article29947180.ece
https://www.thehindu.com/opinion/op-ed/several-positives-for-the-Muslim-plaintiffs/article29947180.ece
https://www.thestatesman.com/india/ayodhya-verdict-will-impact-future-generations-muslim-parties-tell-supreme-court-1502812596.html
https://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/politics-and-nation/ayodhya-verdict-will-have-consequences-for-future-polity-of-country-muslim-parties/articleshow/71682971.cms?from=mdr
https://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/politics-and-nation/ayodhya-verdict-will-have-consequences-for-future-polity-of-country-muslim-parties/articleshow/71682971.cms?from=mdr
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It was stated that no matter in what way the decision goes but it will impact the future 

generation of the country. 

During the election campaign, BJP declared the Ayodhya Land dispute as one of its main 

agendas, and the verdict will affect the Indian polity as what the party said was fulfilled. The 

judgment will indeed shape the Indian polity. 

The effect of the verdict was visible throughout the nation. Hindus celebrated the evening by 

lightening the diyas and they believed that Ram Lalla had returned to Ayodhya. 

 

V. ANALYSIS 
 

Ayodhya's verdict was of great significance and was going to affect the nation at 

large. India is a secular nation and respects all the religions. It was feared that this judgment 

might spread a feeling of hatred amongst the religious communities. 

As the Ayodhya verdict was about to be passed there were a lot of rumors all over the social 

platform. It was said that the Muslim community is fully against the claim that the disputed 

site was the birthplace of Lord Ram. The author is of the view that this highlighted matter is 

false as many Muslims of Ayodhya and even around the country are in favor of the claim that 

the disputed site belonged to the Hindus and is the birthplace of Lord Ram. As researching on 

the dispute and going through the statements of the ASI report it can be concluded that in the 

12th century there was a Temple at the location of the disputed site and later in 1528 there 

was a mosque. The data in between these periods are nowhere mentioned but we can 

conclude that the Mosque was built at the location of the previous Temple.  

It was all over the internet that the dramatic scene happened inside the courtroom on the last 

hearing date of the case. The advocate who was representing Sunni Central Waqf Board tore 

the map which was the one that was illustrating the place of birth of Lord Ram. This act can 

never be excused. Such acts are wrong in the eyes of law and even morality irrespective of 

religion. This act was condemned all over the nation. 
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Section 3776  of CrPC gives the power to issue an order in urgent cases of the nuisance of 

apprehended danger, prohibits public gathering, and was imposed in some parts of the 

country just before pronouncing the judgment in order to prevent disputes which may take 

place in the corners of the country due to the judgment. But we are glad and really happy that 

after the declaration of the Ayodhya verdict there was not much hatred and riots among the 

religion of Hindu and Muslims. It felt good that the citizens are well aware of the facts and 

tend to maintain harmony among themselves. The people out there had faith in the judiciary 

system. 

So, on 9 November 2019 the centuries-old, Ayodhya land dispute came to an end with a 

unanimous decision by the bench as Hindu litigants succeeded in establishing their 

possession in the outer courtyard of the disputed site.  

The court was of the view that this was necessary because the court “must ensure that a 

wrong committed must be remedied,” the judges said, adding that “tolerance and mutual co-

existence nourish the secular commitment of our nation and its people.”7 

I.  

                                                             
6 The Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, § 377, No. 2, Acts of Parliament, 1973 (India) 
7 OBSERVER RESEARCH FOUNDATION, https://www.orfonline.org/expert-speak/looking-at-the-pros-and-

cons-of-ayodhya-judgement-57681/  (last visited on March 9, 2021) 

https://www.orfonline.org/expert-speak/looking-at-the-pros-and-cons-of-ayodhya-judgement-57681/
https://www.orfonline.org/expert-speak/looking-at-the-pros-and-cons-of-ayodhya-judgement-57681/
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