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Purpose Of Weekly Islam Journal/ वीकली इस्लाम

जर्नल का उद्दशे्य/ ویکلی اسلام جرنل کا مقصد 

ویکلی اسلام جرنل کا مقصد مسلمانوں کو سیدھے راستے یعنی صراطِ مستقیم کی طرف 

بلانا ہے، اور غیر مسلموں کو اسلام کے صحیح پیغام سے آگاہ کرنا اور ان کی غلط 

فہمیوں کو دور کرنا ہے۔

The purpose of Weekly Islam Journal is to call Muslims towards the 

straight path i.e. Siratal Mustakeem and to make Non-Muslims aware 

about the true message of Islam & to remove their misconceptions.

वीकली इस्लाम जर्नल का उद्दशे्य मसुलमार्ों को सीधा रास्ता, अर्ानत् सिरातुल मुस्तक़ीम, की ओर बलुार्ा है और गरै–मसुलमार्ों को इस्लाम

के सच्चे संदशे से पररचचत करार्ा तर्ा उर्की गलतफ़हचमयों को दरू करर्ा ह।ै
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Dars E Quran 

(Quran Section)                                                  

01

Ayat of the Week: 

جیـم أعَـوذُ باِلِله مِنَ الشَّیْـطانِ الرَّ

حِیْمِ  حْمٰنِ الرَّ ِ الرَّ بِسْمِ اللّٰه
“I seek refuge in Allah from the accursed devil.”

“In the name of Allah, the Most Gracious, the Most Merciful.”

َ حَقَّ تقُٰتِ  ایَُّهَا الَّذِیْنَ اٰمَنوُا اتَّقوُا اللّٰه
سْ یٰٰۤ ََّ وَ انَْتمُْ مُّ ََ تمَُوْتنَُّ اِ لِمُونَ ْ ه ٖ وَ 

(102)سورہ ال عمران 



“O believers! Fear Allah as He deserves to be 
feared, and be careful that death does not come 

to you except in a state of complete 
submission—while you are Muslims.”

Surah Aal-e-Imran — Ayat Number 102

Translation of the Ayat



That is, remain steadfast in 
obedience and loyalty to Allah 
until the moment of death.”

Surah Aal-e-Imran - Ayat Number 102

Tafseer of the Ayat



Dars E Ahadees

(Ahadees Section)                                                  
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Ahadees of the Week: 

ُ عَنْهُ قاَلَ قاَلَ رسول اللہ صلی مَا مِنْ »: اللہ علیہ وسلم عَنْ أبَيِ ذَر ٍّ رَضِيَ اللَّّٰ

ُ ثمَُّ مَاتَ عَلىَ ذَلِكَ إِ  ََّ اللَّّٰ ََ إلِهََ إِ ََّ دَخَلَ الْجَنَّةَ عَبْدٍّ قاَلَ 

5827صحیح بخاری 
Hazrat Abu Dharr ( ( رضي الله عنه reported that the Messenger of Allah ( ( صلى الله عليه وسلم

said:
“Whoever affirms that there is no deity worthy of worship except 

Allah, and then dies upon this belief, will enter Paradise.”



Current Issue & Weekly message for Ummah
6 December : A Black Day for Muslim Ummah

6 December 1992 is remembered as a black day in the history of the Muslim
Ummah, particularly in India. On this day in 1992, the Babri Masjid in
Ayodhya(Faizabad) was demolished- an act that deeply wounded the
religious sentiments of Millions of Muslims and shock the foundations of
secularism, constitutional values and the rule of law. On 6th December
1992, by demolishing the Babri Masjid, a dagger was plunged into the
chest of the Muslim Ummah and its blood continues to bleed even today.

The Babri Masjid was not merely a structure of bricks and stones; it was a
symbol of faith, history, and coexistence. Its demolition was carried out
in the presence of the state machinery, yet no effective steps were taken
to stop it.
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This failure marked a dark chapter in democratic governance and exposed
how mob mentality can overpower justice when institutions remain
silent.

For the Muslim Ummah, 6 December is a reminder of:
● Injustice and oppression
● Betrayal of constitutional guarantees
● The pain of lost heritage
The importance of unity, patience and steadfastness (ṣabr)

The History of Babri Masjid:
Construction of the Mosque (1528-29): Mir Baqi, a commander of

Emperor Babur, built the Babri Masjid in 1528. It was built under the
order of Mughal Emperor Babar.



Rise of Conflict in the 1850s
Religious tensions emerge

In the 1850s, during British colonial rule, religious tensions began to surface 
around the Babri Masjid site. Some Hindu groups claimed that the mosque 

stood on the birthplace (Ram Janmabhoomi) of Lord Ram. These claims 
gained visibility only in the colonial period, not in medieval or early Mughal

records.



1853–1855 disturbances

● Between 1853 and 1855, communal clashes occurred in Ayodhya.
● Hindu ascetics (particularly Nirmohi Akhara) and Muslim residents 

were involved in disputes over worship rights near the mosque.
● Violence erupted in 1855, resulting in casualties, mainly among Muslims.
● Despite unrest, Muslims continued to offer prayers inside the Babri

Masjid.

British Intervention (1859)

Construction of the railing/fence
● To prevent further violence and maintain law and order, the British 

administration intervened in 1859.
● The British erected a railing (fence) around the Babri Masjid complex.



Separation of worship areas
● Muslims were permitted to offer namaz inside the mosque.
● Hindus were allowed to worship in the outer courtyard, where a 

platform known as Ram Chabutra was located.
● This arrangement effectively separated the worship spaces of the 

two communities.

Legal and administrative recognition
● British revenue and judicial records recognized the Babri Masjid as a 

mosque.
● At the same time, Hindu worship in the outer courtyard was 

administratively allowed, not ownership-based.
● This compromise was intended as a temporary peacekeeping 

measure, not a settlement of ownership.



Importance of the 1859 Arrangement
● The British decision institutionalized the dispute by officially dividing 

access.
● While it reduced immediate violence, it froze the conflict, allowing 

competing claims to persist.
● This arrangement remained largely unchanged for nearly 90 years, 

until the events of 1949 (installation of idols inside the mosque).



Historical Significance
● The Babri Masjid dispute did not originate in ancient times, but 

intensified during British rule. It means that the Babri Masjid dispute 
was not present originally but was a planted political agenda.

● Colonial policies of managing religious communities separately 
contributed to long-term communal tensions.

● The events of the 1850s and 1859 laid the groundwork for later legal 
battles, political mobilization, and eventual tragedy in 1992.

Idols Placed in the Mosque (1949):
Originally idols were not present in the premises of the Babri Masjid. Hindu 

activists/fundamentalists placed idols inside the mosque in December 
1949. The site was locked, but Hindu prayers were later allowed through a 
side door.

Legal Suits (1950s-1960s):
Suits were filed by Hindu parties seeking worship rights and by the Sunni 

Central Waqf Board for possession.







1980s Mobilisation: VHP–BJP Movement
● In the 1980s, the Vishva Hindu Parishad (VHP), with growing political 

support from the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP), launched a mass 
movement to “reclaim” the Babri Masjid site and build a Ram temple
there. The campaign framed the site as Ram Janmabhoomi and used 
religious processions, public meetings, and nationwide mobilisation to 
build support. This movement transformed a long-standing legal dispute 
into a major political and communal issue, sharply polarising society 
and setting the stage for escalations in the late 1980s and early 1990s.



September 1990:
BJP leader L. K. Advani begins a "Ram Rath Yatra" (pilgrimage procession) to 

gather support for the temple construction, which causes communal riots 
in various cities across India.



Preparation and Demolition of the Babri Masjid

The RSS-VHP-Bajrang Dal combinedly heeld a secret meeting at Hindu Dham
at Ayodhya a day before the demolition. It means that it was not 

happened just apparently but was pre-planned.

A rally organized by the VHP and BJP at the site, attended by around 
150,000 kar sevaks (activists), turns violent. 



Demolishing Incident of the Babri Masjid: 6 
December 1992

The mob overwhelms security and demolishes the 16th-century 
mosque using axes, hammers, and grappling hooks within a few hours.

On 1st of December 1992 a huge number (75,000-1,50,000) of Kar Sevaks
were present in Ayodhya (Faizabad). 





On 6th December 1992 at 6 Pm Union Cabinet imposed President Rule in the 
Uttar Pradesh.

After the demolition of the Babri Masjid the riots took place in several places 
across the whole India and 2000 people were killed during these riots.



Post Demolition Incidents of the Babri Masjid:
After the demolition of the Babri Masjid on 6th December 1992- 2 cases 

crime number 197/1992 and 198/1992 registered through two different 
FIR’s lodged at Ram Janambhoomi police station, Ayodhya (Faizabad). 



1992: Set up of Librehan Commission
The report was submitted in the court in 2009. The report highlighted the 

involvement of Senior BJP Leaders LK Advani, Murli Manohar Joshi and 
Uma Bharti, senior RSS and BJP leaders.



On what basis we can say that the Demolition of 
the Babri Masjid was Pre Planned: 

Reports of Intelligence, Rajya Sabha Official 
Reports, Book of Intelligence Bureau Head 
(Maloy Krishna Dhar):

The Principal Secretary (Home) in 
January 1992 reported that the 
removed barriers could be resurrected 
immediately as and when the need 
arose. This was in fact, never done. So, 
barriers were removed and never 
resurrected. Removal of barriers and 
fencing commenced in 1992. So in 
January 1992, they removed them. 



In March 2005, former Intelligence Bureau Head Maloy Krishna Dhar claimed 
that the Babri Mosque demolition was planned 10 months in advance by 
the top leaders of the Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS), BJP and VHP. 



Submitting of  tapes to his boss by the former Intelligence Bureau Head 
Maloy Krishna Dhar shows that this whole incident which was going to be 
happen was in the knowledge of the then Prime Minister P.V. Narsimha
Rao and Home Minister (Shankar Rao Chavan) but they didn’t stop it.



In 1992 Kalyan Singh (former CM of UP) submitted an affidavit in the 
Supreme Court that Babri Masjid will be protected. The biggest 
congregation was planned for December, 6 1992. All entries to the temple 
town were sealed, but temple enthusiasts reached days before for 
‘symbolic kar sewa’. It shows that there was a chance to prevent the 
demolition of the Babri Masjid but the the then CM of UP Kalyan
Singh didn’t stop it.



Case in the Allahabad High Court: 
In 1989, all the related suits were transferred to the Allahabad High 

Court, Lucknow Bench, for consolidated hearing. The High Court later 
delivered its judgment in 2010. In 2010, the Allahabad High Court
delivered its judgment by dividing the disputed land into three parts:

1. One for Ram Lalla (Hindu parties).
2. One for the Nirmohi Akhara. 
3. One for the Sunni Central Waqf Board-
as an interim arrangement, while allowing
appeals to the Supreme Court. 



Surveys used in it:



Babri Masjid Case in the Supreme Court of India: 
● Appeals (Special Leave Petitions) against this judgment were filed in 

the Supreme Court in 2011 by all major parties.
● The Supreme Court stayed the High Court’s verdict in May 2011.
● The final judgment was delivered on 9 November 2019 by a Bench of 5 

Judges :

1. Chief Justice of India Ranjan Gogoi (Presiding Judge)

2. Justice S. A. Bobde

3. Justice D. Y. Chandrachud

4. Justice Ashok Bhushan

5. Justice S. Abdul Nazeer



Judgement of Supreme Court in Babri Masjid Case: 
1. Entire disputed land of 2.77 acres in Faizabad now Ayodhya was handed over for 

construction of Ram Mandir.
2. Plot of 5 acres allotted to the Sunni Waqf Board for Building a Mosque. 
3. Destruction of Babri Masjid in 1992 was the violation of law.
4. Act of placing idols beneath central dome of mosque in  1949 was an act of 

descreation.
5. Centre needs to formulate scheme for temple construction in 3 months.
6. A board of trustees must be set up for temple construction.
7. Muslims have provided no evidence to indicate that they were in exclusive 

possession of the inner structure prior in 1857.
8. ASI report not conclusive as to underlying structure was a Hindu temple.
9. Three was bifurcation order by the HC was legally insustainable.
10. Hindus considered this as birthplace of Ram Ji, even Muslims says this about 

disputed land. 
11. Muslims have not adduced evidence they were in exclusive possession of dispute 

site, but Hindus established that they were in possession of outer courtyard.





Reasons why Judgement of the Babri Masjid case delivered 
by the Supreme Court of India was not appropriate/ 

Babri Majid verdict: Injustice with the Muslim Ummah
1. Underlying structure was not Mosque: The Supreme Court in its verdict 

said that the underlying structure was not Mosque. But it cannot be denied 
that the Babri Masjid was not there.

And also by this logic it has not proved that the absence of 1 thing means the 
presence of another thing. 

Means if according to the Hon’ble Supreme Court Mosque was not there, so 
on behalf of this it cannot be said or assumed that the Temple was there. 
So allotment of the 2.77 acre land to the Ram Mandir was injustice.

2. ASI failed to establish that the temple was demolished to build the 
Mosque: So after going through this point it was totally inappropriate to 
give the whole disputed land to the Ram Mandir while ASI failed to prove 
it. 





3. Demolition of Babri Masjid violation of law: One side Supreme Court said 
that the underlying structure was not a mosque but on the other side it said 
that the demolition of Babri Masjid was violation of law. So there is 
contradiction in it’s own verdicts.

4. ASI failed to prove/establish that temple was demolished to built a 
Mosque: Supreme Court said in it’s Judgement that ASI failed to 
prove/establish that temple was demolished to built a Mosque it means that 
there was no temple and nothing was demolished to build the Babri Masjid. 
So it’s not appropriate to give the whole disputed land for the Ram Mandir. 

5. Nomination of Former CJI Ranjan Gogoi as the Rajya Sabha Member 
after the Ram Mandir Judgement: If you will check that how many Judges 
of the Supreme Court have been nominated as the Rajya Sabha member  
then answer is only 3. Even after former CJI Ranjan Gogoi, check how many 
Supreme Court Judges became the Rajya Sabha Member. Answer is no one. 
So it is clear that he was elected due to the Ram Mandir case favour. 

● https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/former-cji-ranjan-gogoi-nominated-to-rajya-
sabha/article31085274.ece

https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/former-cji-ranjan-gogoi-nominated-to-rajya-sabha/article31085274.ece






6. Former CJI D.Y. Chandrachud’s interview to Lallantop: When you will 
listen the interview of Former Justice D.Y. Chandrachud which he gave to 
the Lallantop then you will get to know that he said-

“Now, when you say that it was Hindus who desecrated 
(broke/damaged/profaned) the inner courtyard, then the question 
arises: wasn’t the very construction of the mosque itself a case of 
fundamental desecration (basic breaking/profanation)? Should we 
forget all this? Should we ignore whatever happened in history? 
Now, when you accept that this did happen in history and that we 
also had archaeological evidence for it, then how can you close your 
eyes to it? Look, the critics you are referring to have a selective view 
of history. They ignore evidence from certain periods and then, 
according to their own calculations, choose comparative evidence 
and build a narrative.”



After watching this video you will know that on one side Supreme Court said 

that there was no proof or ASI report can’t establish the existence of any 

temple there and on the other side former CJI said: wasn’t the very 

construction of the mosque itself a case of fundamental desecration (basic 

breaking/profanation)?

This shows that the former Justice D.Y. Chandrachud was a victim of 

confirmation bias and that the Judgement was not based on the facts and 

reports but on the emotions.

Lallantop video of Former CJI Chandrachud’s interview: 

https://youtu.be/CJLuU0Xr_1s?si=AcR0FdL070 0enFP

https://youtu.be/CJLuU0Xr_1s?si=AcR0FdL070_0enFP




7. Justice S Murlidhar (Former Chief Justice, Orissa High Court): He said 
that if you will read para 32 C of the Judgement, there it is written that the 
committee was formed  in March 2019 and in August 2019 they 
(committee) told the Court that they need some more time. The hearing of 
the appeal was beginning on the 6th of August. During the course of the 
Hearing the report was submitted: That some of the parties desired to 
settle the dispute. 

I am reading from there Judgement.
This Court by its order dated 18th September observed: That while the 

hearings will proceed, if any parties desired to settle the dispute it was 
open for them to move the mediators and place a settlement. If it was 
arrived that before this Court. Final arguments were on 16th October in 
which the final report of the mediation committee was presented in the 
Court  in which Sunni Waqf Board was ready for the settlement by 
fulfilling certain stipulated conditions but not the Nirmohi Akhada and 
other party. It can’t be said that it was the failure of the mediation.  



He further said: In regular civil disputes when parties tell the Court that we 
have reached this far and may be not everyone is agreed.  Normally the 
Court says, let us find out what’s the points of difference and let us see he 
can resolve them.

This means that there was a chance for the mediation and settlement but 
more opportunities were not given.

8. The Judgement was given on behalf of the Testimony of some 
persons: The Judgement shows to be given on behalf of the witnesses 
which gave their testimony just on behalf of their beliefs. And how they get 
to know about it, that it was the birthplace of Shree Ram Ji, so no 
corroborative evidence was given for it while there was a large period gap 
between the building up of Babri Masjid and this case. So their testimony 
cannot be understand as relevant in such matter.

But can you believe that, the apex court of any nation can give Judgement 
just on behalf of the beliefs and not the evidences? But this happened in 
India in the Babri Masjid case in the Supreme Court of India.



9. The travel notes of some English Travellers: Again the problem in the 

travel notes is that they were not from the time of building of the Babri

Masjid but of 19th century.

The travel notes of the travellers shows that how the worship(pooja) done 

there at the time of the coming of travellers (19th century) was mentioned 

but not at the time or before the building of Babri Masjid. So now the 

question arises that how can it became the basis of the Judgement?

Justice Murlidhar’s interview: From 4 minutes 06 seconds 

https://youtu.be/CJLuU0Xr_1s?si=AcR0FdL070 0enFP

https://youtu.be/CJLuU0Xr_1s?si=AcR0FdL070_0enFP




Why Babri Masjid was Demolished?

The answer of it is to test the patience and Iman of the Muslims. That either the 
Muslims accept the demolition of the Babri Mosque or they will resist it and 
raise voice against it. According to those who demolished the Babri Masjid
(BJP, RSS etc.) it was just a demo to make plan to further demolish more 
Mosques in India. And after it you can see that several mosques were 
demolished and the series of it has not stopped till now and going on. 

Result of Babri Masjid Case: After the arrival of Judgement of Babri Masjid case 
a new series has started to claim any old Mosque as the temple. Few examples 
of it are as follows:

1. Sambhal Shahi Mosque.

2. Mathura  Shahi Eidgah.

3. Gyanvapi Mosque etc.



Sambhal violence: “Before the Sambhal violence, it had become a daily 
news that some mosque or another was being martyred each day in any 
part of the country. But after the Sambhal incident, a halt has been placed 
on this. Since BJP, RSS, VHP, Bajrang Dal, and others have seen that 
Muslims too can become involved in violence, or that they can also fight.” 
While violence is not the solution of any problem and it’s unacceptable. 

“But now BJP and RSS have found a new method to demolish mosques, which 
they are likely to carry out very soon. This method is through the Waqf Bill. 
Under it, those mosques or madrasas that fall under Waqf and are unable 
to get registered on the portal may later be demolished by the 
government in the future, and that too within the framework of law. Until 
now, mosques were demolished through illegal means, but after the 
Sambhal violence—when BJP and RSS realized that Muslims would not 
remain silent—they have devised a new way to demolish mosques. This 
time it would be legally justified, or rather, it would be done within the 
legal framework—one could say it would be given a legal cover.”



Waqf Bill: So Muslims should understand that why BJP has brought Waqf Bill. 
To make the martyr of the Mosques and Madaris legal and to done it 
under the legal cover or shadow.

Watch videos of the Dr. Israr Ahmed (Islamic Scholar): who exposed their 
agenda several years ago.

https://youtu.be/_B8Bp5fKK1A?si=UbWcvfb5RsWcaiPs
https://youtube.com/shorts/MJk-04r4URs?si=AoaHN7Va8nHarEV0

https://youtu.be/_B8Bp5fKK1A?si=UbWcvfb5RsWcaiPs
https://youtube.com/shorts/MJk-04r4URs?si=AoaHN7Va8nHarEV0


Shayri of this Week for the Ummah:
हक है इस्लाम — तुम इिे लोगों िे कहते क्यों नहीं?
हक है इस्लाम — तुम इिे लोगों िे कहते क्यों नहीं?
इि दीन के सलए मशक़्ककत िहते क्यों नहीं?
अगर चाहते हो नूर-ए-तौहीद का इतमाम,
अगर चाहते हो नूर-ए-तौहीद का इतमाम,

तो नबी-ए-पाक क़ीصلى الله عليه وسلم तरह तुम रहते क्यों नहीं?
By: Advocate Amir Khan 

(Supreme Court of India)
This is the message for the Ummah for this week that:- The Islam is 

truth/right. So we Muslims have to propagate(spread/promote) it. And we 
have to accept all the problems arising in this path and have to remain on 
the faith. And if we want that all people should know about the Islam then 
we have to spend our lives just as like our Prophet Muhammad (PBUH)

Advocate Amir Khan 
(Supreme Court of India)


