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“QOVHOSTS0 7 AT FHI H HO ST T B [T
giftgeca aerm afdwa wial faftral’ & sc@77 &1d
gof f&g1, & v&H geradty »rd 8, feeg faadt &9
gafer 4 gg Ryl g#ifera & 75 &, IF gy
T8 81 W faarw W Rurd @ mxgfa @ forg govwdosso @ s
wET fear ST @Ry a1 fore WA @1 Se@dd @i U
0TRI03II50 GINT [danfad weier Uv [ 737 o, Il Rle gvgd
BT P 1077 ToUH0ITS0 Pl FH W HT B HIE BT THYT IV [T
T ANy T #H Y H R mvgd [&d O @ BRI §9
Ruic 7 sa [SR&UW &1 (07 290—291)

"Under the orders of Hon'ble High Court, the ASI by

using both the horizontal and vertical methods
completed excavation work in a limited time, which is
an appreciable work; but a short span of time in which
this report has been published is not appreciable. In my
opinion, the ASI ought to have been given more time for
submission of report. Considering the level of excavation
work which had been undertaken on the disputed site by the
ASI, it should have been given at least six months' more
time for submission of report. On account of submission of
report in less time, this report suffers from many
discrepancies." (E.T.C)

H sifad WY a@ ScgTT QU @Y forar 5| e—g—% Iforeey #
BIgoT WLCHTBl BT fordr GIT WRIG T8l siaT &/ lafed @
S H Gl WAl [fAerd! & S¥fl P Goofd G¥H [bar Sirdr
&/ goTIT S@T @ dR 4 S—g— orneY d glifeT gra g+
arell avgall BT Gooid [T 41 & H7 S—g— VIoIwey &l 3]
q WIET & 999 GF H G W AT YA HT I BN

@ oTU U ST g7 9T, $9HET BN I8 & [ $9 qwdidal P
AEgH W EH ©—C—8 @& IGTT W HI GEAGl BT [Qavr [Aer
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WAl o7 SN I8 TR YovsH03Iz0 Rurc g1 grey 781 off |
(a57 291—292)
"It is true to say that final stratigraphy is possible only
when excavation is carried out upto the last level at the
concerned trench. It is not possible to write about final
stratigraphy in Day-to-Day register. Whatsoever materials
are discovered at each day's excavation are mentioned
therein. As far as the excavation in question is concerned,
materials discovered therefrom on each day have been
mentioned in the Day-to-Day register. I used the Day-to-
Day register as a basis to express my opinion on the
excavation, in the affidavit filed at Examination-in-Chief;
its reason is that I could through this document get details
about the materials discovered at Day-to-Day excavations
and this information was not forthcoming from the ASI

report." (E.T.C)

“qg BHEAT Wal & [ SRGTT B QNI AT AP qIG oid H
fRarfea verer @1 fafsie far o, a9 47 govwosrrgo geT @1
7§ ¥ S1TTHT I7 Sc@wTT H §I° F Hig Syrufeqd 78
garg eft 1~ (47 295)

"It is true to say that when I, during or subsequent to the

excavation, visited the disputed site, I raised no objection
about the stratigraphy or excavation carried out by the
ASL" (E.T.C)
3838. The statement extracted above shows self
contradiction and lack of clarity on the part of PW-24.
3839. PW 29, Jaya Menon, is co-author of the objections
filed on behalf of PW 1 (Suit-4) against ASI report. It is for this
reason that she was examined first before re-examination of PW

16 and 24. The affidavit of PW 29 is dated 28.9.2005 and her
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cross examination was conducted from 29.9.2005 to 19.1.2006.
PW 24 was examined second time when he was produced in
respect to ASI report by filing his affidavit dated 5.12.2005 and
the cross examination conducted from 5.12.2005 to 4.1.2006. So
far as PW 16 1s concerned, on third occasion his affidavit is
dated 20.2.2006 and cross examination held from 20.3.2006 to
28.7.2006. It is for this reason probably that the periodization/
chronology vis-a-vis its co-relation with various finds and
structures etc. found by ASI have been assailed in para 8 (from
para 8.1 to 8.6) of the objections of plaintiff 1 (Suit-4).
However, in her affidavit dated 28.9.2005, PW 29 has changed
her stand and in para 4 and she says:

“4. That the ASI Report has problems with stratigraphy
and chronology, which may be summarised as
under:-

(A) That as many as 15 pieces of terracotta figurines of
later periods were reported from earlier levels, an
impossible situation if deposits were actually
stratified. In fact, deposits from Gupta period
onwards are not stratified and the material is all
mixed up. This is a point that is not debated by the
ASI and has been repeated several times through the
Report.

(B)  That there are clearly problems with the stratigraphy
which is indicated by other inaccuracies. If one
calculates the total depth of deposits in different
periods from a single trench such as G7, it is clear
that there are gaps. Specifically, in G7, there is 1
metre deposit for Period I(NBP), 1.6 metre for
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Period Il (Sunga), 1.5 metre for Period 11l (Kushan),
2 metre for Period IV (Gupta), 0.9 metre for Period V
(Post Gupta), 0.75 metre for Period VI (Early
Medieval), 0.6 metre for Period VII (Medieval) and
0.25 metre for Period VIII and Period IX has not
been indicated (as derived from Chapter IIl). This
totals up to 8.60 metres of cultural deposits.
According to the ASI, the total cultural deposit is
10.80 metre, which means that almost 2.20 metre is
not accounted for. Not only this, Appendix 1V, at the
end of the book, mentions total depth dug for Trench
G7 as 13.45 metre. Even if the ASI points out that the
lower layers in G7 belong to a pit and we accept
their depth for natural as 10.80 metre, it still means
that there is a massive pit of about 2.65 metre depth,
which is a trifle difficult to imagine. There could have
been a fill as there is in Trench J3, but not a pit of
such dimensions.

That the ASI also mentions a continuous cultural
occupation of the site. However, if we examine Plate
5 of the Final Report, a layer with no cultural
material (termed in archaeology as a sterile layer)
can be clearly seen, for example, below layer 4. The
ASI has marked out this layer but has not numbered
it. Sterile layers indicate periods when there was no
habitation or occupation. These layers are ascribed
to the Early Medieval/Sultatnate period (Period VI)
in the tentative periodization of the site. There is

then a possibility that there was no Early Medieval
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occupation and there was a gap between the Gupta
and the Medieval periods. This had been noted as
early as 1969-70 by a team of archaeologists from
the Department of Ancient Indian History and
Culture, of BHU, Varanasi, which had noted a
desertion of the site between the Early Historic and
Medieval periods. (By neglecting to indicate the
sterile layers and their implications, the ASI is trying
to project a continuous occupation of the site from
the Early Historic to the Medieval periods. Neither
the stratigraphy nor the artefacts, however,
substantiate such a claim. There is a certain bias
here, which again goes against the norms of
archaeological objectivity, to force a certain
interpretation on the material, that from the 10"
century AD onwards the area was occupied by
Hindu religious structures.)

That in the same context, the layering of fill deposits
inJ3, J4, J5, J6, K6, K7, L7, LS, J7, J8 was done to
show continuous occupation in stratified contexts. It
was only when complaints were made that these fill
deposits  were  acknowledged but  eventual
registrations of artefacts from these deposits in the
final Report were left uncorrected.

That in archaeology, structures can be dated if there
are special construction techniques or material,
known specifically to have been used in a particular
period, such as lime-surkhi from the end of the 12"

century AD. Structures can also be dated on the basis
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of associated artefactual material coming from
stratified contexts in association with the structures.
But when the material is all mixed up from the
Gupta period onwards, it is impossible to neatly
slot structural remains into periods of post-Gupta,
Early Medieval or Medieval levels.

That in this attempt to force a particular
interpretation on the material that cannot be
substantiated, there is bound to be confusion and
discrepancies. Confusion is clearly indicated by the
manner in which floors are numbered at various
places in the text. The same floor is given different
numbers, some floors appear and disappear, their
extent keeps changing and so forth.) The numbering
of floors in association with so called “pillar bases”,
mentioned in the Table on pages 56-67 of the Final
Report does not match with those in Fig. 8,9,10,11,12
and 13. On page 41, it is mentioned that the earliest
floor extended in the eastern area up to the H series
of trenches in sub-period VIIA. In sub-period VIIB,
the next floor extended up to trenches J4-J5-J6. On
page 42, it is indicated that in sub-period VIIC, the
floor associated with the “pillar bases” is the most
extensive on the mound. In Fig. 234, however, Floor
4 (the earliest floor) is shown as extending all over
the mound while Floor 3 and Floor 2 are more
restricted, providing a completely contradictory

picture.

(G) That the tentative periodization and schematic cross-
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section of the mound that has been provided between
page 37 and 38 of the Final Report does not provide
a layer-wise description of all the trenches. For
example, no information on layers has been provided
for important trenches like ES, F8, F9, G8, G9 and
Gl1. Even for trenches that have been mentioned in
the diagrams, we have no indication of the layers
below Floor 4 in important trenches like F3 and
F4/F5. (There should have been a concordance of the
layers of trenches from the north and south of the
site.)

That in some cases strata were marked in almost
complete darkness within trenches such as G8. A
study of stratigraphy within a trench requires careful
examination of the sections to discern differences in
colour and texture of soil. Obviously plenty of light
is required for such a study. Even though there were
arrangements for artificial light, very often this was
not used as in the case of Trench G8 and yet strata
were marked and antiquities registered as from
particular layers.”

PW 29, this time has taken stand which substantially

conforms to that of PW 24. In cross examination, she said :

“I agree with N.B.PW., Mughal and late post Mughal

periods but with the rest of the periods I do not agree.
According to my information N.B.PW. should be dated
from 600 B.C. to 100 B.C. whereas Shunga period is

second century B.C. which would overlap the N.B.P.W.
N.B.P.W. denotes Northern Black Polished Ware. N.B.P.W.
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is well known pottery of Northern India. From my point of
view archaeological periods should not be distinguished
on the basis of dynasties Kushan period is dated from Ist
to 3 century A.D.” (Page 71)

“I have mentioned in para 4-A of my affidavit that deposits
from Gupta period onwards are not stratified. In this
regard I have to say that all the materials of earlier and
later periods, were mixed up. If the material is mixed up it
does not give a correct picture of the stratification.” (Page
74)

" I do not agree with the periodisation of the disputed site
at Ayodhya as shown by ASI in Chart, at page No. 37-A of
the ASI report, Volume-1" (Page 45)

"In para 3 A of my affidavit I have mentioned about
terminology ad periodization. The defects in terminology
and periodization show confusion in the report. Due to the
defect of terminology and periodization, the report of
ASI is also biased." (Page 70)

“Terminology and periodization play a significant role
but they are not most important. The terminology and
periodization can be changed. I would also have
problems with archaeologically identifying periods
according to dynasties. | do not know about universal
periodization.” (Page 70)

“Learned counsel drew the attention of witness towards
A.S.1. Report Vol. 1, (Text) at page no. 37-A. The witness
stated that in last column of page period has been
mentioned but I am not in agreement with this

periodization.” (Page 71)
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"... I think that the stratigraphy shown in this plate, is
correct. The layers are distinct in texture.” (Page 111)
“Starting period of Muslim rule in India is from 1206 A.D.
i.e. of Qutubuddin Aibak. I don't know whether this period
is known as Illawari Turk. According to renowned
historians, the period before 1206 A.D. is known as
Early Medieval period. Since I have not read the book by
B.S. Smith, therefore I cannot say whether he refers to the
period from Harsha till 1200 A.D. as Rajput Period. I have
not heard about Anoop Sanskrit Library of Bikaner. I don't
know whether the most authentic version of Prithviraj Raso
written by Chandbardai is maintained in this library. ... 1
would say Rigveda can be dated from 1500 B.C. Alexander
invaded India in 327-325 B.C. Mauryan dynasty was
established in 321 B.C. The Mauryas were succeeded by
Sunga dynasty. Sunga dynasty is dated from 2" century
B.C. to I century B.C. Archaeologically, the periods
cannot be categorized on the basis of dynasties.” (Page
115-116)

“I will not agree with the statement even in para 1 to 5 just
because the period VI and VII have been changed in
nomenclature. In my view A.S.L’s period V, and period
VI and period VII should be considered as Early
Medieval.” (Page 129)

“Stratigraphy is a term used in Archaeology. Stratigraphy
is the study of layers as they are formed over time. ... The
Archaeology periods can be fixed on the basis of centuries.

Centuries can be put into various periods for the purposes

of study. Harappan period is dated from 2600 B.C. To 1900
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B.C. from 600 B.C. various Mahajanpad period was
followed by the Nandas and the beginning of Mauryan
period. During 600 B.C. to 300 B.C. the two dynasties
ruled while the Mauryan dynasty continued beyond 300
B.C. also." (Page 144)

"It is correct to say that for the purpose of periodization,
the method of century-wise study is better and preferable
to that of dynasty-wise. The period 800 AD to 1200 AD
falls within the Early Medieval period, which started much
earlier to 800 AD. ... Early Medieval period lasted from
600 AD to 1200 AD. I know the periods in terms of pre-
Gupta, Gupta and post-Gupta periods. According to me,
Gupta period begins from fourth century AD and continued
up to sixth century AD and prior to that, was the pre-Gupta
period up to the time immemorial. Pre-Gupta period would
date back to 600 BC and post-Gupta is from 600 BC to
1200BC." (Page 150)

"Medieval period would be post 1200 A.D. According to
archaeology periodisation is on the basis of stratigraphy.
Ques- Will it not be correct to say that there are three well
established norms of periodisationm that ism no. 1 layer,
wise 2. century wise 3. Dynasty wise. ?

ANS- It is not correct to say that 'periodisation’ in
archaeology can be done on the basis of 'dynasties’.

I do not agree that periodisation can be done century-
wise. Century-wise periodisation is covered by stratigraphy
or layer wise study. The numbering of the layers is done
from top to bottom. Where as periodisation is ascertained

from bottom to top.” (Page 182-183)
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“A.S.1. has mentioned about periodisation in its report. It is
correct to say that A.S.1. has adopted all the three methods
of periodisation mentioned above in its report. It is wrong
to suggest that A.S.I. has mentioned in its periodisation by
layers, century and dynasties. According to me some
periods were identified on the basis of century wise and
one was identified on the basis of archaeological
culture. I think A.S.1. has identified nine periods in its
report. According to me century has been mentioned in
all the above nine periods. Dynasty wise report is not
mentioned in all the above mentioned nine periods. A.S.1I.
has given details of dynasties of four periods. The
dynasties mentioned by the A.S.I. are Shungas. Kushans,
Guptas, Mughal. A.S.I. has not mentioned any dynasty
other than the Mughal for the medieval period... I don't
agree with the identification of the period 'post Gupta
Rajput level. According to me the post Gupta Rajput part
of the period should be called as early medieval period
which should extend upto 1200 A.D. According to me
post’ Gupta Rajput period will be period from 7" century
to 1200 A.D. ... The term post 'Gupta Rajput period’ is
used in archaeology, not in history. I have not heard about
the term Medieval-sultanate period in archaeology. I do not
agree that the period of 12" century is called as medieval
sultanate period in archaeology. Medieval period is
considered from 1200 A.D. Till the colonial period that is
13" century till 18" century.” (Page 183-185)

“I have heard about periodization on the basis of

dynasty. It is prevalent and used in Archaeology.
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Probably dynasty wise periodization commenced in the
1940's. It is correct to say that Medieval is a phase in
history.” (Page 186)

“I do not correlate medieval period with Islam because
Islam reached the sum continent much earlier. Islam
reached Sindh in 8" century AD. Islam would have reached
probably in Kerala through traders in 8" or 9" century AD.
I am of the opinion that in archaeology century wise
periodization is possible particularly for the earlier
periods. I think it will be more or less correct to say that
century wise periodization is correct method of
periodization in archaeology.” (Page 187)

“I have not done detail study of the periodization given
in appendix 1 on the bases of carbonating. As such I am
unable to express my opinion about information given in
appendix 1. As regards sample no. 9, which from trench
G7 (layer 20) is dated 1680 — 1320 BC. This layer
according to ASI was a pit and so these early dates have
little meaning.” (Page 188)

“ Periodization was done on the bases of layers, centuries
and dynasties. ... 1 will not agree with periodization.
...According to me in history the dynasty wise, century wise
periodization for period is correct. In my opinion
periodization in history and archaeology is different. In my
opinion in archaeology the periods referred above as
period 1 to IV is the Early Historic period. . . .I will not
agree with the sun division on the basis of dynasty that has
been provided by ASL.” (Page 189-190)

“According to me the terms for identification for periods in
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history and archaeology are different but not altogether
different. . . . It is more or less correct to say that
periodization on the basis of centuries is correct.” (Page
193)
3841. A few thing, which we may say immediately to
show apparent false allegations are that para 4(B) of the
complaint said that according to ASI, the total cultural deposit is
10.80 metre but Appendix IV, at the end of the book, mentions
total depth dug for trench G7 as 13.45. The complainant
probably has not seen the report properly which says that the
natural soil was found at 10.80 metre but the ASI people dug the
trench further to find out and ensure the presence of natural soil
and this fact they have also mentioned in the report. Similarly,
PW-29 on the one hand stated that she agree with N.B.P.W.,
Mughal and late post Mughal periods, but do not agree for rest
of the period (Page 71) while PW-24 has expressed his
agreement with all other periods except 5, 6 and 7. Similarly, on
page 70, PW-29 says that terminology and periodization are not
most important while PW-24 has expressed a different view on
page 186 and says stratigraphy is the backbone of any
excavation. The statement of PW-29 on page 186 is
contradictory to what she has said on page 182-183.
3842. PW 30 (Dr. R.C.Thakran), though assailed ASI
report on the ground of lack of integrity and manipulated
nomenclature etc. but its main stress is not that of wrong
interpretation but she says that ASI has interchangeably used
periods VI and VII according to convenience so as to co-relate
the Finds, structural or otherwise, with a period which may give

it a desired result. The part of objection with respect to
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periodization of PW 30, we have already noted above in para

535 from page 598 to 602. In the cross examination, however,

he has said :

“RTATICd® IRITT IV I@d FEY & FHAT 39T P [org
2T @ B! BT [HPTT Giv Iv g7 98T &/

Ho— WIv— 3= i faf=1 &Nl @ [FeRor (WS BamerT sTh
oI%d) BT RIT SITENN BT 87

So—YvTccd H [Hd! Hl ¥¥ (c1F%) BT [FEIRTT @R @ [y W ¥V
139y g grft S areft AT @ Wawy 9 UNd @l §9rae 7 ford
ave @I [Acel wiHlord Eidl & I8 WIR—I[TERT v H g

SITEIN BT BT HYd & )

g 4 PH geidcd d ©Galg @ QN ofg¥ Bl GEArT Bl
STl & a9 I8 I ST Saedd §idT & 16 39 ciaY & fAce)
B AYGT FT &, SAHT VT FIT & SADI BORAT H¥fl & IaH
Arq— A aEdl & ar el g9 w4l gl @1 39y e ver
GIdT &/ EIellld, SURIGd SN g7 HEayUl &, oAidT §HD
graoqe I & gal (fIv¥]) W I8 V€ §ial & [& Ul BT @
eyl et I§ I T [T &1 9@ UEEarT dNd @ [l
Qud@dr @ & guda [FE & gUR §9 odd Bl
SITT—3IcTT  Ugald v+l ooyl 8idl &8/ ofavd @l Hierg
SITT—3IeTT & Wepd] & HICIg ST’ &I & [o7y [afd=~1 Prees &

THd 817 (4997 63—64)

“Question:- What is the basis of stratification of layers ?
Answer:- In stratification of any layer, the form of the
material discovered in that particular layer and the type of
soil inherent in the formation of its coats, work as main
bases in archaeology.

In archaeology, whenever identification of a layer is
carried out in course of digging, it is also necessary to
know what the soil structure of that layer is, what its

colour is, how hard it is and whether man made materials
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are in it or not. All these facts are specially taken into
account. Despite the afore-said bases being very important,
it is not clear from layers themselves that these layers
comprised of remains of the ancient time are different. For
their identification, it is necessary for an archaeologist to
separately identify them in accordance with rules of
archaeology. The width of layers may be different which

may be due to several factors.” (E.T.C.)

‘9 @ @I} ST G TR B o avd @l AT (THERT) SUY
W AF @ SN Bl Il § 9l ST W 4T 1A AIRplad
BTl B FIHT g F FUY Bl avp HI oFidl 8/ IV oIV G 2
OY GI9¥ W0 3 VIfOq & I I8 HIA SRR [ SR 2 YRS ST

oY oft’ | (457 66)

"On trenches being dug up, stratigraphical layers are
marked from top to bottom;, whereas several cultural
periods discovered as a result of excavation are marked
from bottom to top. If layer no. 3 is placed on layer no. 2, it

will taken to mean 'layer-2 resting on layer-3.” (E.T.C.)

T F §IG H~Iq g FYIIT Il A & 3N YV HIeT P 1T I
GIY G¥ T PIel ST & JEadbIe] @l 3d 600 S¥dl H BV GcH
gl WIaT & BT P qIG W TN GY 37ef! [A1saer fiRaS @i
§iasTeg 4 g A ardl &8 gl fafsga diRIE 600 T
oSt ® & glar & siv faeell Weaaa & verrfia &7
a®& &1 &1 gaar & | faedl Weada »1 €ITYFT 1206
gwd 7' g§ gAY 600 vosto § @Y 1206 Toslo BT
gt ffsga 9IRIS & 197 & WT9T @Tar & / 600 T0%h0
¥ 1200 TOSI0 @ §1F H [qocil G¥ 3% q9ll & T THI—THT
WY Y&/ § GV U¥ TESdle], dIeT, ok TIdETN, aigad S| &

VI feeell @ fQocdl & SIW G H R | [BY BET & aigad &l
&7 [ecell @& 3Te—yrd T8] oI 98 Syl HERIC H §Idr 7| I§
dle 8 f& Suxiad @vr 99 379 @ Wreiqd ded o | g8 dlE
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g & &5 gfusrasry gfc fedt faeiy &3 &1 df
fifsaa &1ad & wIoqad &rad @ WaIfera sear s, al
HY GHAT 8, Uy 35T H gET WY H W7 PIT Bl ScH
AfSaeT drc7 & 17 | & S St 817 (497 111—112)

"The Shunga period is followed by Kannav and Kushana
periods and the Kushana period is, roughly speaking,
followed by the Gupta period. The Gupta period comes to
an end in 600 AD. Generally, the history of early
medieval period is considered to have started after the
Gupta period and this very period continues up to the
emergence of Delhi Sultanate. The Delhi Sultanate
came to be established in 1206 AD and hence the period
spanning between 600 AD to 1206 AD is known as early
medieval period. Between 600 AD to 1200 AD Delhi was
under the reign of several dynasties from time to time.
Mainly, Gahadwals, Chauhans, Gujar-Pratihars,
Chalukyas, etc. had their reigns in Delhi and its adjoining
areas. (Further Stated ) The territory of Chalukya was not
in and around Delhi, it was in northern Maharashtra. It is
true that those belonging to the afore-said four dynasties
called themselves Rajputas. It is true that if any historian
wants to name a particular period as the Rajput period
under early medieval period, he can do so but this period,
under the broader division in history, is known only as

early medieval period.” (E.T.C.)

“SIFRTE YINGS 4 T, YU, Tl a7 GRS T JINTS Sirar
g/ give Twar Hikgs 7 & waya iRkgs &1 wftafaa
Y forgr srar 81 §9P 917 BT FIT Geadd HId HET
Frar 8| Weadd BIeT & §I7 IS PIeT AT &8/ FIT PIA P

gIe Gy Gl il Sl &/ ¥ Fiel Pplel @ gIe 3D
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YNT Piel. fored 39T wrer ) BT oar 8 3T 8
IS SITINS] W 1526 30 W Sl 1707 30 d% F&F GIX
U¥ AT Il & G BT UINAT JI9Y o AT (957 192)

“The dynastic periods include Shunga, Kushana, Gupta
and post Gupta periods. The Rajput period is included in
the post Gupta period itself. Its subsequent period is
called Sultanate period. This Sultanate period is followed
by the Mughal period. The Mughal period is followed by
later Mughal period. The later Mughal period is followed
by modern Indian period, which is also called the British
period.

The Mughal dynasty is mainly dated from 1526 to

1707. Babur ushered in the Mughal dynasty.” (E.T.C.)

“ffSaer @I s9 H fAvgd @l § Gl W 600 VoS0 W Y®
§IdY G 1707 TF Al & 3N §7 [ PIT P <Id Hg Y
PicT & oW W 600 & 1200 dF efl fAfsger wgerar &

3V TT 1206 T 1526 TF Wod-d PHIcT HET il & T W 1526

1707 T% FeT BT HEelldl &/ (457 113)

“The medieval period in itself is a broad period which
begins from 600 AD and continues up to 1707 and the
whole of this period has many sub-periods, for example-
the period between 600 to 1200 AD is called Early
Medieval period; the period between 1206 to 1526 is
called Sultanate period and the period between 1526 to

1707 is called the Mughal period.” (E.T.C.)

“yIed1g geraca gfosrd 7 qfkaq divgs wsg @1
ggiT 787 gor 8, dfwT fafeer gfagrasww 7 wrdly
gfaera @ #eg @Iad &1 AT HIad w@ifad &7 @1
Hiferer &1 &1 ... .. .. aFg fra 7 g9 &1a @1
qRea o1 &7 919 791 8| @Fq g 7 weagaad &re
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g gUABIT H1 GRAT BIT & Y VET & IFIlq FRoH
PBIeT & 3GV FYBIT & 3Tl O T &1 (457 113—114)

“The words 'Muslim period’ are not used in Indian
archaeology and history but British historians have tried
to establish the Medieval period of Indian history as the
Muslim period . . . . . .. James Mill has named this
period the Muslim period. James Mill has placed the
Sultanate period and the Mughal period under the
Muslim period, that is to say, he has taken them to be sub-
periods of the Muslim period.” (E.T.C.)

“113T TG 7 TESqreT ITBI BT T HiloT Gy o7 (4T 113)

“In the 11" century, Kannauj was under the reign of
Gahadwal rulers.” (E.T.C.)

T &1 47 Syl e g¥ieT & 9T 9F § YH o8
gv “gedrfie fIRIS” ¥rsg T FIIT fHAr 8, HT g
TITT g 8 & 59 BIT § Tolvs clgow, Toios Gicy! &7 dfeoiq &
INT fbar Er 8 g8 dedl wWel T8l & [ gldsr d
AINTSTSSIOTT & TTHHRU T BIg Hed T8l &/ 47 319+ I9—95
H gvAlHe YRGS 9Iss @1 FART SIGE a2l JRIaed & H<H o
TEl [Ha7 & Flow Fo G aey, [ordl g4l SU% Pl T3 B P
THE H (BT & H §9 G T FANT IANHG Factdl & fory
for &1 .. 97 gar erqer—yF & yIracaacar @ vy 4
geqa f&a1 8 |7 (957 228—229)

“No period of Indian history, is called ‘Islamic period’. T
have used the term ‘Islamic period’ at one place in the
affidavit of my examination-in-chief, by which I mean
that glazed tiles, glazed pottery were used in mosques in
this period. It is not correct to say that nomenclature of

periodisation has no importance in history. The term
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‘Islamic period’ has not been used by me in my affidavit
with reference to history and archaeology, and instead has
been used for certain particular facts, which have been
discussed above. | have used this term for Islamic

practices. ..I have filed my affidavit as an
archaeologist.” (E.1.C)

"SI H TIHIT FNAIAG ITABI B T BT BT AT 1206
50 § Yo slHv 184 YAIR] H HeI dF HIAT oAl &/ T& W
THIT W AT TGd IE & [ AETBTT B FH HIT BT
gearfie diRgs @& 719 & +t §#sd &) §ga &
gfagrasel 7 g9 9IRS &7 gearfas difeas wer 8/
# el O Oivig g108Te®IY T 19 3eTal S gvdd bl ATH
T& gar urs T, forgl rear ol geda H gveife IRTS”
9sq T FIT a7 &1 .. SIA8T 4 SIIvcl & 3ER G% Plel
[EiRa &4 o @ 4 die 78 a@rar g uvg slasrger o
STIAVE & JTEIN GV BIeT—IEINvT fabar 817 (37 229)

“In history, the period of the alleged Islamic rulers is taken
from 1206 AD to mid of 18" century. By ‘alleged’, I mean
that this portion of the medieval period is taken as
‘Islamic period’. Many historians have termed this
period as ‘Islamic period’. I will not be able to name any
famous historian or his book, where the term ‘Islamic
period’ has been used. ... I do not approve determination of
periods in history, on basis of dynasty but historians have
determined periods on basis of dynasties.” (E.T.C)

(Note: The statement on page 229 is contrary to what the
witness has said on page 228)

“Yo—T gldered d el 13919 wgerg a1 dRyiact sperar [aedl
faery a7t a7 fdl 19919 &F & SN N BIeied BT [FERT [ar
T 87
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S0—95d W SIS §7 SENI YUY gfderd &1 [dHrarT g
THBYU BN &, Al SIAET @ delie giewT § gH Sfad
T8 /T ST & (991 231)

“Question:- Is period determined in history on basis of any
particular community, class or religion?

Answer:- Many historians divide and name history on these
bases, but from scientific view of history, it cannot be
considered proper.” (ETC)

Ho—39e QYNIad Ik W FT H gE HHY [H 9 GRT HYad
“gvtlie YINTS” 9Isq T TN Sled T8l &7

S0— ¥§ FET #El 78l & P 47 §9 G<H H §9 HIA b
Aera—%a & 3979 Faerl &1 avw SOV &Y gV VN7 forar 81
(457 231)

Question:- Should I infer from your above reply that the
use of term ‘Islamic period’ by you, is not proper?

Answer:- It is not correct to say so, because in this
reference I have mentioned so by referring to the particular

practices of development-chain of this period.”(E.T.C)
“GGTT H ATH B TRRT HUT G A B SN &l & adT
NRTS BT [BFITT Hd  HUY B 3N 81T 8/ (457 345)

“At excavation, layers are numbered from the top to the

bottom and fixation of periods is done from the bottom to

the top.” (E.T.C.)
“OTHOHTZ0 7 W TIRISSIZGIT Adgd @ HIHIY
ferar 8, 98 98 8 uvg THeYT » fwg @ wel 78 & 3V
7 & gumael @ R Y [HAT AT TAHGIY Sfad 8
NRISIZTIT & ST B Fe&T div gv &f faferar 8-

1. WI9ierE fafer

2. derfa fafer

Reifea NIRISISSIoTT v @l ¥echme! & ganed SN g
gEel @ Wpld @l WIHYl geriicAd A9 @ SIEN UY/
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vdIege @ Wigicivd fafer v & &1 39 fAfr & @liaice o
FET &/ PIET ST HIS T JAIYATHT HIS, SSIBIIcA o
SIS Fere i & ¥E dE EHOT @ oy WEl 7@l &N [
vIIege SIS AT dsife fafer W far oA RIS vdHeH
dle 8rRIT| g8 dEl 4l wWel T8l & [b wiglclbe [ @1
ARTSTEeT T wEl & 8FIm WaiaNT gRT fBar T
NRTSTgSIerT I oI7 gfaera fAufge T8 giar) Al Ay grr
f&ar a1 IRFsTsGIorT aor 4l [T RT gericad [deeryor
FRIg—BNIg Hel AT O Hbdl & Uvg UsHlcycel] Bd/ord
TEI | TE HEAT Tid & I Al H w@igiclhd fafer T
141 11 IRTSISSIoTT idegforg & 81| @lfe §7 fafedr & &
RT G [Afervvr a1 oiar & a8 Sc@ 7 4 Ic@lid [y Ty
W BT FANTIAT § B¢ 7Y [@9ervr gv EnRa & s drger
&d gFT Slad Il GV, Hhed @l FEl UibT B,
HRIRT DI WEl ADIT BT I HART BT Vheq Higiae didadl

W gHIfaT 8147 qeaE 817 (497 351—352)

“The periodization which ASI has done on the basis of
layers, is correct, but the same, when based on
nomenclature, is not correct, nor is it proper to name them
(i.e. periods) on the basis of genealogies. There are mainly
two methods of dating through periodization -

1. Relative method

2. Scientific method

Relative periodization may be based on stratigraphy
and on the comparative analysis of the materials of the
earlier culture. Absolute and scientific methods are one and
the same .This method is also called chronometric. There
are methods known as carbon-dating method, thermo-
luminescence method, dedo -chronology dating method,
etc. It will not always be correct to say that periodization

carried out through absolute dating or scientific method
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will be entirely correct. It is also not correct to say that
scientific method of periodization will often be correct .
The periodization carried out through stratification is also
not cent percent conclusive . Periodization and
comparative analysis through both the methods, may be
considered to be almost correct . But they are not
absolutely conclusive . It is wrong to say that in
archaeology the periodization carried out through
scientific method will certainly be conclusive , because the
dating done through these methods is based on analysis
done in laboratories ,of samples excavated in course of
excavations . And while taking samples, proper care should
be exercised, samples should be properly packed and they
should be properly marked. And it is natural for samples to

get absolutely influenced by natural forces.” (E.T.C.)
“TOTHOSITS0 7 ¥CTHTH! & A} H PHIe SICT & IR Y ford
ST &1 Geor 3597 &, I H Hel 78] HIAal, Flid YovH0S TS0
F GINT I YIRTSISoT faar 9T & a8 & Sgad &/ .. T
OVHOSTTZ0 EIRT H=gRIST & SR GBI T3 BIeT U1 H1 [Afer ol
# & Jrar g/

Jo9— T TP I §Id Pl SIHBNT & & ToTH0NS0 T 3T
Rurd # fafi=r ot @ &rerrorr o graredl F fBar 8 seH
T ST B RoTeT @I STEIR G717 &7

Jalv— WHId: I8 Wel & UV AN AT & [ DAl AT B
SIST ERT 4 @1 g SIST @ SR UV BIeT [GHToTT Pl Wal
TE AT O GHar 817 (457 354)

“I do not take to be correct the dating, done through
carbon dating method, about which A.S.1. has mentioned
in a chapter on stratigraphy, because the periodization

itself carried out by ASI is improper. ... I take to be correct
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the method of century-based reckoning done by ASI.
Question:- Do you have the knowledge that the dating of
several layers which ASI has in its report done in terms of
centuries, is based on the result of Carbon-dating method
applied to them ?

Answer:- It is perhaps correct but my opinion is that the
division of time done on the basis only of Carbon-dating
cannot be treated to be correct.”(E.T.C.)

(Note: The statement of witness is contrary to what PW 24
has said as also this very witness has stated on page 351
and 352)

PW 31 did not make any comment with respect to

stratification but PW 32 has virtually towed the line as that of
PW 24 and 29 in her affidavit. She has said in para 6 of her
affidavit dated 27.3.2006 about stratigraphy as under:

“That one of the most important concepts in archaeology is
stratigraphy. “The law of superposition states that the book
at the bottom of the stack was put there before, and is
therefore older, than the one placed at the top. Sediments
generally obey this principle as well as the archaeological
materials they contain ... The essence of stratigraphic
analysis is determining discrete, superimposed layers of
features and then examining their contents.” It was so
stated by Clive Gamble in his book entitled as
“Archaeology: The Basics”, published by Routledge
(London & New York) 2001. A true copy of the relevant
extract of the aforesaid book is enclosed herewith as
ANNEXURE No. 1. An examination of the stratigraphy as

indicated by the sections of various trenches at the site of
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Ayodhya revealed the following three important features.

(i)

(it)

That only the archaeological deposits of Periods I,
II and III are stratified and hence found in a
primary context, that is in their original place of use
or discard.

That the deposits from Period IV till Period IX are
not stratified and the material found is in a
secondary context. In order words the
archaeological deposits that have been described of
Periods 1V to IX mostly comprise of fill deposits
brought from elsewhere for the purpose of
construction in the Medieval Period. Hence this is
not their original place of use or discard. The
deposits from the Gupta Period onwards are not
stratified is substantiated by the fact that as may as
15 pieces of terracotta figurines of later periods were
reported from earlier levels, an impossible situation
if deposits were actually stratified. The ASI was
Stratifying the layers incorrectly was even pointed
out through a complaint filed on 26.06.2003
regarding Trench G8. In Trench G8, under the top
floor are the brick courses of a wall foundation.
Under these brick courses is a fill deposit. Neither
the foundation nor the fill deposit can be ascribed a
layer. It appears that this stratification was done on
the basis of the calcrete and brick filling that lies to
the east. However, this method of stratification is
completely wrong. The calcrete and brick filling

visible in trench G8 belongs to a single construction
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phase and cannot be ascribed separate layers.
Moreover. the area that was excavated on 25" June
lies to the west of the clacrete and brick filling. Thus,
if stratification of the filling is wrong, stratifying a
Structure in relation to it is also incorrect. The whole
principle behind stratification is to identify
chronologically distinct phases. Thus, a brick wall of
six courses of brick can not be ascribed six different
layers. Similarly, six rows of calcrete alternating with
brick, sandwiched with thick mortar, cannot be
ascribed six different layers, the reason in both cases
being a single construction phase.

That there is a possibility that there was no Early
Medieval occupation and there was a gap between
the Gupta (Period IV) and the Medieval Periods. If
we examine Plate 5 of the Final Report, a layer with
no cultural material (termed in archaeology as a
sterile layer) can be clearly seen, for example, below
layer 4. The ASI has marked out this layer but has
not numbered it. Sterile layers indicate periods when
there was no habitation or occupation. These layers
are ascribed to the Early Medieval/ Sultanate Period
(Period VI) in the tentative periodization of the site.
A gap in occupation of the site between the Early
Historic and Medieval Periods had been noted as
early as 1969-70 by a team of archaeologists from
the Department of Ancient Indian History and
Culture, at BHU, Varanasi, and later in 1976-77 by
Professor, B.B. Lal and his team from the A.S.I. The
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ASI is trying to falsely project a continuous
occupation of the site from the Early Historic to the
Medieval Periods. Neither the stratigraphy nor the
artefacts, however, substantiate such a claim. There
is a certain bias here, which again goes against the
norms of archaeological objectivity, to force a
certain interpretation on the material, that from the
10" century AD onwards the area was occupied by
Hindu religious structures.
In the same context, the layering of fill deposits in J3,
J4, J5, Jo, K6, K7, L7, L8, J7, J8 was done to show
continuous occupation in stratified contexts. It was only
when complaints were made that these fill deposits were
acknowledged but eventual registrations of artefacts from
these deposits in the final Report were left uncorrected.”
3844. In her cross examination, however, she (PW-32)
says:
“There is no period known as early medieval Saltanate
period. I have not heard any period which is called as
'Early Mughal period'. I came across the 'Early Medieval
Rajput Period' in the ASI report filed in this case. Process
of periodization is based on certain features found in polity,
society and economy. Stratification is based on discerning
layers in sections that have formed due to either geological
or human activities.’(Page 31)
“I mean to say that ASI people have flouted the principles
and methods of stratification, such as the fill deposit has to
be reported as a fill deposit and a pit has to be reported as

a pit but in the excavation in question, the ASI was wrongly
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stratifying a pit and in the report they themselves have
gone on record saying that pits in J-3 and also in K-7
and K-8 were wrongly identified as layers and they
themselves admitted that pits were stratified and they
have stated so in the report.” (Page 93)

“Marking of different layer is done on the basis of soil
colour, soil texture, compactness of the soil and cultural
material.” (Page 110)

“It is correct that several layers put together comprise one
cultural period. Contemporary, layer means it is in relation
to some other layers, e.g. Layer 14 in J-3 could be
contemporary with layer 18 in trench G-7, both belonging
to NBPW period. Similarity of number is not necessary
because it may vary from trench to trench.” (Page 111)
“Method of association in archaeology means associated
cultural material in a layer. In a layer, so many different
articles may be found, such as bangles, potteries, bones
etc.” (Page 112)

“I have learnt from the report of Prof. A.K. Narain that the
entire Ayodhya is one site and stratification can be similar.
In archaeology entire Ayodhya would be referred to as one
site.” (Page 130)

“'Stratigraphy' means a study of layers of different
chronological periods indicating what comes earlier is at
the bottom and what follows will be above it and so the
sequences gets built up 'Early historic period' is a term
used by historians to describe the period between sixth
century B.C. and sixth century A.D. and 'medieval’ is used
by the historians for the period between 12th and 18"
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centuries. The period between sixth century A.D. to 12"
century A.D. is called 'early medieval period'. The
medieval period has been further sub-divided into two
periods, namely 'Sultanate period’ and 'Mughal period’.
There is no period like pre-Sultanate period.” (Page 23)
“This chronological order was created by James Mill who
wrote the book 'History of India in 1830. 'Filling' means
that for the purpose of construction activities, a ground has
to be levelled and while doing so, some earth is brought
from outside to fill up the uneven ground. "’ (Page 23)
“..the whole issue of periodization in history and
archeology is contested and debates are there.”(Page 36)
“Early medieval-6/7" century up to 12" Century A.D.
Medieval-Generally 12" to 18" Century A.D.
late medieval-Generally 18" century or late Mughal
period.” (Page 107)
“As far as I know Century wise periodization is
recognised under archaeology because certain diagnostic
material do establish chronology in terms of centuries.
Dynasty-wise periodization is a subject of historians
although sometimes Archaeologists do follow it. It is true
that in excavation on the disputed site the ASI has adopted
all the three methods for the purpose of periodization.”
(Page 125-126)
“Volunteers that she does not agree with the periodization
given by the ASL.”" (Page 126)

3845. PW 32 in general appreciated function of ASI:
"It is true that each trench was being supervised by an

archaeologist. It is also correct to say that excavation was
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being conducted as per norms of grid system of excavation-
which is one of the accepted system of excavation. It is
correct to say that the excavation work was going on in
presence of the parties and their nominees; and two
judicial officers under the orders of the court were also
supervising the excavation. So long I was there, the
presence of the parties, their nominees and supervision
of the judicial officers continued. Generally, for
antiquities, it was three dimensional recording but for other
finds, just a depth was recorded. Photography and Video
recording of trenches and also of antiquities were also
being done.” (Page 121)
“It is true that at the site in dispute, excavations were made
horizontally as well as vertically.” (Page 123)
“It is correct to say that the ASI excavated up to the
required depth.” (Page 125)
“It is correct to say that for getting result in compliance of
court orders excavation by horizontal and vertical methods
were necessary which has been done by ASI. In this case
only vertical excavation was not sufficient.” (Page 147)
3846. From the statement of the six expert witnesses
produced on behalf of plaintiff (Suit-4), we find that all of them
are not unanimous in saying that the entire stratigraphy or
periodization made by ASI is bad or incorrect or suffers with
such material illegality or irregularity that the same deserves to
be rejected, which would ultimately may result in rejection of
the entire report itself. Their statements are also contradictory,
vague, confused and based on more of conjectures.

3847. PW 16 on the one hand says that he has no objection
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to the categorization of period 1 to 5 (page 455), tried to dispute
the ascertainment of period 6-7 (page 454), then on page 456
made some unclear statement by observing that period 7 should
come after period six as Sultanate period. What appears to us is
that in the ASI report the period 6 has been termed as "Medieval
Sultanate" and period 7 as Sultanate but PW 16 wanted that
period 6 should not be termed as "Sultanate" at all since it
started in 13™ century. He, however, suggested that in another
manner period 6 ought to have started with 13" century if it is
related with "Sultanate period".

3848. PW 24 on the contrary stated that after the first four
periods there appears to be total dissolution for a long time and
this has disturbed the continuity of the period. The 4" period
(Gupta period) ended in 6™ century and thereafter there is a gap
of about 700 years since the further layer of natural deposition
with the evidence of habitation appears to be related to 13"
century hence total periodization instead of 9 ought to have been
5. He says that 5", 6™ and 7™ period has been determined
arbitrarily. The gap of 7" century to 12" century he has tried to
justify on the ground of flood on account whereof the people
abandoned the place for along time. However, on page 156 he
himself admits that there is no evidence of any disastrous flood
witnessed at Ayodhya between 600 AD to 1200 AD and further
that there are evidence revealing that efforts were made to
prevent such devastating floods. This shows that there had to be
habitation otherwise who took steps for preservation of
disastrous flood and why, if there was no habitation and the
place stood abandoned. His statement on his own is ex facie

contradictory, reflects on a total confusion to his part. Then he
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tried to justify his conclusion by stating on page 170 that all the
finds were not discovered from the levels as claimed by ASI and
that is why it could not have determined the period correctly.
PW 16 has not disputed that the finds discovered by ASI were
actually found by them. Then PW 29 says that except NBPW
Mughal and late post Mughal period she disagree for the rest of
the periods (page 71). She pointed out that the ASI had made
some change in the nomenclature inasmuch as in the Chapter of
stratigraphy, period six has been termed as Medieval Sultanate
but in the subsequent chapter of result they have termed period 7
as medieval Sultanate and period 6 has been termed as early
medieval period.

3849. PW 30 on his own evolved a different theory by
suggesting that periodization made on the basis of carbon dating
1s not correct though the process of cabon dating has been
appreciated by PW 16 and 24 both. PW 24 on page 170 has
justified layer 5 and 6 as that belonging to early Medieval
Sultanate period but then on page 271 disagrees with
centurywise periodization made by ASI.

3850. Two more witnesses namely, Prof. Shereen F.
Ratnagar, PW 27 and Dr. Sitaram Roy PW-28 were also
examined by the plaintiffs (Suit-4). Both of them claimed to be
Expert (Archaeologist). Both were examined before ASI
proceedings. PW 27 basically sought to contradict Dr. B.B. Lal's
observation about Ayodhya based on his excavation thereat
made in 1976-77 and supported the book Exhibit 63 (Suit-4),
("Ayodhya: Archaeology after Demolition") written by Prof. D.
Mandal criticising Dr. B.B. Lal's report with respect to Ayodhya.
3851. Exhibit 14 (Suit-5) (Register 20, pages 125-127)
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contains two pages number 52 and 53 of Indian Archeology
1976-77- A Review. At SI. No. 75, it talks of excavation at
Ayodhya, District Faizabad conducted by Dr. B.B. Lal and Sri

K.V. Soundra Rajan. It reads as under:

“75. Excavation At Ayodhya, District Faizabad.- In
continuation of last year's work which was taken up under
the project called 'Archaeology of the Ramayana Sites’,
excavation as resumed under Professor B.B. Lal of the
Indian Institute of Advanced Study' Simla and Sri K. V.
Soundra Rajan of the Survey, assisted by Sarvashri B.
Narasimhaiah, Rambabu, M. S. Mani, R.K. Sehgal, J, C.
De and A.K. Mishra of the Survey and Surya Kant
Srivastava and R.N. Kaw of the Institute. The work was
concentrated on two important sectors in the ancient part
of the city, namely Ram Janma Bhumi mound and the open
area to the west of Hanuman Garhi, besides a few trenches
at Sita-ki-Rasoi.

The excavation revealed a fairly compact and
working sequence for the antiquity of the place from its
first settlement over the natural soil. This began with the
use of the well-known Northern Black Polished Ware, in all
its shades. At the lowest levels, alongside the Northern
Back Polished Ware, were also found a few sherds of grey
ware, painted with fugitive bands in black pigment along
the rim or obliquely on the exterior. This is taken, on a
consideration of the position of this ware at Sarvasti,
Piprahwa, Kausambi, etc., as the very late and degenerate
phase of the well-known Painted Grey Ware found at
Hastinapura, Mathura, Ahichchhatra, etc. On the basis of
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the date available from other sites like Mathura, Sravsati,
Kausambi, etc., it would seem reasonable to ascribe the
first occupation of the Janma Bhumi area to circa seventh
century B.C.”
3852. The statement of PW 27, may not be relevant for the
purpose of testing ASI report. But even otherwise we find that
her deposition and opinion does not inspire confidence and it is
short of the "expert's opinion" which may be termed "relevant"
under Section 45 of the Evidence Act. She admits of having
never visited the disputed site till she appeared as witness in
these cases. She had written "introduction" to Prof. Mandal's
book (Exhibit 63). From her cross-examination it is evident that
she had no experience of field excavation.
"It is correct that in India I have not done any
digging and excavation on my own." (page 52)
3853. She admits of writing things giving hypothetical
sketches with respect to the disputed site:
"It is also correct that at pages 7, 8, 11, 12, 13 and
14 some sketches are given in my Introduction. Those
sketches are purely by way of Introduction to the book as
they are hypothetical. It is correct that from pages 16 to 69
is the book itself." (page 53)
3854. Merely on the basis of a photograph entire book and
article etc. has been written. About her own work PW 27 says:
"It is substantially correct that I wrote my critique on
the basis of the said sole photograph.” (page 63)
3855. Her lack of knowledge about disputed site is evident
from page 67:

"I am not absolutely certain of the area and extent of
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the disputed site at Ayodhya. I do not know in which part of
Ayodhya the disputed site is located."
3856. Though she came to support the book written by Dr.
Mandal criticising Dr. B.B.Lal's report but when specifically
asked whether she agree with the report of Dr. B.B. Lal relating
to Ayodhya on page 75 she says:

"I cannot say in terms of whether I agree or disagree
with them."

3857. She (PW-27) also admitted that there is a possibility
of some structure of the earlier period at the disputed site. On
page 84 she said:

"It is correct to say that I do not rule out the
possibility of any other structure of any other early period
at the disputed site."

3858. Similarly, PW 28, Dr. Sitaram Roy, a retired
Director, Archaeology from the State of Bihar was also
examined in 2002, i.e., before the excavation proceedings
commenced. He tried to make a statement that according to his
studies and as a student of Archaeology he can say that neither
Ram Janam Bhumi temple nor any other kind of temple ever
existed at any point of time, therefore, the question of
construction of mosque after demolition of temple does not
arise. He also tried to dispute stone inscription found in
December, 1992 that the script therein is not of 12" century as is
being claimed by other side. On archaeological evidence he can
say that Lord Rama was not being worshipped at Ayodhya in
12" century and in 12™-13™ century no temple of Lord Rama
existed at Ayodhya. On the one hand he appeared as Expert
(Archaeologist) and on the other hand he has tried to make
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various statements on History and other subjects.
‘q v gfasTa®Iv & WY 4 Sdds Hl glAET BT
gHIforeE g7 &l AT g1 (457 13)

“As a historian, [ do not recognise Atharvaved as an

authoritative book.” (E.T.C.)

‘garegr & foyad «ft gdarT gfee & #fev &
el 8 99 orer € i @l gyl & qd B §FH
9518V T8 fAaar § | BwIigie 7 HYAUST e Er
W 4 gRfga 1 wvaa g8 g fIRTs @71 & g9 799 IS
7e 8 BYgTUST dfererer 7 gfev &1 foos &1 (957 19)

“The temples which are existing at present at

Ayodhya are the remains of the temples, out of them no
instance of any temple dating back to three hundred
years from today is found. I am aware of the
Karamdanda inscription of Faizabad. Probably, it relates
to Gupta period, presently, I do not remember. There is
reference of a temple in Karamdanda inscription.”
(E.T.C.)

“@radl Iarsdl @ qHEE P Hlav 1 IV UY
g7 ® gardt T g, weqer, Wiar, §3ArT @0
grefagr oft i o9 781 &1 g8 ArFfagl @, TINE!
erarsgl @1 T8, dfcw w@radl rarsgl st efl)

geracgdcar g9 Afav @1 @radl erarsql &7 ArTd
8 Fifer gwH 99 BIaT &1 dfierd fAem & foraar a9 8 Irom
TG BT HHE W GIsT 3fAere | (47 20)

“On the walls of temple of Afsarh of 7" century,

there existed images of Ram, Lakshman, Sita, Hanuman
made of lime, which do not exist now. These images were
not of 10th-11" century but of 7" century.

The archaeologists recognize this temple as of 7"
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century because it contains the inscription of that period,

named as inscription of King Adityasen recovered from
Afsarh." (E.T.C.)

A7 R & gl BIRTs, RS a7 GHaT
fSxargwedc 78l q@r 8 #7 v o|@ ferd wHT Rreera
I I7 D R BICHTE Bl @7 B oTNd WHS off vy HY
YT Il e o 3 BIRIN T Bl B 9T H H QU BISHTE &
& grIT 97" (4T 24)

“I have not seen full photograph, stampage of the
inscription or its decipherment. At the time of writing my
article, 1 felt need to see the inscription or its full
photograph, but for wants of means I could not see the full
photograph. ” (E.T.C.)

3859. He tried to dispute the very factam of place of birth
of Lord Rama in Ayodhya. This statement now goes against the
stand of the plaintiffs (Suit-4) in view of the statement made
under Order 10 Rule 4 in April 2009. This witness has no
experience of field Archaeology as is evident from page 66. The
credibility of the said witness, based on his archaeological
conduct 1s tried to be dislodged by the defendants, in the

following manner:

‘T8 BHET Toid 8 b o9 AN SfBAITTRT Td 3B
SISTT 4 el g5 al "o SROVHOIH GW HWeld¥T §Ie H Hawd
o | Ig P& fdeggel Tord & [d 51q H [ ARBIN H VRTAINGTT
VS UPFIdIT 4 STHIY & UG UY prdvd oT al o Jldar e
gl Tl off | 47 &t v argeq HIEH HT A9 GA & I8 98N @
ABIGFT | R BrIdeiT H gidar mae T8 g off | I8 dEer
[dcger Terd & 1 “aenefora qidal & @Rl & a5 Pl w6
grel g+ off Sk 9 "HE H H W HYd aigu fa

veladicl vus e Jotd Yae @ d8d dlg Ml Higde gisfadosier
YT UIT YT TS B AGET HYBY WG GHal & FH B
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3T €0 SIR0F0AEH & G SfFarT Wa 3TS0v0v0, @ AT
F& GV GO G BT P [o7Y SAGT YT BT S0 VIS,
SIBIYaT H HIIged §Id & ST YNT SqeS & el G get 7Y |
gel Gersaely S0 g 7 8% AREN @l 3y T H el
@I @l 9d U GId FU UX [98IN WNHIN Bl AT Q7] I§
gIT TeAd & fa A UIT W 20 glawid @l kil & T IE
dte & @ #¢ ver7 & fasw wwarw 7 5 glfowra
pcldt #t gra w8 off v ey @ IR W IE R
faved g war) mer # wd 9w ur v g/ A%t gerg #h
IUIFT Heldl BT ST 9 STENY ¥ AT o7 f& 77
wIEHl WIgqg &1 vclget @ wrd § el 7817 (457 83)

“It is wrong to say that when [ got job in

Archaeological Survey of India, Prof. R.S. Sharma was a
member in that Selection Board. It is totally wrong to say
that while I was posted as Exploration and Excavation
officer in Bihar Government, some idols had been stolen
away. 1 have heard the name of Sri Dhar Vasudev Sohani.
He was Lokayukt in Bihar Government. The idols were not
taken away during my period. It is wholly incorrect to say
that any search party was constituted after the 'alleged
theft of idols' and in this connection, I would like to make it
clear that under the Antiquity and Art Treasures Act, any
private individual can keep with him any archaeological
remains after getting it registered. Under this very Act, Dr.
R.B. Sohini soon after his superannuation from the post of
Lokayukt and after submitting an application for
registration of certain archaeological remains in the name
of his son Sri Niwas Rao 1.A.S., went to Pune with the
aforesaid archaeological remains. Dr. Sohini handed over

the said archaeological remains to the Bihar Government
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on the condition to allot a gallery in his name on
conditional loan it is incorrect that the 20 % of my pension
was deducted. It is correct that the Bihar Government
had said for deduction of 5% from my pension but by
the order of the Court tht order was cancelled. Today I am
drawing full pension. The order for the aforesaid
deduction from my pension was passed on the ground
that I had not prevented Sohini Saheb from carrying
away the antiquity.” (E.1.C.)
3860. However for our purposes, we do not find the above
facts relevant in any manner.
3861. PW-28 has admitted that Dr. R.S. Sharma has been
his teacher and when he was selected for the post of Director
Archaeology and Museum, Bihar by Public Service
Commission Dr. R.S. Sharma was the Expert Member in the
selection board. He also admitted his acquaintance with Dr.
Sharma since 1953 when he was in Post-Graduation (page 83).
His Article (Paper No. 199 C 2) was published in 1996 in a book
where Prof. K.M. Shreemali of Delhi University was Editor.
3862. Supporting stratificaton/periodization made by ASI,
Sri M.M.Pandey submitted that:
L Archaeology provides scientific factual data for
reconstructing ancient historical ~material  culture,
understanding Archaeology for the past is a multi
disciplinary scientific subject and requires a team of
workers for effective results. Excavation of ancient sites is
one of the major works of Archaeologists. As it is a
scientific discipline, it uses scientific methods in its

working.
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II.  All Archaeological excavations are revealing and
also at the same time destructive; revealing in the sense
they yield unknown data like structures, antiquities etc,
destructive that as one digs layer after layer, the upper
layer have to be removed to go deeper and deeper to know
more.

IIl.  The area proposed to be excavated is divided into
squares rising grid system and all available latest
recording by documentation system, i.e., photography,
video-recording etc. is done before starting excavation at
desired and appropriate stages so that discovery of all
structural remains and important finds to maintain a
proper record for all future purposes.

IV.  In archaeological context, layers (strata) are
occupational and deposits caused by human and natural
activities are generally distinguishable by their colour and
texture as one digs.

V. Layers (strata) are important as they establish the
relation between the structures and antiquities that help in
establishing chronology provided the layer remained
undisturbed.

VI.  The thickness of a layer (stratum) also indicates the
time span of activities and occupation..

VIl. In some places long walls may pass through several
trenches but these are easily seen through the layers, the
baulk and are retain.

VIII. Archeological excavations and its methods have been
referred in various books. According to the views referred

to by Mr. Brain M. Faigan in his book styled as "In the
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beginning an introduction Archeology” as well as
according to the famous archeologist who is considered to
be father of Archeology Sir Mortimer Wheeler in his book
"Archeology from the earth" have settled certain norms of
excavation. According to them archaeological excavation
work is a scientific investigation which is be conducted on
sound research methodology.

IX.  Here laboratory work also includes the process of
writing report.

X Detailed records and accurate measurement are the
foundations of a sound, scientific  excavation.
Documentation (recording) throughout the excavation
includes site diary, antiquity register and daybook. This
day book records all events which have meticulously
maintained in this case also. Moreover the day-today
register has been duly signed by their advocates and expert
nominees present on the spot in presence of Judge
Observers.

XI.  The antiquity Register is maintained to contain a
special number of each small find, numbered with its level,
trench number, depth below surface and additional
information relating to the layer in which the object was
found. This procedure provides a permanent record of
significant artifacts which must be described individually
in the final report and whose preservation is important.
Lists of 'bag of finds' found during excavation are also
recorded in this register; each bag, especially of common
artifacts like pottery, animal bones, and stone implements

receives a serial number which is recorded in a list in the
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back of the small-finds register.

XII.  Recording of Site Plan, structures and stratigraphic
sections are equally important. Accurate plans provide a
record of measurement and grid set up before excavation to
provide a metrical framework for trenching. A system of
redial coordinate measurements is used to record the
position of horizontal features, with the radial lines
forming an accurate network of reference points.

XII. Three dimensional recording of major features and
important artifacts is also a vital part of the excavation
process. Many huts, pits or burial groups are important
merely because of their association with other features or
artifacts. Such information can be recovered only by 3-
dimentional measurements, i.e. by recording the feature's
horizontal and vertical coordinates with reference to the
site grid.

XIV. In Archeology period of construction and
stratigraphy is most important. Stratigrahpy is itself a
scientific basis of periodization. It is based on Geological
law of superimposition. Position of layers and their
relation with structures is the basis for the same. Layers
(strata) have to be worked out on the basis of texture,
behaviour, colour, etc. It has to be seen whether the deposit
is normal or flood deposit, layer (stratum) is disturbed or
undisturbed, relationship of layer with structures, its
contemporary deposit etc. For determination of age of the
layer carbon dating is considered to be most scientific
method. Periodization is done on the basis of finds that

includes pottery, epigraphic materials, artifacts etc.
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complied with C-14 dating.

XV. A perusal of chapter 3 of the report makes it clear
that ASI has adopted all the three methods of periodization
and has based its report on sound archeological norms. It
is well settled that periodization is done mainly in either of
the three ways: - (1) Century wise (timeframe
periodization) (2) Dynasty wise periodization (3) Layer
(stratum) wise (Stratigraphically). The dating are of two
types i.e. absolute dating and relative dating. The carbon
dating is considered to be absolute dating being
periodization by scientific investigation. Relative dating is
base on stratigraphical observation. There may be
variation in nomenclature of the periodization amongst the
scholars but there may be no point of controversy in
century wise periodization. However the report mentions
about all the three methods in its reports as is evident from
the report at pages 38, 39, 40, 41, 43 & 44 (volume 1).

XVI 1o begin with, i.e. historically the year 1192 A.D., i.e.
12" century, is the end of the Hindu rule in Delhi when
Prithviraj Chauhan was defeated by Muhammad Ghori in
the 2" battle of Tarain and Ghori appointed Qutabuddin
Aibak as his nominee to look after the territory of Delhi
which he did although formally he proclaimed himself to be
the ruler (Sultan) only in 1206, after the death of his
master. Thus, for all practical purposes, in Delhi the
Sultanate started during the closing years of the 12"
century A.D.

XVIL Another world fame renowned scholar of
Indian History professor A.L. Basham used the term
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"Medieval Hindu India for Chapter 6, pp. 51-59 in his book
"Cultural History of India", Oxford, 1975".
XVIIL On the basis of well established datable
artifacts, cermacised and C-14 dates, the ASI report has
followed the cultural sequence of Ayodhya as under.-

NBPW= Northern Black Polished Ware

RW= Red Ware

BSW= Black Slipped Ware

GW= Grey Ware

Late & Post Period IX Glazed Ware + RW+BSW

(p.109)

Mughal

Mughal (p.41) Period VIII Glazed Ware + RW+BSW
(p.109)

Medieval Period VII (1200-1600 A.D.) " " (p.109)
Medieval (p.40) Period VI (1000-1200 A.D.)-
RWABSW+GW (p.104)

Sultanate
Post-Gupta(p.40) Period V (700-1000 A.D.)-
RWANBPW~+GW (p.98)
Rajput
Level
Gupta Period IV (400-600 A.D.)-RW+BSW+NBPW
Earlier material of pd. 111 is in pd. 1V (p.40)
Kushan(p.39) Period III (100-300 A.D.) — RW
-Triratna Sample (p.85)

-Spouted wide open mouth of Makar (p.85) &
Plate 69/71
Sunga Period 11 (300-100 B.C.)-
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NBPWARW~+BSW+GW (p.39)
NBPW __Levels _Period I (600-300 B.C.)—
NBPW+BSW+GW+RW (p.38)

1t is pertinent to mention here that

The pottery sequence of pd. VII, VIII & IX are the

same. (p.108)
XIX. A perusal of the report submitted by ASI shows that
the excavations were conducted by the ASI in a most
standardized settled norms of excavations, Recording and
writing of the reports were strictly followed. The
excavations were conducted in vertical and horizontal
manners by way of grid system of layout for excavation.
Three dimensional recording were done and principal of
stratigraphy was strictly followed. The Archaeological
excavation being a scientific investigation was conducted
on spot in accordance with settled norms. The trench
supervisor's note book, diary, daily register antiquity
registers were maintained regularly in presence of the
parties. Three dimensional records were done and
principles of stratigraphy were strictly followed.
XX. The objection of the plaintiffs that in view of the
evidence drawn from the despositional history of the site
there was no habitation at this site after Gupta Period for a
long time. It was reoccupied after a long desertion in 13"
century A.D.
XXI. In this connection it may be submitted that the source
of this 'evidence drawn' can only be a figment of malicious
mind. The Report mentions on page 271 para one:

"Another noteworthy feature is that it was only duing
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and after Period 1V (Gupta level) onwards upto
Period IX (late and post Mughal level) that the
regular habitational deposits disappear in the
concerned levels".

XXII. In the same para it further mentions:

"The area below the disputed site thus,
remained a place for public use for a long time till
the Period VIII (Mughal level) when the disputed
structure was built".

XXIII. From where and on what basis 'a long
desertion' is established and how the site is shown as
reoccupied in 13" century A.D.' is neither clear not
Justified.

XX1V. The objection of the plaintiffs that essential
requirement in an excavation report is a chapter that
describes, one after the other, the main strata or levels
found in the excavation, their nature (soil texture, colour
etc.) and contents. But there is no such section, level alone
a chapter, in the Ayodhya report.

XXV, Periodization has been done on the basis of
finds of a particular layer or set of layers that is on the
basis of contents of the layers.

XXVI. The Chapter III covers all the salient points
required for defining and study of layers and their
respective periods.

XXVILI. It is again the 'ostrich attitude' of the objector
who wishfully do not want to acknowledge the existence of
all these features in the Chapter Il "Stratigraphy and
Chronology" from pp. 37-47 in the Report.
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XXVIILI. The objection of the plaintiffs that descriptions
given in the report are not always matched by the sections.
The reverse is also true. The report does not states the
period to which layer 6 of J3, layers 4-6 in ZEI-ZF1 And
layers 3-6 in e7 belong.

XXIX. In this connection it may be submitted that on
page 46 of Report in 5" line form top it is mentioned that
the material marked those from layer 1 to 6 "belongs to a
pit and the layers are superficial". So far as the period of
the pit is concerned the data unearthed from the excavation
is too scanty to determine, as the successive digging of pits
for later construction in the same spot has obliterated the
earliest pit line that could have dated the pit.

XXX. In any excavation report it is neither required
nor possible to include each and every layer of every
trench excavated while describing the stratigraphy of the
site. However, in general walls 16 and 17 have been
defined along with their associated layers to definite
periods.

XXL The objection of the plaintiffs that the
numbering of the floors and other details are not according
to the stratigraphy and the report is full of confusion.
XXXILI. In this connection it may be submitted that
confusion does not exist in the report rather it has been
created out of lack of understanding of the subject and
because facts are seen in isolation of one another and not
in the right perspective. Archaeological evidences at any
given site are found in different trenches and then they are

put to gather to reach a meaningful conclusion. It is like
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completing a jigsaw puzzle. Therefore, any description of it
should be seen and read in the same way.

XXXIIIL There is no single trench which has produced
all the floors and layers. Evidence of different trenches has
been shown in the Schematic Cross Section.

XXX1V. The objection of the plaintiffs that the text fails
to mention which particular layers in these (Tr. G2, G7, J5-
J6 and ES-F8) and other trenches pertain to Period VII.
XXXV, In this connection is may be submitted that
since the layers of this period are not regular depositional
layers rather are the filling material brought from out side
to level the area as a preparatory to lay the successive
floors, these floors have been described to belong to this
period. The layers of fill, which are sandwiched between
these floors, naturally become contemporary layers and
therefore, have been defined as belonging to this period.
The excerpt from page 42 of the Report is incomplete and
should be read with the remaining part of the same
paragraph which reads as:

XXXVI.  As some places due to differential coverage
area of the floor itself while at some other places due to
destruction or decadence one of these was found missing.
During excavation in different trenches they were named
according to their occurrence from one onwards. The
relative levels can be seen in the cross-sections of the
mound and in the schematic cross section of the mound".
XXXVII.  The confusion disappears as it never existed
rather is a concocted one. The division of five areas of

eastern, northern, western, southern and raised platform
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are treated in Chapter Il "Cuttings" which defines the
limits of each area. Therefore, there is no need to "count”
any trench in any area, rather it should be verified from the
relevant chapter.

XXXVIIl. In G2, a narrow strip (about 1 m wide) was
excavated and in that small area with some top layer
disturbances all the floors top floors (upto Fl.4) were
found, since the dividing line for different periods is floors
all the layers in between shall belong to the respective
period, so the layer 3 and 4 also belong to the Period VII.
XXXIX. The objection of the plaintiffs that nowhere is
there any section showing floors numbered "4" or "5" and
no section shows a sequence of floors numbered "1" and
"5

XL. Prof. Dhaneswar Mandal, who was examined
as PW 24 by the plaintiff as an archaeologist of pre-history,
has been re-examined after submission of excavation report
by the Archaeological Survey of India by the plaintiff Sunni
Central Waqf Board to support the objections filed by them.
It is pertinent to mention that Prof. Dhaneswar Mandal,
who has written a book styled as "Archaeology after
Demolition"”, had never visited the disputed site before
writing the book. During excavation the disputed site was
visited by him twice as stated by him in his examination in
chief from 10.06.2003 to 15.06.2003 and from 27.09.2003
to 29.09.2003. The entire evidence given by Prof. Mandal
makes it clear that the book was written by him on the basis
of news published in newspapers, magazines, booklets,

particularly paper 118/C. This fact has been admitted by
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him. Regarding excavations also he has very clearly stated
that his observations are based on his own observations
without any measurement or actual verification of the site.
Prof. Mandal admits that he has no knowledge about the
disputed site nor ever attempted to see the artifacts,
inscriptions, etc., found at the time of leveling or
excavation of the disputed site. Prof. Mandal in his
statement has admitted that the process of excavation, i.e.,
grid system excavation was perfectly correct which is
internationally accepted mode of excavation. He further
admits the circular sign found during the excavation to be
of Gupta period ie. 4th-6th century AD which is
undisputedly a non-Islamic construction of pre-Islamic era.
XLI Dr R.C. Thakran was examined as PW 30 by
SCWRB in support of their objections against report of ASI,
who, according to him, has not carried any excavation,
rather during his masters degree course had attended some
excavation at the sites of Mirzapur Karan ka Quila. The
witness, in para 1 of his affidavit, has stated that he is
involved in archaeological research since 1976 and had not
excavated any site. The witness has given various details of
the report in his examination in chief and annexed various
documents but has failed to establish the same, rather the
cross examination proved his statement to be false and
baseless. The witness was in full agreement with the
method of excavation, its marking, recording and listing.
The witness stated that comparative study of
archaeological finds was not possible on his part at the site

and the witness could know about the alleged defects only
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after submission of the report. Regarding periodisation, the
witness stated that periodisation from period 7th to 10th
century A.D., as mentioned in page 40 period 5 in report of
ASI is correct but the witness expressed his disagreement
with the nomenclature only. According to the witness early
medieval period started from 600 AD and continues up to
1200 AD. But at page 112 the witness admits that early
medieval period may be termed as Rajput period. Further,
contracting his own admission at page 113, the witness
states that the medieval period starts from 600 AD and
continues up to 1707 AD although further clarifies that
period from 600 AD to 1200 AD is called early medieval
period where as period from 1206 AD to 1526 AD is called
Sultanate period and period from 1526 AD to 1707 AD is
said to be Mughal period. Admitting existence of pillar
bases at the disputed site, the witness states at page 116:
""Maein us report mein likhi ish baat se sahmat hoon ki
pillar bases patthar ke pedestal par tikey huwey
thei.... Maeine Ayodhya ki khudai ke dauran sabhi pillar
bases ko dekha thaa. Usmein pedestal stones kahin par
nahin haein, kewal Mata Sita ki Rasoi ki taraf kuchh
pillar bases ke upar patthar paye gaye haein jo pedestal
se bhinna haein.”" Regarding manufacturing of pillar
bases the witnes stated: ""Jabtak maein khudai sthal par
raha aisa nahin hai ki ASI walon nein pillar base
banaye hon, Baad mein agar unhone kuchh kiya ho to
mujhe is baat ka gyan nahin hai.Yadi sabhi trenches
mein lagatar videography ho rahi hon to pillar base

banana sambhav nahin hai. " Regarding use of Chuna
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and Surkhi, the witness admitted the same being used in
7th-8th century and also in Gahadwal period. The witness
supporting the third stand taken by SCWB regarding
existence of old mosque/ldgah underneath the disputed
structure stated at page 69: "Khudai ke dauran diwar ko
dekhne se tatha ASI ke report dekhne se mujhe aisa laga ki
Babri masjid ya uske poorva ke masjid/idgah banne mein
jo material punah prayog mein laya gaya wah kahin aas
paas se laakar istemal kiya gaya hai. The witness admitted
existence of Kapot padi door jamb, lotus motif at the
disputed site and has also stated that he has not seen any
such thing in any mosque. The witness who is an atheist
stated that: "Maein Ishwar ya devi devta mein astha nahin

"

rakhta hoon." The witness admitted that he has no
knowledge nor had ever studied about differences of masjid
and idgah. At Page 187 the witnerss states: "Masjid wa
idgah ke antar ke barey mein maine avashya suna hai,
parantu iske barey maein maine adhyayan nahin kiya. Yah
kahna sahi hai ki masjid wa idgah ke sambandh mein
mainey sa-sapath apna bayaan mukhya pariksha ka prastut
kiva hai ish vidha mein maein vishesh gyan nahin rakhta
hoon.... Keval neemv ki diwar ko dekhkar uparokt donon
antar bata pana mere liye sambhav nahin." The witness
admitted existence of taakh or niches in temples. The
witness at page 191 states: "Mandiron ki khudai ki reports
mein animal bones paye jane ke barey mein maine padha
hai." The witness admits importance of Kalash and floral

motifs for temples and stated that it is used in temples only.

The witness admits circular structure and wall belonging to
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Gupta period. A perusal of the cross examination of the
witness at page 356 to 360 makes it clear that the witness
has no idea of the walls and has not identified the same in
spite of filing detailed affidavit and going through the
same. The entire cross examination of the witness makes it
clear that the witness has no idea of excavation and has
tried to support the objection of SCWB merely on the basis
of some bookish knowledge as well as under some
extraordinary circumstance.

XLII. At page 251, the witness (PW 31) admitted that
the ASI had adopted all the three methods of periodisation
and the carbon dating was a scientific mode which was
considered to be absolute dating method. But according to
the witness the Sultanate period was confined to 10th and
11th centuries only. The only objection against
periodisation, according to the witness, was as stated by
him at page 252: "I do not have any objection regarding
periodisation of ASI in which they did not mention early
Sultanate period from 10th to 1lth century. In my opinion
one of the objections regarding periodisation is the mention
of early medieval Sultanate period, The periodisation
should not be made on the basis of dynasty-wise."”
Regarding periodisation, the witness stated that he was in
full agreement with the periodisation done by ASI but he
was not agreeable to the periodisation of period 6 which is
shown as medieval Sultanate period.

XLIII. The witness (PW-32) has categorically stated
about her presence on the spot during excavation although

so many things have been stated in her affidavit filed by
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way of examination in chief. But the cross examination of
the witness proves that, although the witness is not a field
archaeologist, the excavations were conducted by A.S.1. as
per settled norms. Describing fill deposits, the witness
confirmed in her cross examination at page 24 that no
stratification is possible in fill deposit.
3863. From the above, it i1s evident that the entire
chronology/stratification of ASI has not been condemned/
objected/criticized by Experts of Plaintiffs (Suit-4) but basically
it is confined to 5, 6 and 7 period. PW 16 on page 54 stated that
the determination of period 6 and 7 is contrary to the facts on
the basis of pre-conceived ideas and have been antedated. On
page 455 it says that he has no objection to the determination of
periods 1 to 5. PW 24 does not dispute periods 1 to 4 but then
has made comments against the periods 5, 6 and 7, as
determined by ASI but then on page 170 in cross examination
stated that layer 5 and 6 have rightly been shown belonging to
early medieval Saltnat period and then on page 271 says that he
does not agree with the century-wise periodization made by ASI
and tried to explain the same on page 273-274, and, concluded
that except period 5, 6 and 7 he agrees with rest of the
determination made by ASI. PW 29 on page 71 while agreeing
with N.B.P.W. Mughal and late post Mughal expressed for her
disagreement with the rest of the periods. PW 30 without raising
any serious objection with respect to periodization has said that
the periods 6 and 7 have been mentioned in report by ASI
interchangeably creating confusion. PW 31 remained silent with
respect to stratification but PW 32, who is co-author of the

objection filed by the plaintiffs (Suit-4) against ASI report,



4054

claims that period 6 to 9 are not based on the deposits but the
material found therein is a secondary context and therefore, the
determination of the said period is not correct. These witnesses
have given their different version in support of their opinion or
understanding which are not in general harmony with each other
and therefore, it cannot be said that all the witnesses have
provided similar or common reasons against that part of
stratification/chronology of the ASI which they have challenged.
On the contrary, most of them admit that determination of
stratigraphy/chronology can be done in one or more method
which are well recognized and they are three (1) Dynasty wise,
(2) Century wise and (3) Layer wise, and the ASI has followed
all the three systems (PW 16 page 454, PW 24 page 269, PW 29
page 144, 150, 183, PW 30 page 351/352,)

3864. Sri Arun Kumar Sharma, OPW 18 has supported
ASI report in its entirety. He retired in 1992 from the post of
Superintending Archeologist from ASI. Having done M.Sc. in
Physical Anthropology in 1958 from University of Sagar and
Post Graduate Diploma in Archaeology in 1968 from Institute of
Archaeology, Government of India, he served ASI Department
for about 33 years and had the experience of exploration,
excavation of archeological sites. Some of the excavation work
he has undertaken has been detailed in para 5 and 6 of his
affidavit. He has clearly averred that the three ways of
periodization is well established in the field of Archaeology and
the ASI has adopted all the three methods. Regarding 6 and 7
period determined by ASI, he has explained that suggestion by
some of the witnesses that the medieval period in India must be

co-related with Islam only is not correct and is not a universally



4055

accepted proposition. He has referred to the opinion of Ram

Sharan Sharma, a Historian, recorded in his book "Perspectives

in Social and Economic History of Early India" published in

1983 by Munshiram Manoharlal Publishers Pvt. Ltd., New

Delhi, where on page 228 Chapter X VI the author says "

"An important problem in the general history of India
is that of transition from the ancient to the mediaeval.
Certain dates such as AD 647, 711, 750, 916, 997, and
1206 have been suggested as landmarks in political history.
But since politics was the preoccupation of a small section
of society in early times, it has to be shown whether any of
the above-mentioned dates or whether any other date or
point of time is equally significant in the history of land
system, crafts and commerce, polity, society, language, art,
religion, etc. There has taken place a lot of discussion
whether Harsavardhana's death in AD 647 marks the end
of one and the beginning of another era in Indian history.
The statement of Vincent Smith that the death of
Harsavardhana set in the process of decline in Indian
history has been ably refuted by a number of scholars, and
especially by H.C. Ray. But for those who wish to
investigate patterns of social and economic life, the real
point to look for is not the presages of decline and
prosperity but the nature of change in the existing way of
life. If the change is of a fundamental nature, it should be
regarded as heralding the advent of a new period. If it is a
minor change it would not necessitate any new
characterization of the period. Even the question of decline

and prosperity has to be examined in relation to the process
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of change involved in it. We have to carefully consider how
far the decline of the existing system of life shows
symptoms of the rise of a new pattern of life. None of these
points has been taken into account by V. Smith when he
says that the death of Harsavardhana in AD 647 begins a
period of decline nor by those who try to refute his theory.
On the grounds of dynastic and political history H.C.
Ray suggests that AD 916 should be accepted as the line of
demarcation between the two periods in the history of
northern India. In his opinion: 'these may be called the
ancient and the mediaeval periods, but it would be perhaps
more reasonable to call them simply the Hindu period and
the period of the Turks and Afghans." A similar approach
has been adopted by some other scholars. In the fifth
volume of the History and Culture of the Indian People it is
said at one place that ancient India came to an end in AD
997, and again, at another, that in Indian history the
mediaeval factor was introduced in the thirteenth century.
Both views are based on the assumption that the Muslim
conquest ushered in mediaevalism in India. Does it mean
that without the Muslim conquest there would have been no
mediaevalism in India? Does it imply that the countries of
Europe which escaped this conquest had no mediaeval
period in their history? In Europe it is difficult to think of
mediaevalism without feudalism, the origins and nature of
which have to be examined in the case of India. In our
opinion the beginnings of a feudal way of life can be sought
in the age of the Guptas and Harsa, which marks a period

of transition in the history."
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3865. He has also referred to the opinion of another
learned Historian A.L.Basham's book "A Cultural History of
India" (first published in 1975) Oxford University Press
(Eighth Indian Impression in 1992) contained in Chapter VI,
titled as "Medieval Hindu India". While giving details of various
Hindu kings ruling different parts of the country, even after
Muslim invasion, Dr.Basham has observed that it is not that the
entire Indian Continent got influenced by Muslims from 7, 8 or
9" century but from time to time different parts were ruled by
different Hindu kings of great vitality.
3866. We have copy of the entire book of A.L. Basham,
i.e., ""A Cultural History of India" (first published in 1975) and
10™ impression 2006 by Oxford University Press, New Delhi
(Book No. 112). Sri Basham in Chapter VI which runs from
page 51 to 59 has noticed that the Gupta Empire disappeared by
the middle of 6™ century. In the second half of 6™ century, a city
on Upper Ganga, before its confluence with Jamuna,
Kanyakubja (later known as Kanauj), rose to prominence as the
capital of the Maukhari kings. The city of Sthanvisvara, now
Thanesar, in the watershed between the Ganga and the Indus,
became the capital of a rising family of rulers descended from a
certain Pushyabhuti. Gujarat and Malwa were in the power of
the Maitraka Dynasty, founded by the general of the Guptas. In
the Deccan the Chalukya Dynasty was gaining in strength, while
in Tamilnadu the Dynasty of the Pallawas was also enlarging its
boundaries. This is the pattern of Indian politics until the
Muslim invasion. It further says:

"The political history of India between the end of the

Gupta Empire and the coming of the Muslims can be traced
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in some detail from thousands of inscriptions which contain
the genealogies and brief accounts of the reigns of kings,
and in the panegyrics which form the preambles to records
of land-grants, mostly to religious bodies-temples,
monasteries, or groups of learned brahmans."
3867. In 7" century (606-47 AD) Harshavardhana gained
control of Kanyakubja (Kannauj). After heirless demise, his
empire also died with him. The subsequent period by Sri A.L.
Basham is described as under:

"The succeeding period is very obscure and badly
documented, but it marks the culmination of a process
which had begun with the invasion of the Hunas in the last
years of the Gupta Empire. The sixth and seventh centuries
saw the rise of many new dynasties, small and great, in the
northern part of the sub-continent. Few of these ruling
families are to be found mentioned in sources from periods
before the Guptas, and many of their genealogies begin
with names which do not seem Sanskritic. These people
appear to have been new-comers. Some of them may have
been related to the Hunas. A new people, who began to
make their presence felt towards the end of the sixth
century, the Gurjaras, gave their name to the present
Gujarat and founded several important ruling dynasties.
Since place-names containing a similar element can be
found as far to the north-west as Pakistan and Afghanistan,
it is commonly suggested that the Gurjaras entered India
in the wake of the Hunas. Their name has been linked with
that of the ancient people of the south Russian steppes
called Khazars, and with the Georgians (Gruz) of the
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Caucasus. Other obscure tribes of Central Asians may also
have followed the Hunas, and wilder peoples from outlying
areas may have profited from the unsettled conditions to
gain political control of important regions. In any case,
new ruling houses arose in the post-Gupta period and
many of their names survive to the present day as those of
the Rajput clans.

Towards the end of the eighth century three of the
recently arisen dynasties contended for Kanyakubja, by
now the acknowledged metropolis of northern India. These
were the Palas of Bihar and Bengal, the Rashtrakutas of
the Deccan, and the Gurjara-Pratiharas, who controlled
parts of Malwa and Rajasthan. The great city was for a
time occupied by the Palas, whose Buddhist king
Dharmapala drove up the Ganga valley and exacted tribute
from many kings of the area. The Rashtrakuta Govinda III,
whose policy of raiding the north, continued by his
successors, was to have many repercussions, drove
Dharmapala out, but was forced to return to his base
owing to trouble at home. The vacuum was filled, very
early in the ninth century, by Nagabhata Il of the Gurjara-
Pratiharas.

For about a hundred years the Gurjara-Pratiharas of
Kanyakubja restored a little of the glory of the earlier
empires. Under their greatest kings, Mihira Bhoja (c. 836-
90) and Mahendrapala (c. 890-910), they received tribute
from rulers from Gujarat to the borders of Bengal, and
Muslim travellers were much impressed by the

peacefulness and prosperity of their quasi-feudal
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empire. But their old enemies, the fierce Rashtrakutas from
the Deccan, were constantly worrying them, and in about
916 Kanyakubja was again temporarily occupied by Indra
111 of the Rashtrakutas, whose lightning raids provided a
foretaste of the similar attacks of the Marathas 800 years
later.

Indra IlI soon returned to the south; but his effects
were longer-lasting than those of previous Rashtrakuta
raiders. Though the Pratiharas returned to their capital,
they were humiliated and weakened, and their vassals
ceased to respect them. Within a generation or two the
greater vassals had thrown aside their allegiance, and were
fighting with their former masters and among themselves.
It was in these circumstances that Mahmud or Ghazni, in
the early years of the eleventh century, carried out his
seventeen raids on India; but though the Turkish raiders
ransacked and destroyed palaces and temples, and
returned to their headquarters in Afghanistan with
immense caravans of riches and slaves, India resumed
her traditional political ways as if nothing had
happened.

The Turks overwhelmed the Sahi kingdom, which had
controlled a large area of the north-west, from Kabul to
Lahore. The rulers of this realm had also been Turks, but
Turks who had adopted Hindu traditions, and who offered
no serious threat to their neighbours to the east. The
Ghaznavids also conquered the Muslim kingdoms of Sind,
occupied by the Arabs early in the eighth century, whose
chiefs had long ceased to trouble the hindu kingdoms on
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their frontiers. Thus the hindu states of the Gangetic
basin and Rajasthan now had on their borders a young
aggressive kingdom with new methods of warfare and
with a religious ideology which might be expected to
encourage aggression.

The most remarkable feature of the situation was
that, as far as surviving records show, nobody whatever in
hindu India recognised the menace of the Turks. The
Ghaznavids made a few further raids, but these were far
less impressive than those of Mahmud. The Turks were
soon torn by internal strife and, though they continued to
hold the Panjab, it must have seemed to the hindu
politicians of the time that, like that Arabs before them,
they would be contained indefinitely. Having no real
historical tradition, the Indian memory, of earlier
conquerors coming from the north-west-Greeks, Sakas,
Kushanas, and Hunas-was so vague that it was quite
ineffectual as a warning to the rulers of the time.

In the involved situation arising from Mahmud's
raids, five larger kingdoms shared most of northern
India between them, the Chahamanas (Chauhans) of
Rajasthan, the Gahadavalas (Gahrwals) of Kanyakubja
(Kanauj) and Varanasi (Banaras), the Chaulukyas or
Solankis of Gujarat, the Paramaras (Parmars) of
Malwa, and the Chandellas (Chandels) of Bundelkhand,
to the south of the Ganga. These dynasties bore names
which are among the best-known of the thirty-six Rajput
clans. Their kings had already acquired something of the

traditional Rajput character-gallant, extremely sensitive to
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points of honour, glorifying war, but war of a gentlemanly
kind, intensely devoted to tradition, and quite incapable of
serious co-operation one with another. The Palas, who
governed Bihar and Bengal, had been quite untouched by
Mahmud's invasions. Early in the twelfth century they were
replaced by the Sena Dynasty, which reversed the Palas’
traditional support of Buddhism and encouraged hindu
orthodoxy. They seem to have played little or no part in the
politics of the western part of India, where the five major
kingdoms and numerous lesser tributary realms fought
honourable among the themselves, basing their strategy
and tactics on principles inherited from epics.

In 1173 Ghazni was captured by Ghiyas-ud-din,
whose headquarters were Ghur in Afghanistan. From
his new capital Ghiyas-ud-din turned his attention to
India. His brother, Muhammad bin Sam, occupied the
Panjab and deposed the last ruler of the line of Mahmud.
Then in 1191 Muammad bin Sam attacked Prithviraja, king
of the Chahamanas, the hindu ruler on his eastern frontier.
Prithviraja, fighting on his own ground with a larger army,
defeated Muhammad at Tarain, and he retreated. In the
following year, 1192, Muhammad came again with stronger
forces, and on the same field of Tarain Prithviraja lost the
day, and the Ganga valley was open to the invaders. Before
the century was over Turkish control was established along
the whole length of the sacred river.

It is easy to suggest reasons why the Hindus were
unable to resist the Turks, and many such suggestions have

been put forward. In dealing with the question it must be
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remembered that the invasion of the Turks was only one of
numerous attacks through the north-western passes which
took place in historical times. The Aryans, by a process not
fully known to us, gained control of the Panjab from the
decadent Harappans. The Achaemenians of Iran occupied
part at least of the Indus valley,; Alexander's troops reached
the Beas, but were compelled to retreat; in the second
century B.C. the Greeks from Bactria occupied the Panjab,
they were followed in the next century by the Sakas or
Scythians, in the first century A.D. came the Kushanas, and
in the fifth the Hunas. Mahmud's raids in the early eleventh
century were precursors of the even stronger Turkish
attacks of Muhammad bin Sam, which led to the protracted
domination of most of India by Muslim rulers.

These were not by any means the last attacks from the
north-west, however. Soon after the Turkish occupation,
Mongol hordes swept into India and occupied much of the
territory west of the Indus. In 1398 Timur, the great Mongol
conqueror, sacked Delhi and raged through western India,
causing tremendous carnage and destruction. In 1526
Babur the Mughal defeated the Afghan rulers of Delhi and
occupied the country. In 1555 his son, Humayun,
reconquered it from his base in Afghanistan. During the
eighteenth century Persians and Afghans raided India in
turn, both sacking Delhi before returning to their
homelands."

3868. The above clearly shows that in the period of
Mahmood Gaznavi raids and thereafter, the northern India was

shared by five larger kingdoms namely, Chauhans (Rajasthan),
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Gahadavalas (Kannauj and Banaras), Chalukyas or Solanki
(Gujarat), Parmaras (Malva) and Chandellas (Bundelkhand).
The said dynasties have been titled by learned author as one of
"the best known of 36 Rajput clans". The Palas, who governed
Bihar and Bengal remained untouched by Mahmud Gazanavi's
invasion but early in the 12" century they were replaced by Sena
dynasty which reversed the Palas traditional support of
Buddhism and encouraged Hindu orthodox religion. The
Chauhans rule came to end with the defeat of Prithvi Raj
Chauhan in 1192 AD by Mohammad Ghuri at Tarain leaving the
Ganges valley open to invaders/foreigners. In 1206 AD
Gaharwals (King Jai Chand) was also defeated by Ghuri.

3869. The details of Maukhary, Pushyabhuti, Pratihar,
Gaharwal etc. rulers have also been given in "Ayodhya Ka
Itihas Evam Puratatva" (supra) (Book No. 141), Chapter-7,
pages 81 to 105 which is a minute and detailed study on the
subject and except some observations made therein based on
1992 inscriptions found at Ayodhya which for the time being we
can exclude, the rest of the contents of the said chapter as such
have not been shown inaccurate or incorrect, hence may be
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3870. The Sultanate and Mughal period is said to
commence not in the entire part of India but initially at Sindh
and thereafter gradually it increase to other parts. As such,
therefore, it may not be said that with the advent of Sultanate
period the territory of Oudh was ruled by Muslims. On this
aspect also in Ayodhya Ka Itihas Evem Puratatva (supra) at
Chapter-8, pages 109-113 some details have been given and the

same may be referred as under:

"GVATH Pl YT P §I] & SISd] I’ & GRA H SRel
7T YRTA T WIW Yl R U¥ SMHHAT [HAT clfhT d8 I
PIs g5 Fsl ABIdl Ui T8l &GPl ol | 98T G¥ HIeT UPTET
g3 Yv & GBI [T BIFH 8 WHT T8 d oTIHIT A WY A
A raifseal @ SIur SiRdcg §4IV v W g9 19 8
§¥ATH 7 X9 G ABY HIT a» d [A8Tad H—HIT BT
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gl & §1] Il fhar] Tdl vIares] H oA @ Vb WArgld
TIfexy @&l GRIETT T J9TH® [Fgad a1 791 @7 967G & qd
T QT &5 WP ITET H & 1797 A7 g & anev S 9w
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favare 7| 7dl eIl & dlel IR H 3Yd §&7 TIT SATHY
& dged H U Y G99 BT 3GT 3T foreT dlley & a9l b
YT GY 37U Pl T BT T prge], igel SN e b @
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Il ISAG9 Bl Hlq STefl oft | elfebT R H G7q g8 el §INE
IY¥ BT Y& qieid AT GSIT B U Bdlet GIRT §aT G [ordr 47|
NI % BY W 98 BF X 99 o P G GREIT B AE)
UID F U DRI AT P GINT GNIS [T TAT| 977 30
H ggITIiT 7 uT T Bl WG B 3K We & ST v,
qav, HUGIN, GEINYTT T g8 @l 39+ g H [ forar)
SWP I YRT H I I8! 999 & W g BT T SHE
TT &3 B U 5 H [Aerar] GIFTIMT BT o 997 F0
7 58 g T qTY 7 Fo& P WG UY §F/ GHP I
THHT YT AEYT Tadl @ f¥sTaT v 998 o # daT/

OV WHY FWP! 1Y AT 27 a¥ @I &ff | 1000 30 F THT NG U¥
ggcll SHHY [baT| SWd i@ GW HiF Hde ay¥ ¥Rd U%
THHI [V | YIRAIT SiAeT 4 98 #8qa TorTdl & TH W g
g/ SUD FAU Bl TFIT F BY H T+ TAT GRIord oS
W &7 geerd @l off |

GReTH gIdeTeaIRl 7 H84G ToTTd @& SHHV P il [davoT
fov & 3 sifavfora #ierw gia & siiv S7H $dcT IS9P Whearsl &
faavvr & faera &/ g7 faqvvr @l el =7 @il W aareia T8l
[T ST ¥bdl elfbd 41 g% el "I ferar orar €/ S il
faavvr 41 T ¥ET & 98 Y§ avE JNerH SIdErdRl @ [avvl &
3TN UX & &/ TI—IG Pl GIST H GEHT STHHT 1018 30 7
8oIT 7| G¥7 2 [QW=R, 1018 &l JHT &1 Pl UK fbal 7o W%t

H o UgIel Idail @l Siiad §Y av, 9a9rT §oaiey, ygar/ 3

WY 8T BT NS §¥acd o7 o7+ 989q T YpIget] [bar offdb
UV 37T/ BW {old @l & ord [aved SR I gl v
WiEr avl gsl| 9Wd §Ic HEYS o HEIgT H IIed Gl HoldR

P G [HAT| TEqIFIq AT GHD BT HT AGTHT 97/
FYT TV §H WHY YcoIv & YIHIY & [ERT EoT o/
Rragd er7@ faerrer af*ev of | g9% §I® §9T Afq¢
TR @ @ A oT| §Hga: I&8 FO—THYH BT
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AV eIT | 6P [A9eTar & #eHa e THIad §3iT| SHHT
AT AT fab g8 HlGY HFH—H—FH T PNIS ol SR W
g1 TIT BN TAT Al E FA Rfeqdl 7 ol gDl AT H
FH——HH I W I BT THI TIIT ERIT| §T Ala©l B B
gical & arg gloar g A @ g9s 1 off o sirar 7 v
&g MR @ VT ore of | §7 | qfdgl 7 68,300 frswar
gy &1 @lar er| Fi]t @t qgfagl’ @t weIr 200
oft| 98 TI¥ fecedt & wror @ et o7 @fe, faar
fodt @1’ @ wEqT 7 7T Y JTHIY HY [7gT TeIr
wid ey Fidt @ gt qfag s sfrere § @7 P
g7 SE7 wHl AfF’¥] &1 TATHY @ BT 9 BT
g3 wY  fgr) g7 qfdFw H GTI-qIBV
ghS—gHe HY fegr Tq7) TIN 7 g fo7 aw
qecare gidl 8T T SifBIer Wgd GATHY VTG HY
few 779/

AYRT B JTT P IIG HEHSE ToTTdl 7 Bl Bl I GITIT
far ) gerfd grf § 99 TR &7 \ra=r &eer gsl, fov o gF
F=71GT Yg'F TIT| I§ TAY GId T & FFT &7 fordd
T F9IV AfGY o | #8HT @ STHT B Il WY HIIER

geT BT XTSI XTSIYIT 7 & Gl 3N §RT THEB T H el
TIT| §9 HPR TG BT HEHT T YV avE ST/ Hed o
® frgrT 7 wEqg &1 3 PYie faved, favgT AN
g1 Terr T &l gare greft grer @v |

AEHG Hilal | S T8 g7 3IIX §9 UBIN AT IHP
BH W 9 TS| olferT A8HG B G&I HHT & IANFT IHD!
ENTT| H8HE 7 1025 0 & OTTa%l HEN @ HT H GHETT W
THHI [T 3Iv S eT| FIHArT & HIGY & [9aiclT & 3E
AISHY GIVST Y [T T &I HrIs [a¥eH &1 &7 4 T/ Alav
&I Al eqvd BY [ear AT =T RralcnT & ghsl Pl Al of T
TIT 8T Y T gbsl dl GrHl ARGIe § §R @l Alledl ¥ o
1@ T g9 Sl ARoTE T [EIT 1019 30 H Filol Pl T
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& FI HYIAT AT AT FIHTT B §H JE 4 WIIS WX FGG H]
TR o7 | O HHT AP 1Y 12 g9 B oA .. ...
3IGVEHTT [ & TR FYG AEHE Tor7dl P 987 Hicll
BT GF 7| $HF [9a7 BT 749 GodlT AN AIE T Gl 39+ THY
BT UNIE SV TIGT 97| WHAET UY SEHT B WHIT AE U
7EHG TSl @ W T 3N I WHY SHH 1Y HId 12 I§
off| HHTRT P T P yig Iu & GG HYT 7 IAH P AH
Y Y WAl VBH Pl SN Y dr WY I8 Bl AT B A
I8 g% Pl Wels Bv+ & §¥a W g TG @I GR [Ha1] 75
Uge! Jodld @& S8 XISl AUl Pl GRIIIT [T §Hd I
S faeell & IO HleUler @ [dveg ArEl forar| fReell & &q
7YG o HYS N FGTS Pl HYG 3N Hilol b NS F IHP el

J& PNl BIPb T GHIBY [FFAAT BY o[ . . AT B [FAT o
WY HEQaIT o §8vIge, STHIN EF7 3% o HgAl ael Hicld
BoTel 7 FANE I [T | YeIdTg el I HIX GiEqaw qleror
Pl SR F~% aF T/ cdlbT ggl HIR &N 875 HA GIRT AN
STl 7| WK GG 7 Yoiq HIE Bl 144 aRieg seqfq vidarw
14 S, 1033 30 @ [a7 g8vige H el (q1e7 ) & AlGY U¥
3TBHI Y Q7| HG BT JE I Yool & & GIRT §3T| §9 J&
H ggd ¥ Gl @l W g el 22 JEIg AN qge B IG P
915 I8 HHY [d@v 17| faedt 7 @arsil 1 WEIr §ga
ggr-agroY foadfl 81 swe Igwr, fe=g @1 7 &9
dTE EgWare v drw arer dqa of aor g1 Siv 4
FTHT giT HYs QAT @8 of| dfeT 7 weIry
gegferey  sfovforg 81 gsg¥EHrT fawdt  F
HRra—v—aq]T & oa d fer@m 8 & —

WG AGG &l g & 1§ ITHY 4 GABBY &7

oI ART AT SHD SRTEBEING B G A

AT 7T ST i aret T8 eff @ g wenfoa &l

g
Borare Toifcay H ol gwer fager faar war & Reer 7 sref
feveT sra giosar + for@r & far —
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gyl & §15 A o 3UH WA Pl SGET (3 P

favg Farerd far) Jefm 39 a9l a8 v @

WP 3T U &1 Jarat off fovw o far way @

OV Siid [orar AT AGE ST @ HINH W PpIH

T~ o7 N gib FeT U e s [Mord o

gulery g8 3rTell quf T T§T o TAT 3N FHD

gIq faecll 97/
VI e & THHI BT PIhl HIOvE g3 IV Il Hl &
Rl @l STTE—oiT8 HIR @I+ sl | eTgs Horiais & Yerd At
T AYG DI TATHT HH W FHB GITT BT ST &Il & TEHR
B AT BT Vb I HAAIID HEF] e T M o o g8qe
TorTd F USg G BT SEBI FAAT 9T AT HET ol & f
99T 1034 30 ¥ IR B T &T| E~T 9BHY T HET & & I7
dr 99T 39T SFHI AT & [B¥ 3 TgH T $W 3TEX ¥
3T YV STHHT [T &1 Wahdll &/ olldb 8~ dbY & W HUT
Bl 8 BT FIB Y9 HHTl HIF BT WHd & FlId FHPT
»ig 1 garor 987 fyaar f& fagreadtTs &7 €97 @
fedt |argfa 7 Fleqr v JTHFHU [HIT o1 THR
SITRFT 4T Y & a§ Yd WY 794G eIl & [T Jevge
HOART AT AT 39, 3EAT [T & §9 SIHHU Pl Hl §F
gRer glagraa <l &1 T & Ad & Flid aarg—y—ggaiiT
o JgTp 7 o7 ave W §9 Tl &7 Ju [Har 8 g8 JeT wieveT
W AT & SN VN Vorar & fa [Aureifi @) WA el &
[AbeTpy 3 §9I9d Ugd g 3N GIUEY TP CUlc PN

TSI & THI TF 19 dic T3/ J8THT BT QIR 39 JHIN 8—
S (Fraredii=) 39w JIGRil Ik J= & AT 1033

g0 4 ER § [deray 31N ¥ Slavawd] §q YHH

a¥gelt| g1 H 98 TGN FXDH IID qIY AN F

e @ 3V TT UST| IBIIFE T8 g% 719 b 6V

A SIf T T @ I P XTI H T, 3 Ugdr| §9b

ggel BIg 41 GRerd W1 98T dd T8l ugdl off | TIX
Gl BT N H o] N GWH BBl Gl or/ ¥Ar
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g8l Wa¥ H QIYsY @l THIG dF &< Fld IRl
3EYT H @ o7 gorronl a7 Tl i el ar
JOIR gT off T, T T g SF B
THFT T W @ RygrEl ff gefery srEfiv & Ty
FlfG d 97 AT T B A, Flel, JaAv 3N

SIGTENTd ofhY el Hellqd! clic or=T Tigd o/

TN

§9 BN [l §NT §9RE @l e Pl "edl [doggod
fawavrra et ol |

A8 ToITdl & 3adal (QI3TE]) H §7 SHHUI & §I5 T8l
UY U IIITeIel HIEI @ YA §3 TESdalT 9 & TRed
a7l FRIfacy & o [5%7 WIEIeg @l dlq V&l 9w ST
YdIssT da Sidal @l Y&l Bl T=ed IV B IINIEBINg]
GOSh STBEHFBING] BT FHAT BB % FIN—aK JIGIdd Her
7T/ FARGS @ ORI Sifeig W g8 F@a giaT 8 & g%
GOP—dIY ¥ IRl @l RET @ fory WIqrT %] @l Afdwas &
WY F 3qaN o gsT fored forv Bt 7 mrefar @ oft ) wifd<a=
& YET dEYA W g wId glal § b Tid<Egs T T gg H
EHHIY I STFAT ST & 177 G P [397 o7 | §a1Y & AGT9Ie]
» U 3feied W 4l g8 ST ElaT § & 9Wd Ydol AGTurel o
EHIN @ Ta9Iql () @I "I H STHH B ITHT GT [QAT AT
nfa<a= @ YF fAaga= @ 4 N @ TfaidreEr el
WheIdTdd S BT &9 Q97 7 &/ faoch—fRrarerds &= oa
H faererad @ wizel BT AT B BT AT QAT TAT & | § TBR
3Idql H FRETH STEHIBI TITAN TII B V& SN TaT &
XTSq9l T GBI TlaviT ¥ GHI—wE5T GY [T $HHT Foold 7
HIT GReTH SIAETHPBIR HRd & dled RN A3l & St &
i1 g7l qET Herdl &/ g% SldiNaT SIRAT W 34 g7 & H
U [T T G Boreh S & ot I8 T giar & & M
T% D IR H [BH GHR BT IHHT ARAT H G T/

1193 30 4 F=av & J&§ H GIT= & GNIoid & W P &I]
GETHIT IS 7GR bl T [HIT o7 gDl gaTT [Herd)
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& &g ST § I ST STHHV §IT o7 §HDI Blg GAT T8l
1Acidl | o giasrviey g8 H17d & & Gewia TN & U 3D
HEGHITE QNI TRT 7 S7IIEIT UY STBHT BXP ST & o
AfeY @I arST oAT| Wfld I AT & [aedl 37 85 Afex Bl
A T BT o7 3wl [PFT GFAT TEl fAerdd | TeedreT WHIC &
& 4 GNIfoIT 81 W @ 919 e WAV AR TESqrel WIHGYT UY
YT TR ¥IIfUT &Y @bl & % U¥ Ml [A9qrg e dloT
& FI1F o TITEl % VI ®Y W FRerd Wrel @T gfavrer
GII¥I YT 3iIv %8| PEl U¥ dgd Iaaeiel JIaNE a1 1 gHat
gooied 89 UG @Y 3V &/ 1226 3 H Fogdldel @ YA Hlold
99 GHY fevg HIOXE & VP §FdT | ddBIa—y—ara § T8
geold a7 T & [& ST 4 §YvqE AHe Uh Jidd 7§
§YIN oAl @l Hid @ "l SN [Qa1 97| dfdd THe]elT
HEHG T T B 7 PIBYI Bl IEIS DA |

SIGETGIH STTelT HIGINTT F 379 3717 &7 Slasrd d forey
g1 gmav @ J§ 4 9IT= & yIford & & 15 JTEgReT
TRI 7 1194 H aE G¥ FHT [HAT 3N FEGHITE NI TINT
AT § AR AT SN g8 SWHl FHNE | vy FREATAR
Rgerof] & H Ugel Sl H IS T [HAT SN I HA BT U
PE AT FHH SEDI g BT [HeAl [& SEH TF BT &F
S U SEfIT Y [orar | ST Ul SIfdd gaql ger ol off f&
BqYgelT @ g @ G 079 FogdlHe U]l U §oT I S¥ibl
G WHSIBY IHD] STENTAT BN BNt H §7HIN B [Q97| FHPD
F [IRIIgGET 7 1T § ¥ IS 0T B [T [ o
g faar 7 s Sgwdl sEfar W fo g S gEvisw Sk
AEGY & T B G9 fQooll @ ST @Y QAT AT §9d
fegarl @ &t ulafear g5 oiiv way 7 gga & FHEHT AR TV
187531l @1 GHT v @ [y IMEiIa] THIeGGIT &l fdocll | orr
TIAT| 1236 IV 1242 30 4 FHI: THIBGGIT 89T 3N HHAGGGIT
PN T P TONIH & |

1155 §0 % Goald THIBGRIT Bl A HAD—Y—A] 7 BAG
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@7 W [qarF BY [T 7| §W BN FAgT &I Bl TE BT
ETfHH T 1397 TIT TAT 16 BRAY) 1255 B S G I Bl
TGS 397 77| 9 9 H IGE @I el qvaiw d efdaened!
g AT o T SWH FIGYIE W UE §I [ierdr faar [ Afcra
Arg]al HIg YTl Bl G8NIgE T &lidbH FIT Ol &/ §9 WY
FAGT @I 7 Aol ARG @I g1 g1 [orar clfbT a8 4T
[Aepetl Gilv g8v1g9 ge AT/ SN fQoell G¥EIR 7 g7 gagT &I
Bl T T FEVIgT VTAIINT BV 13T oifbT S $%7 31T Bl
T AT 919 H 1256 0 H [ecell @ G ST GV g8 WIG &
TIT| BB I GV IHAT @I HorX Bl TE PHT ElHH FAT
Tl fvg 1259 Fo # G AT fagis @Y [ear qoT el faar
Tar |

9% qIq Hicid TIAHIT Fe—avrad (a7 Frell arerr), fored
3HIT @I Hl HET I o, P TE BT ENHH IAIT TIT| FATT
7 a@id & gHler @ fAgIE & qEIH @ 177 UF a9l W B A
I @17 &I 4T, cfbT g8 &I TIT| §9 UY qoi9 bl STl W
3T @17 BT IR BIcHY ST (391e]) P §IX UY I 197 37|
g% ois & a7 91 BYed @I &l I HT gliH [Agad f&ar
TIT| BT NI P A H Y AT Pl AR STAT| IHPI [AEGr 7
JoIdT W BINGIG @1 | o197 7 BNEd GIF Bl 500 BIS TV 3N
SY 99 [qgar @ wlg AT

Yedadd I § el &1 &' fFrgward §qsr orar
oT| FeIq7 faccll ¥ 3 @ A & [FHved AT B [y
ggeTelieT oT| g8 &I e [eecll Blsay @idger S gl 4
T8 #ElT S8V o el SV SIgeT W faeefl W STaE @7
A AT g1 Y| g% 1677 B g ol [y 7| gt # geEler
& fAglE BT GHT BYH B [o7Y ST FHT I8 Sae H GEVT T Tl
ggl g WG A B 3 ot [AfT BN @ Fleadl Jer-¢
JS9AR, Uqe, Urgd, gER, BER, ol dINGld, Jolld, Flaw,
YN, AR, 3fe Bl & g & W&l H YpIAd BT
TG a7 @ qIG GI9T  §INT @I P g8l U [T [T |
YISTEITH] dles U Sowd FAIT TIT T JHIT & GHESl Bl Al
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& HIC QAT P QY Q97 JET Profl 7 o B AT [T
fe=g sfusrawre 9 faear 8 & gota & aaeds)
A & TF eI P & BHIFT P TA-J-ITHFT B
TATTETAT B Tfcqa®w errf~a qr7 &7 §207T veErar oir |
gor97 P 5 §IRT Gl F §<T HEEIE ool B ol
g7 | FEN TGl H gV &I ¥GaF 8 TIT AT G-I Il Pl
TAIY STHA—AT off | UH GTENT & 39 (B UY SNT STt o af

QA HIERT & 99 UR/| BB W9l & SIGIT-YST P T
g5 v v Uv fAcf d dg&re 7 39+ fUar §IRT @I @&
IR UY [N O STgSll W RN QAT 915§ gl S9H—37u
T H Sl Y

BYET GTT ® [YHTd &7 & §I5 CTTAET TN
®T 8% FT797T TIT| SHI & BT 7 FHIX Fgwawl T
gy a®» Sgieqr d vET Sy FET P gl F
BIeHI—[3731 #19T ETfFHare #1 g1 #1/

o§ feadt ger &1 Heaaad fedl 8 #7199 g3 @
§9 9 P WIS GATG{IIT ST FdIol JATS]IIT
STET HT ITHH FATIT TIT| AT FAEGE P [7dC

HeT H YEdT 9T 98T I €19 | 3G+ qral H1 RV HEaTdY g
Pl T P A H fhepar @97 SN G GodlT §7 &7/

Fiqed] gl § Raerofl 991 & e gieid a9 Sifedd H
31T | ARIG—Y—fO~lo7 9met 7 ferar & f ygee faT gieid 7
T @ TS UY UPH TN Gl qrel T foraeT A1 S WG
YT o7 | Geard fvle guad 1 qIv SFIeqT SHTIT T |
gl §Iv 1324 50 7 1% T IV 1348 50 F| TP
g 4 #faw fgafv giv qrarga Yoo I B
ITHE VE |

GG GIeId BT qd 19 O @I T 31V I8 HET ol 8
f& Sl @ F1H G¥ GiIYY SErIT T AT §I] H I F Il 997
BT TS §ITT 37V I S ST & ST 37 TE [

We may mention that the description of Salar Masud

about his alleged attack on Ayodhya is incorrect and has been
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admitted by Sri T.P. Verma in his cross-examination before this
Court also. We have already discussed this aspect while
considering the issues relating to period of construction of the
building. Rest of the historical events particularly the rulers and
their periods substantially could not be shows incorrect by the
learned counsels.

3872. What actually appears from the above books is that
the twilight zone when Hindu rulers came to be dominated by
Muslim rulers has been considered by some of the historians as
the commencement of the medieval period which some has
termed as early medieval and some as Sultanate period. With the
advent of Mughal Rulers the term has been called medieval and
that has been treated to be the end of the Sultanate period. It is
in this context we find ASI has taken a mid way and termed 6"
period as Medieval Sultanate, 7" as Medieval and have divided
the same centurywise, i.e., 11™ and 12" century as Medieval
Sultanate, 13" to 16™ century to be more precise upto 1526 AD
to be medieval and thereafter Mughal. In fact for more clarity
this division has been made. None of the alleged expert witness
has shown the said classification or periodization of ASI wholly
unknown to historians or perverse or something which could not
have been said or conceived by a person well conversant in such
matters.

3873. It brings us to the concept of periodization of Indian
history-particularly for Northern India as Ancient, Medieval and
Modern. By and large, in the present day usage, the Ancient
Period ends in the 7™ century A.D., after the rule of Emperor
Harsh. Then starts the Early Medieval Period. It lasts till the end
of the 12" century. It is followed by the Medieval Period which
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starts in the 13™ century. In fact, the 11™ and 12" centuries form
the 'transitional stage', the stage between the Ancient and
Medieval i.e. early Medieval period. Earlier, in the history
books written in the first part of the 20" century, there was no
concept of “Early Medieval”, the “Ancient” ended in the 11™
century and “Medieval” started in the 12" century. Thus there is
absolutely no need of making sarcastic remarks against the
Archaeological Survey of India, as the historians themselves
have not been unanimous on this issue during the last one
hundred years. Earlier, even “Hindu”, “Muslim” and “British”
were the designations of the three-fold division of Indian
history.

3874. Many scholars have pointed out inadequacy of use
of the term “Medieval” in Indian history since this is imposing
the European concept on Indian history, the characteristic
features of say British Mediaevalism which was never present
otherwise in India. It is more systematic and precious to use
centuries, like 11" 12", 16™ 20™ in the present context instead
of Ancient, Medieval and Modern. For this kind of division
there are several Radiocarbon Dates from the site, the list of
which is given in the Report. Periodization won't be a cut off
feature like on-off electric current by a switch. It is the flow and
merger of previous culture and power structure of the
immediately following period. Any specific data is only
suggestive of some event of significance which throws light
both on the past and the next.

3875. Professor R.S. Sharma mentioned in his book
“Perspective in Social and Economic History of Early India”

on page 228-229 that an important problem in the general
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history of India is that of transition from the ancient to
medieval, and certain dates such as AD 647, 711, 750, 916, 997
and 1206 have been suggested as landmarks in political history.
But since politics was the preoccupation of a small section of
society in early times, it has to be shown whether any of the
above mentioned dates or whether any other date or point of
time is equally significant in the history of land system, crafts
and commerce polity, society, language, art, religion, etc. There
has taken place a lot of discussion whether Harsavardhana's
death in AD 647 marks the end of one and the beginning of
another era in Indian history. The statement of Vincent Smith
that the death of Harsavardhana set in the process of decline of
Indian history has been ably refuted by a number of scholars,
and especially by H.C. Ray. But for those who wish to
investigate patterns of social and economic life, the real point to
look for is not the presages of decline and prosperity but the
nature of change in the existing way of life. If the change is of a
fundamental nature, it should be regarded as heralding the
advent of new period. If it is a minor change it would not
necessitate any new characterization of the period, even the
question to the process of change involved in it. We have to
carefully consider how far the decline of the existing system of
life shows symptoms of the rise of a new pattern of life. None of
these points have been taken into account either by V. Smith
when he says that the death of Harsavardhana in AD 647 brings
a period of decline or by those who try to refute his theory.

3876. On the grounds of dynastic and political history
H.C. Ray suggests that AD 916 should be accepted as the line of

demarcation between the two periods in the history of northern
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India. In his opinion: “these may be called the ancient and the
medieval periods; but it would be perhaps more reasonable to
call them simply the Hindu period and the period of the Turks
and Afghans. A similar approach has been adopted by some
other scholars. In the fifth volume of the "History and culture
of the Indian People", it is said at one place that ancient India
came to an end in AD 997, (the period subsequent whereto
Mahmood Gazni invaded on the northern front) and again at
another, that in Indian history the medieval factor was
introduced in the thirteenth century. Both views are based on the
assumption that the Muslim conquest ushered in mediaevalism
in India. Does it mean that without the Muslim conquest there
would have been no mediaevalism in India? Does it imply that
the countries of Europe which escaped this conquest had no
mediaeval period in their history? In Europe it is difficult to
think of mediaevalism without feudalism, the origins and nature
of which have to be examined in the case of India.”

3877. In "The History and Culture of the Indian People",
Bhavan's Book University published by Bhartiya Vidya Bhavan
Mumbai (first edition 1957), 5™ Edition 2001, Vol. V, "The
Struggle for Empire" in the foreword written by Dr. K.M.
Munshi it is said that for over 2000 years, i.e., from before the
days of King Janmejaya Parikshita, referred to in the
Brahmanas, the culture of the dominant classes, developing in
almost unbroken continuity, had brought large sections of the
people within its fold. It was, however, disturbed on occasions,
for instance by the raids of Alexandar; by the influx of the
Bactrian Greeks, the Kushanas and the Sakas; by the invasion of

the Hunas; by the Arab incursions in Sindh. But these inroads
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were only temporary episodes; the vitality of the culture and
social organisation found it easy to absorb most of the alien
elements which were left behind in the country after they were
closed. It was based on the faith that Bharatvarsha, in its ideal
aspect often referred to as Aryavarta, was the sacred land of
Dharma, 'the high road to Heaven and to Salvation'; where 'men
were nobler than the Gods themselves; where all knowledge,
thought and worship were routed in the Vedas, revealed by the
Gods themselves; where the Dharmasastras prescribes the
fundamental canons of personal life and social relations; where
Chaturvarnya, the divinely-ordained four-fold order of society,
embraced all social groups; where, whatever the dialect of the
people, Sanskrit, the language of the Gods, was the supreme
medium of high expression. 'The Dharmasastras' and by that is
meant not only the Smritis beginning with the Manu-smriti, but
the Mahabharata and Ramayana have played a very big role in
the life of the country. Manu-smriti as the Dharmasastra of
divine origin, has had an all-pervading influence from the time
historical memory could reach back to moulding the mind and
the life of men, not only in India but in the India beyond the
seas, in Burma, Siam, Annam, Combodia, Jawa and Bali. With
the Mahabharata and the Ramayana, it has provided a
background of continuity to the social and moral life; modified
customary laws of tribes and communities in different stages of
civilization; and built up the Collective Unconscious of our
people that subconscious source of integrative vitality which
keeps a people together, leads them to feel and react as one in
the face of certain circumstances, and provides the urge to

collective action of a recurring character. Century after century,
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the system, first formulated by the Manu-smriti, was accepted
throughout the country, never by force of arms, less by royal
fiats than the sanction implied in the belief that 'God gave it and
the ancestors obeyed it'. It was found so acceptable because it
had a revealing basis of reality: of a frank recognition of the
temperamental inequalities of man; of the predominance of
hereditary influences over environments; of the need for a
synthetic framework for widely differing social groups in a vast
country where culture have been staggered from not only region
to region, but often from one group of villages to another. But
then the year AD 1000 was fateful year for Bharatversha. The
crucial age in Indian history began in AD 998 when the Turkish
conqueror Mahmood captured Ghazni and thereafter invaded
India for umpteen times. Generally it is believed that Mahmood
invaded Indian territory for 17 times and his last visit was in AD
1027. He drove India on enormous wealth and destroyed much
of its man power by repeated expeditions. This extortion of
economic resources and man power told upon the future
political destiny of India. Particularly the destruction of Shahi
Kingdoms which barred the gates of India against foreign
invaders dealt with a severe blow to its future independence.
The inclusion of Punjab and Afganistan in the kingdom of
Ghazni made Islamic conquest of India a comparatively easy
process. The northern part of India, however, soon recovered. In
Bihar area, i.e., Magadh, Tirabhukti and Mithila, sometimes
around AD 1097 Nanyadev of Karnataka dynasty established his
supremacy while Kannauj was taken by Gaharwala dynasty in
the later part of the 11™ century. After 1034 AD till 1068 AD we

find no information about any military campaign by muslims
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against Hindustan. The cause might be the forceful dominant
military power of Parmar Bhoj and Kalchuri Karn who led
expeditions even into the heart of muslim territory of Punjab.
Bhoj died about 1055 AD and Karn died about 1072 AD
whereafter the military expeditions recommenced. Prince
Mahmood, the Governor of Punjab plundered Kannauj and
Kalanjar and invaded Ujjain between 1086 to 1090 AD. 42
inscriptions of Govindacharya's reign bearing dates extended
from AD 1114 to 1154 proving that his kingdom extended
atleast up to Banaras, Fatehpur and Kanpur districts on the south
Kannauj, on the west Gonda and Gorakhpur, on the north
Dinapur and Patna (Bihar) on the east. The last king in
succession who live peacefully for about 2 decades was
Jaichand but was defeated in the end of 12" century by Muizz-
ud-din Muhammad Ghuri who came after conquering Delhi and
Ajmer by defeating Prithviraj Chahmanas. Ghuri captured the
fort of Asni in Fatehpur district where the treasure of the king
of Banaras was deposited and then plundered Banaras city also.
In 1197 it appears that Harishchandra son of Jai Chandra
retained his power over Kannauj, Jaunpur and Mirzapur district
resting his patron kingdom from the commands of muslims. He
was, however, killed by Malik Nasiruddin Muhammad Shah the
eldest son of Iltutmish in AD 1226 and the Kannauj was finally
conquered by Iltutmish. It may be added at this stage that
Muhammad Ghuri after his death was succeeded by Kutubuddin
Aibak in 1206 AD who established the Turkish Sultanate in
India at Lahore later transferred to Delhi. It is in this context that
the Sultanate period is considered to have commenced in the

first half of 13" century.
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3878. Nothing is brought to our notice which may suggest
anything otherwise in the historical background referred to
above. We therefore find no reason whatsoever in the above
background to hold periodization determined by ASI as
mistaken.

3879. Moreover, we have no doubt in our mind that ASI,
as a premier institution of this country, is responsible for the
preservation, maintenance and discovery of ancient monuments
and sites, as well as archaeological survey and excavation. They
are experts of expert. No archaeologist in this country can
undertake an archaeological expedition at a historical site of
importance without permission or licence from ASI. The status
enjoined to ASI which we have already referred, empowers it to
control all these activities. The finds and researches as well as
the determination and conclusion of any archaeologist or other
expert in this field is not normally recognised unless it has been
scrutinized by ASI and after approval it is also published in the
regular journals of ASI. An individual at some point of time may
be said to have acted with some kind of bias, legal or factual as
the case may be, but to brandish the entire body or a large
number of its officials who belong to different religions
including Muslims also, that they have worked with
preconceived notions is not only an irresponsible attitude to
show some kind of pre-determined plan and scheme to atleast
create a clout on a remarkable and excellent work ASI it has,
otherwise performed. The result of a work, if it is not chewable
to one or more, will not make the quality of work impure or
suspicious. The self contradictory statement, inconsistant with

other experts made against ASI of same party i.e. Muslim, extra
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interest, and also the fact that they are virtually hired experts
reduces trustworthiness of these experts despite their otherwise
competence. The allegations, need much more material to
substantiate. In the matter of stratigraphy/ periodization made by
ASI, in the absence of anything to show that what they have said
1s improbable, ex facie fake or incorrect or that no person
having adequate knowledge in the subject may have formed
such opinion, we have no reason to disbelieve or discard it and
instead accept version of interested and partisan expert
witnesses who at times have made contradictory statements as
we have already noticed to some extent above. We, therefore,
find no force in the objection with respect to the
stratification/periodization made by ASI.

Pillar Bases

3880. The next and the biggest objection is with respect to
the pillar bases. We thus proceed to consider the same. A serious
allegations of framing of certain structures in particular, i.e.
certain pillar bases have been levelled by submitting objections
dated 21.05.2003 and 07.06.2003 which we have already
discussed in detail. Normally, it would have been suffice to
mention at this stage that had there been any truth, the same
could not have gone unnoticed by such a large number of
persons present at the site particularly when two members of
Higher Judicial Services were also present there as 'Observers'
having been appointed by this Court. We have already noticed
that two expert archaeologist, i.e., PW 16 and 24 who have
given very long statements before this Court thrice and twice
respectively, both of them visited the site in June 2003 and Dr.
Mandal also visited again in Sept. 2003. Both of them admitted
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that in June 2003 they had no idea or information that any
structure was manipulated by the members of Archaeological
Team of ASI. However considering the seriousness and also the
fact that in the Court, the stand is slightly different, we would go
in further detail of these allegations.

3881. The ASI in Chapter IV commencing from page 48
has considered various structures it found during the course of
excavation. For the time being we leave other structures and
proceed with the pillar bases in respect whereto the reference is
on page 55 and onwards. It says:

"From the excavation it could be inferred that there
were seventeen rows of pillar bases from north to south,
each row having five pillar bases. Due to area restriction
and natural barriers, the pillar bases in the central part
occupied by the make-shift structure on the raised platform
could not be located. Out of excavated fifty pillar bases
only twelve were completely exposed, thirty five were
partially exposed and three could be traced in sections
only. A few pillar bases were noticed during earlier
excavation after which a controversy took place about their
association with different layers and their load bearing
capacity. The present excavation has set aside the
controversy by exposing the original the form of the bases
having calcrete and stone blocks arranged and set in a
proper manner over a brick foundation and their
arrangements in rows including their association with the
top floor of the structure existing prior to the disputed
Structure.

The seventeen rows of pillar bases were constructed
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along the north-south running brick wall (wall 16) on the
west. The distance of the first pillar base in each row from
the wall ranges from 3.60 to 3.86m. Seventeen rows of
pillar bases could be categorised in three different groups
on the basis of north-south distance which varies in
different groups whereas east-west distance from centre to
centre of each pillar base vary from 2.90 to 3.30m. Six rows
of the pillar bases on north and south were at the
equidistance which ranges from 3 to 3.30m. Central five
rows consisting twenty five pillar bases show different
equations-two rows on either sides of the central row were
placed approximately at the distance of 5.25m. whereas the
other two rows on either side of these three rows were at
the distance of 4.20 - 42.5 m. From this it could be easily
concluded that the central part of the pillared structure was
important and special treatment was given to it in
architectural planning.

In the southern area only one decorated sand stone
was found over a pillar base while in the northern area
many of the pillar bases were found topped by a plain sand
stone block set over the brick bat foundation having
calcrete blocks over them (Pl. 36). Top parts of stone
encasings had a projection in the middle. In the northern
area at a few places where the stone blocks were not found
sand stone slabs were found over the calcrete blocks of the
crick bat foundation of the pillar bases. The decorated
octagonal sand stone block on pillar base32 having floral
motif on four corners in trench F7 in the southern area is

the unique example at the site (Pl. 39) which definitely
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belongs to the twelfth century A.D. as it is similar to those
found in the Dharmachakrajina Vihara of Kumaradevi at
Sarnath (Pl. 40) which belongs to the early twelfth century
A.D. Seeing its cut or broken surface on one side its use as
the base of a neighbouring pilaster (Pl. 41) attached with
wall 16 in trench E6 cannot be ruled out."”

Thereafter the details of pillar bases have been

tabulated showing a total number of 50 pillar bases in different

trenches the relevant extract whereof is as under:

Pillar  Base | Trench No. Pillar Base Trench no.
number given given by

by ASI ASI

1. ZH3-ZH2 baulk 2. ZF2

3. G2 4. G2

5. ZH?2 6. ZH2-7J2 baulk
7. ZF1 8. ZG1

9. ZHI 10. ZF1

11. ZG1 12. ZG1

13. ZHI 14. ZHI-HI baulk
15. Fl 16. FI1-GI

17. Gl 18. HI

19. HlI 20. F2-G2 baulk
21 G2 22. F2

23. F2-G2 baulk 24. G2

25. F3 26. G5

27. HS5 28. Fé6

29. Fé6 30. Go6

31 F6-F7 baulk 32. F6-F7

33. G6-G7 baulk 34. E7-F7 baulk
35. F7 36. G7

37. F8 38. F8

39. G8 40. F8-F9 baulk
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41. F8-F9 baulk 42. G8-G9 baulk
43. E9-F9 baulk 44. F9

45. G9 46. G9-HY baulk
47. E10-F10 baulk 48. F10

49. G10-HI10 baulk 50. HI0

3883. The learned experts who have appeared before this

Court rendering their opinion on behalf of muslim parties have
sought to challenge this part of the report making serious
allegations that most of the pillar bases have been created,
actually they did not exist. This attack is led on front by PW 29,
32 and DW 6/1-2. These very Experts (Archaeologists) who
have deposed their statements on behalf of muslim parties
complaining about the manner in which the ASI have functioned
in the above excavation have also said simultaneously
something otherwise.

3884. PW 29, Jaya Menon on pages 177-178 and 179-180
has said:

“Excavation was conducted by a team of members
of the A.S.1. It was supervised by two Judicial Officers
throughout the excavation. Besides these observers,
parties, their counsels nominees and experts were also
present during excavation. Day to day register was
maintained during excavation on day to day basis by ASI
but so far as site note book is concerned I don't know about
it. Day to day register was signed by parties or their
nominees and Advocates regularly on day to day basis.
Antiquity register was not maintained by ASI on day to day
basis. During my stay at the excavation site I did not sign
on the daily register. Since it was not compulsory to sign

this register therefore I did not sign this register, day to day



388sS.

4134

register mentioned the antiquities found in various trenches
on daily basis . . . . .. During my stay at Ayodhya I verified
by inspection of day to day register, the antiquities recorded
on day to day basis in the daily register but did not sign the
register.” (Page 177-178)

“During excavation photography of trenches
along with artefacts was being regularly done. There was
three  dimensional  recording  during  excavation.
Videography was regularly done but I do not know that
videography of each and every trench was being dome or
not. I have not seen the C.D. Of video recording prepared
by the ASIL. . . . .. I have seen the site note books prepared
by the A.S.I. And submitted in the court. Site note books
were prepared by the A.S.I trenchwise on the basis of
regular excavation at excavation site. It is correct that
excavation conducted by the A.S.I Was grid system of
excavation. Vertical and horizontal excavation were some
by A.S.I At the site. . . . . . It is correct that for the
compliance of the order of the court horizontal excavation
was necessary on the spot. Vertical excavation by itself was
not sufficient because both types of excavation were
necessary. Both types of excavation had been conducted by
the A.S.1. at the spot. A.S.1. has given it's report along with
some plans and sections." (Page 179-180)

Similarly PW 30, Dr. R.C. Thakran has said:

“HET IR Y IR GRIded a9 & ST &l S &
v forae!l Sc@TT @ BT BT GURldarT &7 9% diar AT o, §
Tiew al dd o, yvg 99 avg ® Aicw T8 fad
ora e, foow avg ® 7icw P vHT gRRerfoar 7
HTFEIFHaAT gidl 8/ Tew aF F AT arvd gerg & T o
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ff g9y grT gld & are d fhaw & gew Ty a8 aHt @t
Sred FpIR & RepifST &4l =Ry 3 %7 RIS BT elar—ofrer
Sg FIC g% H g7 & ey, dlfdr i 4l FHI §HBI BT PR
P aTIHAT TS, dl fAr o G| §F §H IIT BT ATTHIR
g & vovwodrso gmr UF St Wforeew A ST fHIr
wrar e, forad A # JFd RT-HY H GoEAT B
QIRTT QC&TT A1 & HTHIX Gl oA &g JTersT
giad o, s7#t R&1IET BT wredt oft1 47 vovwosngo grer
Al gv “Wige dIC §b” HICT HYd T8 @l AT/ FEU STHAR
gv “WIgT AIC §% ' IRGTT P QINTT TIIT B STl &7 (Uo7 54)

“Generally, members of the excavation team of
Indian Archaeology Department who were assigned the job
of supervising the excavation work, used to take notes but
such type of notes were not taken down as are required
in such circumstances. By the words 'taking notes' I mean
that proper recording should be done of all the remains
which are discovered in course of the excavation,
howsoever trivial they seem to be, and accounts of this
recording should only be maintained in the note book in
regard to the trench so that it may be consulted whenever
such need be there. I have the information that ASI
maintained a daily register recording in the evening all
remains discovered in course of day-long excavation and
which the excavators take to be worth recording. I did
not see ASI taking site notebooks, though such notebooks

are generally used in course of excavation." (E.T.C.)

“GGTT P GIRIT 5q H e ¥Jel U¥ HIqe Vel o, a9
A7 g8 T@r o7 f& ScETT & gra Wl GNIqery
gcErfya ey wra o, sa# RerfST a efdl off, wy
W gBR @ gRraRy @t ggfad RerST 78l gidr off 1 (a7 75)
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“In course of the excavation, when I was present at
the excavation site, I saw that the antiquities obtained
from the excavation were certainly recorded but a proper

recording of all sorts of antiquities was not done.” (E.T.C.)
“GoT— ST 4 IGTT P QINTT Il GRIGeIy Ui gV o
FIT FTB FSIITT (TERT) P TF off?
ScIv— & g3 §9 §1d @ PRI & [ Fe@rdd & qIerd ol
gergeisT  Sydser gla o ey fyT®ml  SewrTasmar
AgCIYUl HTTd o, §T YVIqel FT Ge@TT B FIRIT
qife T &1 ordl off |
geT— QURITT ggely et AifeT g sy orfl garar 8
FIT Jg HIHT [@ared ¥ v ReId He [97%e ¥WaFay & Y
Rejd v &g Fgar v gidl off?
Sciv— & F3 I8 WIHR & [ 9T weT i T WY @ garg
& SR Sl GRTaeIy (SRFTTHAIS Bl GIte W TIPpid Aecdyqol
3qeY) Acid o S@ HIHT R [GIRST T8T 7 Pvep fovdl =7
SITTE UV @I il off 3R 9Wd YA §1 Vg W IeiNe T @l T
QRIG9IS] DI GBI SGTTHI Pl gldiaTd WA &%+ W Ugol
SURYT gddersdl a7 37 SUReT &faaal &l & ot oft 1 (dor

76)

“Question:- Was the indexing done of the antiquities
discovered from the Ayodhya excavation ?

Answer:- Yes, I have the information that the antiquities
which were discovered in course of the excavation and
which were considered to be important by the
excavators, were marked in course of the excavation.
Question:- You have just told about the marking of the
afore-said antiquities. Was this marking done at a big
chabutra located east of a make-shift structure at the
disputed site ?

Answer:- Yes, I have the information that the marking and
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listing of the antiquities which were discovered as a result
of the day long digging at the said place (and which were
called important from excavators' point of view ), used to
be done at any place other than there. After that,
information regarding the antiquities thus listed, used to be
given to supervisors or the other present persons before the
end of each day's excavation work.” (E.T.C.)

“Tg @l & [ gIeIT P gIIg 7 IITAT D
IR ® JTHIY FH' GHIBIY T FAP AIHAT BT
gyferfa 4 & #1§ F9gY IT TOVHOSTZ0 19 HT #1§
WeEg ToETT &7 # W 9Hdar o7/ TIIF P HAY
JTTAT FI’T 4477 ygder® 9yfera vga o/ ... . ..
AT v HHY H IS, F) Tdol W Al WgreT S99 § @als &ld
JET 7| H7 37T —3¥, INE AT H P Wl Gals & <l o7/
E3Ig @ wHY A% wrer gRTT e & vPH, 1, dIT
vFgye — JIAHT v8d o 17 (857 118)

"It is true that in the Ayodhya excavation, under

the orders of the court, any labourer or any member of
the ASI team could go to the excavation site only in the
presence of all the parties or their nominees. Court-
appointed supervisors used to be present at the time of
excavation. . .. ... I had at a time seen the digging going
on in even more than three to four trenches. I had seen the
digging going together in 8-10 or 12 trenches. At the time
of excavation, I used to be accompanied with one or two
or three experts or nominees from the Muslim side.”
(E.T.C.)

“GaIg P FHI GHHN 4 Hl0 EIRH T &5 A5qd Galg
Yo GV Yed o g% SfARFT g8l @ o ¥rg qale ved 2
9% TH gsl e T8 E ... .. v T8 o fab &l difsal BEv,
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gr ReeT BICHITHY @7 &1 STHcHT @ars dlel 87 ¢4 GY v8d o/
Gelg & I M P WHI Scil ¥forvey § fora+ sifichacy [Aerd
o BT TRIG g7 CHhaey @I FifcT & <, DI Tevig aell
anfdpew & faqvor & wrey far oar o7 ¥fervey 8 gERTo
FJrITad §I’T frgFa T Waersl @1 Syferfa 7 ghar
o] ¥foreey ' §W FTRIG P JIT TIIGH Tl
vFgUS @ AT gla of | 47 Y vaq Soft vfoyvev
gv gedrerv fey o |7 (I 119)
“Among the parties Mohammad Hashim and Haji

Mahmood used to be present on the excavation site at the
time of excavation. Besides them, local counsels used to be
there. I do not remember their names. . . . . . . It was not
that two video cameras, two still photographers and two
draftsmen used to be present at every trench of digging. All
the artefacts discovered in course of the excavation, used to
be entered in the daily register in the evening with the
name and depth of trench from where these artefacts were
discovered and with descriptions of artefacts. Entries in
the register use to be done in presence of two court-
appointed supervisors. After the recording of entries in
the register, they used to be signed by supervisors and
experts. 1 had also signed the said daily register.”
(E.T.C.)

3886. On the question of "Pillar Bases" Para 5 (5.1 to

5.16) contains the allegations and alleged irregularities, as

under:
5. THE MYTH OF SO CALLED "PILLAR BASES' :-
5.1 That the so called pillar bases are one or more
calcrete stones resting upon brickbats, just heaped up,

though A.S.1. claims that mud-mortar was also sometimes
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used. In many of them the calcrete stones are not found at
all. As one can see from the descriptive table on pages 56-
67 of the Report not a single one of these supposed "pillar
bases" has been found in association with any pillar or
even a fragment of it; and it has not been claimed that
there are any marks or indentations or hollows on any of
the calcrete stones to show that any pillar had rested on
them. The A.S.I. Report nowhere attempts to answer the
questions (1) why brickbats and not bricks were used at the
base, and (2) how mud-bounded brickbats could have
possibly withstood the weight of roof-supporting pillars
without themselves falling apart. It also offers not a single
example of any medieval temple where pillars stood on
such brick-bat bases.

5.2. That the Report's claim of these so called "pillar
bases" being in alignment and their being so shown in
infancy drawings (Figures 23, 234 and 23B), is not borne
out by the actual measurements and distances, and there is
indeed much doubt whether the plan provided by A.S.1. is
drawn accurately at all, since there are enormous
discrepancies between Fig. 3A (the main plan) and the
Table in Chapter IV on the one hand, and the Report's
Appendix IV, on the other.

5.3. That even those "pillar bases" that lie in the first
north-south "row" on the west, lie at different distances
from thick western wall: the distances varying between
3.60 and 3.86 m. The east-west distance between any two
features (center to center) can vary from 2.9 to 3.3 m

(difference of 40 cm) (p. 55) whereas in the north-south
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direction there is greater variation between each feature
and its neighbor: 3-3.3 m in the north and in the south, and
about 5.25 m in the central area. The use of the term
"rows", therefore, is incorrect.

5.4. That the entire manner, in which the A.S.I. has
identified or created the so called " pillar-bases" is a
matter of serious concern. Complaints were regularly made
to the Observers appointed by the High Court that the
A.S.I. was ignoring calcrete-topped brickbat heaps where
these were not found in appropriate positions and selected
only such brickbat heaps as were not too far-off from its
imaginary grids, and there creating the so called "bases"
by clearing the rest of the floor of brick-bats. In this respect
reference may be made to the complaints dated 21.5.2003,
7.6.2003, 28.6.2003, 26.7.2003 and 2.8.2003 etc.

5.5. That the most astonishing thing, that the A.S.I. so
casually brushes aside, relates to the varying levels at
which the so called "pillar-bases" stand. Even if we go by
the A.S.1.'s own descriptive table (pages 56-67), as many as
seven of these so called 50 "bases" are definitely above
Floor 2, and one is in level with it. At least six rest on
floor 3, and one rests partly on Floor 3 and 4. Since at
least Floors 1 to 3 are even recognised by the A.S.1. to be
floors of the Mosque, how can so many pillars be said to
have been erected after the Mosque had been built, in order
to sustain a so called earlier temple structure! Moreover, as
many as nine so called "pillar bases" are shown as cutting
through Floor No. 3. So, are we to presume that when the

Mosque floor was laid out, the so called "pillar bases"
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were not floored over? It is thus clear that the said
structures are simply not "pillar bases" at all, but some
kind of loosely-bonded brickbat deposits, which continued
to be laid right from the time of Floor 4 to Floor 1.

5.6. That the comparative stratigraphy of these 50 alleged
bases also requires comment. The tabulation on p.p. 56 to
67 gives us the following data.-

2 bases (nos. 16, 26) were cut through Floor 4.

25 of them (from the Z- trenches in the north to the
G10 and HI10 trenches in the south) rested on Floor.
4.

6 of them on Floor 3 (nos. 19, 21, 23, 24, 30, 37).

1 (no. 28) actually is said to rest "at the junction of
Floor 3 and 4",

2 of them cut through Floor 3 (nos. 12, 15).

7 of them project above Floor 2 (nos. 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8
and 14).

We thus see that these 50 features belong to different floors

and therefore could not all have been functional at the._
same time. They lack coherence as architectural features. It
is irresponsible, therefore, to repeatedly refer to "rows" of
these features, as has been done in the report.

Some of these features appear to incorporate all sorts of
material: pieces of brick, small stones and brick pieces,
long stone slabs, and D-shaped large stones, etc. This also
leads to the inference that all these structures could not
belong to any one period.

5.7. That even the table on pages 56-67 of the A.S.L's

Report may not correctly represent the layers of the pillar
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bases, since its information on floors does not match that of
the Report's Appendix IV, which in several trenches does
not attest to Floor No. 4 at all, which the said "pillar-
bases", in many cases, are supposed to have been sealed
by, or to have cut through or stand on!

5.8. That most of these so called pillar bases of the
northern side comprise of sqaure sandstone slabs, perhaps
resting on calcrete blocks (only one has been excavated
that reveals the calcrete block). The inner dimensions of
these pillar bases range from 48.5x43, 50x50, 47x46,
48x56, 49.5x49 and 51x51 cm. These dimensions are
completely different from those of the pillars that have
actually been recovered. The dimensions of the latter range
from 21x21 to 24x24 cm. Thus, the pillars that could be
said to have stood on the said northern pillar bases would
certainly not be the black stone pillars, used in the mosque,
or any other pillars of the same or similar type.

5.9. That the A.S.1's assumption is that the floor, with
which are associated these so called pillar bases in the
north, is the same as Floor 2 in the south. However, it
cannot be definitely said that the floors in E2, F2 or G2
can be easily correlated with El, FI or G1 or with ZF1 or
ZGl.

5.10. That the A.S.I.'s own information on the said pillar
bases is highly confusing and marked with discrepancies.
For example, in the tabulation of so called pillar bases in
Chapter 1V, 50 'pillar bases' have been described and have
been illustrated in Fig. 34. The number and the location of

these 'pillar bases', however, do not tally with information
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given in Appendix 1V as illustrated in the following Table:-

Discrepancies on numbers of 'pillar bases'

Trench Number of 'pillar Number  of
bases in Appendix | 'pillar bases’
1w in Fig. 34
and
Tabulation in
Chapter IV
El Brick wall/pillar |-
base?-1
E2 Brick wall/pillar |-
base?-1
ZF1 3 2
Fl 'pillar bases'-| 1
unspecified
F2 1 1
F3 1 1
F4 1 i,
Fo6 2 2
F7 1 4
F8 2 4
F9 2 2
Fl10 3 2
G2 'pillar bases'-| 1
unspecified
Gl 2 3
Gl 2 2
G2 3 4
G5 1 1
G6 1 1
G7 2 2
GS8 1 1
GY 3 3
Gl0 2 1
ZH?2 2 2
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ZHI
HI
H5
HI0
J2
L1
L2
L3
L7

~~ N~

ST SR ST NS L I SRR NS T T I O
1

5.11. That, two 'pillar bases' are mentioned in HS5, HI0),
G10 and ZHI whereas only one in these trenches have been
illustrated and described in the text. 'Pillar bases' in the L
series of trenches and J2 have not been indicated in the
Tabulation as illustrated above.

5.12. That on p. 55, distances between 'pillar bases' have
been given, that in the east-west direction, center-to Centre
distance was 2.90-3.30 m. However, the distance between
'pillar bases' 37 and 38 is 3.80 m. Similarly, these are not
always in alignment as is the case with 'pillar base' 30 in
Trench G6. 'Pillar bases' 37 and 38 in Trench F8 are also
not in alignment with each other.

5.13. That the dubious nature of the 'pillar bases' is
illustrated by the figures attached with the complaints. The
collection of calcrete and brickbats at a lower level than
the above has been ignored by the A.S.I. even though it
resembles their so called 'pillar bases'. At times, walls were
cut to make 'pillar bases' as in Trench F6. The confusion
between walls and 'pillar bases' is apparent in Trenches E1

and E2. The same is the case with 'pillar base' 27 in Trench
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H35. This is nothing but the southern part of Wall 18B.

5.14. That more serious problem has been created by
giving Figs. 234 and 23B, showing the 'pillar bases'
hypohetically. An incorrect impression is being created, by
showing some ‘pillar bases' where no structure was
exposed at all and where no excavation was also done.
5.15. That there is an additional problem with the "pillar
base" interpretation. Load carrying pillar bases require to
rest on hard and resistant surfaces, on floor slabs or
rammed floors of say 30 to 40 cm height, or else to be set
into or enclosed in pits that are packed tight with filled
material. The various sections in the report indicate that
this is not the case (see, e.g., Figures 8,9,10 where the
features appear to have only been set without packing into
the ground, and interrupt the continuity of Floor 2, which
is only a few centimeters thick, and lies over a stratum not
said to be homogeneous earth filling, or of rammed earth.
Thus the very use of the words "rows" and "bases" is
incorrect and misleading. These features could in some
cases represent a pile of unused bricks, broken or entire. In
other cases, they may have been used to fill hollows or to
raise the level of the mound. In yet other cases they could
have been used to shore up a heavy wall or else to function
as an apron for a building.

5.16. That the A.S.I. should have surely looked about for
other explanations of these heaps of brickbats, before
Jjumping to its so called "pillar base" theory. There was
another clear and elegant explanation. When the surkhi-

lime mortar bonded Floor No. 4 was being laid out over
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the mound, sometime during the Sultanate period, its
builders much have had to level the mound properly. The
hollows and depressions then had to be filled by brickbats
topped by calcrete stones (the latter often joined with lime
mortar) to fill them and enable the floor to be laid. When
in time Floor 4 went out of repair, its holes had similarly to
be filled up in order to lay out Floor 3. And so again when
Floor 3 decayed, similar deposits of brickbats had to be
made to fill the holes in order to lay out Floor 2 (o, indeed,
just to have a level surface). This explains why the so
called "pillar bases" appear to "cut through" both Floors 3
an 4, at some places, while at others they "cut through"
Floor 3 or Floor 4 only. They are mere deposits to fill up
holes in the floors. Since such repairs were at times needed
at various spots all over the floors, these brickbat deposits
are widely dispersed. Had not the A.S.I. been so struck by
the necessity of finding pillars and "pillar bases" to please
its masters, which had to be in some alignment, it could
have found scattered over the ground not just fifty but
perhaps over a hundred or more such deposits of brickbats.
3887. As we have already noticed, these objections were
prepared by PWs-29 and 32 as they themselves have admitted in
the affidavit filed by them supporting their stand taken in the
objections. There are some difference in their statement. PW-29
(Jaya Menon) in her affidavit in para 13 says as under:
A.  That the ASI's own information on so called pillar
bases is highly confusing and marked with discrepancies.
For example, in the tabulation of so called pillar bases in

Chapter IV of the Final Report, 50 so called 'pillar bases'
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have been described and have been illustrated in Fig. 3A.
the number and the location of said 'pillar bases', however,
do not tally with the information given in Appendix IV. The
details have been provided in the Objections filed by the
Sunni Central Board of Wagqfs, UP dated October 8" 2003.
B.  That Appendix 1V in the Final Report mentions so
called pillar bases in trenches L1, L2, L3 and L7 (page 17
of Appendix 1V). Yet, Site Note Book No. 30 makes no
mention of pillar bases in L1 (pages 76-85), L3 (pages 67-
75) and L7 (pages 54-66). Nor are there any pillar bases
mentioned in Site Note Book No. 24 for Trench L2, or Site
Note Books No. 22 and 38 on the cutting of baulks between
various trenches in the L series.

C. That a study of the Site Note Books brings out
discrepancies from the information provided in the Final
Report. site Note Books Nos. 37 and 21 for Trench G7
make no mention of recovering any pillar bases. however,
the listing of so called pillar bases in the Final Report from
pages 56-67 has records of so called pillar bases in Trench
G7 (pillar base No. 26; pages 64-65) and in the G6/G7
baulk (pillar base No. 33, page 64). Appendix IV of the
Final Report on page 10 mentions so called two disturbed
pillar bases for Trench G7. It needs to be emphasized that
the Site Note Books are the result of hte trench supervisor's
observations and impressions. Interpretations may also
form a part of Site Note Books. But, here, we find that
trench supervisors make no mention of anything remotely
like a pillar base but these suddenly appear in the Final
Report.
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D.  That the so called pillar bases are not in alignment
with each other as should be expected in a pillared hall. At
the same time, anything that has been found out of line with
their imagined alignment has been discarded as evidence.
A complaint was also filed which noted that structure was
exposed in the eastern part of J2/J3 baulk after excavating
a platform. Since it did not fall in line with the ASI's pillar
base in Trench JI it was not considered as base. But in
physical appearance, made of calcrete and brickbats, this
structure resembles many of the ASI's so called pillar
bases. It is clear that this structure indicates nothing but
the manner in which the platform was constructed. This
shows the bias with which the ASI was working and their
selective use of evidence.

E. That is is clear that at times, walls were cut to make
so called 'pillar bases' as in Trench F6 and thus there is in
Appendix 1V, a confusion between walls and so called
'pillar bases' in Trenches E1 and E2. The same is the case
with the so called 'pillar base' in Trench HS5. This is
nothing but the southern part of Wall 18B.

E That a more serious problem is showing the so called
'pillar bases' hypothetically in Figs. 234 and 23B. An
incorrect impression is being created, by showing some so
called 'pillar bases' where they do not exist.

G.  That the ASI's assumption that the floor, with which
are associated these pillar bases in the north, is the same
as Floor 2 in the south, is baseless as there has been no
concordance of trenches in the north and south.

H.  That according to the Report (page 54), Structure 4
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(the 'massive structure') "has survived through its nearly 50
metre long wall (wall 16) in the west and fifty exposed so
called pillar bases to its east attached with Floor 2 or the
floor of the last phase of Structure 4." However, several
sections provided by the ASI (Figs. 6, 10, 16, Plates 21, 46)
clearly show that the floor to which they were supposed to
be attached sealed these so called 'pillar bases'. In Fig. 6,
the 'pillar bases' has cut through Floor 3 (the floor
associated with sub-period VIIB) and should have been
attached to Floor 2. However, the section in Fig. 6 clearly
shows Floor 2 intact over alleged 'pillar base' 31 which
means the supposed sandstone block with orthostats and
pillar could not have projected over Floor 2. This was the
case also with so called 'pillar bases' in Trenches F2, G2
and Gb.

L That these so called "pillar bases" are too flimsy to
have supported any load-bearing pillars. Made largely of
brickbats, these are completely lacking in uniformity that
would be expected if these were in reality pillar bases.
Diameters vary from 1.10 m to 1.90 m. Brickbats are not
placed in courses as should be the case, but are random, in
many cases in a tilted position. The height of brickbats
varies from 5-55 cm within a single base. Brickbats do not
lie only under the stone but also over the stone as in
Trenches F7 and F10. Brickbats make the entire structure
unstable and would get broken if a weight was placed over
them. If these really were rounded bases, originally they
would have been constructed of wedge-shaped bricks

instead of which we find brickbats of jagged shape.
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J. That if these really were pillar bases, they should
have had casings within which the pillar would have fitted.
In contrast, we see real pillar bases at the Early Historic
site of Sanghol. One notices that these are rectangular,
made of large bricks neatly placed with a depression in the
centre to set the pillar. These are all of uniform size,
constructed uniformly and are accurately aligned, unlike in
the case of Ayodhya. Three Photographs of these pillar
bases of Sanghol were filed as Annexures Nos. 2, 3, and 4
alongwith the Additional objection of Sunni Waqf Board
dated 3-2-2004.

K. That the northern area is the only area of the site
where pillar bases have been found. These appear to have
been part of a separate much later period structure. In an
area of about 10 x 10 metre, these were embedded in Floor
1 and hence were contemporary with Floor 1. These pillar
bases comprise of square sandstone slabs, of which only
one has been excavated with a calcrete block. The inner
dimensions of these pillar bases range from 48.5 x 43, 50 x
50, 47 x 46, 48 x 56, 49.5 x 49 and 51 x 51 cm. These
dimensions are completely different from those of the black
stone pillars that have actually been recovered with
dimensions ranging from 21 x 21 to 24 x 24 cm. Thus, the
pillars that would have stood on the said northern side
pillar bases were certainly not the black stone pillars.
These northern side pillar bases are the ones numbered 1-
8, 13 and 14, by the ASI.

L. That barring pillar bases 1 to 8, 13 and 14, the ASI

has created so called 'pillar bases' in the rest of the site.
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Their creation has been actually observed during
excavation and complained about. The deponent has
personally witnessed the creation of so called " pillar
bases" in Trenches ZF 1, F3, F6, G5 and F2/G2.

M. (i)  That observations were made of the creation of
so called pillar bases in Trench ZF1 from 29" April to 30"
April 2003. Floor 1 was exposed at 40 cm bsl, Floor 2 at
57 ¢m bsl and Floor 3 at 80 cm bsl, all floors being lime-
surkhi floors. Floor 1 was reached on April 29" 2003 and
was cut through on 30™ April 2003, exposing a complete
brickbat layer. But during excavation, when a stone was
observed as protruding out of the brickbats, the brickbats
in the area near the stone were left in a squarish shape
while the rest of the brickbats were removed and thrown
away. On April 30" 2003 when Floor 2 was cut through,
the same king of brickbat layer was exposed beneath it.
This brickbat layer can be easily observed by studying the
south-facing section in Trench ZFI1. A complaint was
lodged about the creation of this so called "pillar base".

(ii) That the creation of a so called pillar base was
observed in Trench G5 from 24" - 30" of May 2003. Under
the Babri Masjid floor various alignments of brickbats
were excavated. By the 28" of May 2003, brickbats in the
north-western area were concentrated on because there
were traces of mortar on these. The mortar was probably
remnants from Floorl. By the 30™ of May 2003, brickbats
were left in a somewhat circular shape because a few small
stone chips with traces of mortar on them were found. This

whole contraption was made into a so called pillar base by
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selective digging and partial removal of brickbats. It
appears that any co-occurrence of stone, even in the form
of chips, and brickbats was made into a so called pillar
base, as long as it is 3.30 m to 3.50 m away from the next.
Any stones along with brickbats found out of this alignment
was not made into a pillar base. A complaint was lodged
during excavation about the creation of this "pillar base"
also.

(iii) That the same situation of creation of so called pillar
bases can be seen in Trench F3. The relevant excavation s
took place from July 8" to 12" July2003. In this trench,
part of the wall of the northern dome of the Babri Masjid is
still standing. A sandstone slab was recovered in the north-
western corner of the trench at 2.30 m bsl. On excavation,
brickbats were found lying all over the trench and Floor 2
was partially seen below the brickbats at 3.08 m below
surface level (bsl). On the 9" of July 2003, brickbats were
selectively removed, leaving those only around the
sandstone slab. Further excavation down to Floor 3 at 3.35
m bsl revealed a similar layer of brickbats under it. Finally
the so called pillar base was created by heaps of brickbats
that had been left in place around a sandstone slab while
removing all the other brickbats in the rest of the trench. A
complaint was lodged during excavation about the creation
of this "pillar base".

(iv) That the construction of a so called pillar base was
observed in Trenches F2/G2 from the 23" to the 26" of July
2003. The loose deposit under the Babri Masjid floor was

removed leaving brickbats in the north-eastern part of the



4153

trench in a semi-circular shape. By the 24" of July, the
entire area was cleared leaving brickbats in the eastern
area and a small patch in the south-western part. What is
important is that the eastern and western parts of the
trench were excavated carefully with knife and brush unlike
the rest of the trench that was excavated with a pick. This
was because it was in the eastern and western portions that
so called pillar bases had to be created, keeping their
distance from those constructed in Trench Gl. It must also
be pointed out that in the clearing work, a collection
brickbats and sandstone in the north-western part of the
excavated area was removed because it did not fall in an
expected alignment of so called pillar bases. This
'structure’ had been objected to earlier in a complaint filed
on 21" May 2003. By the 26" of July, brickbats in the
south-western part were recovered along with sandstone
chips. Digging under Floor 1 revealed brickbats in the
entire area, but the south-eastern and south-western areas
were excavated separately. It was very obvious that these
were going to be made into so called pillar bases, even
though brickbats had been found in the entire area. By
11.40 am, the area was cleared but further digging
revealed the same king of deposit of brickbats, mud, and
brick nodules. By afternoon, the so called "pillar base" in
the south-eastern area was created by removing brickbats
from its edges to give it a neat shape. Glazed were sherds
were found at this level. The so called "pillar base" in the
south-western part of the trench was cleared of brickbats of

make it equal in size to its counterpart and a piece of
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broken floor sticking to it was removed. Very obviously,
these so called pillar bases were created by selectively
removing brickbats that lie under each floor. A complaint
was lodged during excavation about the creation of this so
called "pillar base".

N.  That it was observed that, during excavation,
brickbats were selectively removed so as to leave brickbat
heaps around stone piece and blocks. (There were
preconceived ideas about where so called "pillar bases"
were to be carved out of brickbats. If no sandstone or
calcrete blocks or slabs were noted, heaps of brickbats
were left at intervals of 3.00-3.30 m.) A clear attempt was
made to neaten the edges of so called "pillar bases" by
removing brickbats to give rounded/squarish shapes. It
appears that at the end of the excavation, when some so
called 'pillar bases' were found obviously out of alignment,
they were dismantled as in the case of the structure in the
north-west of Trench G2.

O. That the sections of a trench provide us direct
evidence of the brickbats layers that lay under individual
floors. (It is also obvious that brickbats have been removed
from the sections of many trenches: south-facing section of
G8/GY9 baulk, north, south, and east-facing sections of F1,
north- and south facing sections of Gl, north-facing
section of HI, and east-facing section HI/H2 baulk, south-
and west-facing sections of ZF 1, east-facing section of G2
and east-facing section of F9.) In archaeology, whenever
sections are made during excavation, protruding artefacts

like antiquities or bricks, stone and brickbats are never
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scraped level with the section but are allowed to protrude.
This provides a correct picture of the section and its
cultural material. In the case of Ayodhya, the above-
mentioned trenches show gaping holes from where
brickbats have been removed.
P That the so called "pillar bases" were only part of a
floor construction technique. Each lime-surkhi floor was
underlain with several layers of brickbats interspersed with
stone blocks and slabs and other material as fillers. The
intervening spaces were filled with brickbats, mud and
brick nodules. Stones have also been used at the site as
fillers (as seen from the Plates 4, 21, 30, 50 in the Final
Report), levelling mechanisms and for raising walls and
platforms and so forth.
Q.  That it seems that originally the aim was to create the
so called pillar bases all over the excavated area. 8 so
called 'pillar bases' were carved out in the L series of
trenches as can be seen by Appendix 1V (page 17) of the
Final Report. As pointed out, there is no mention of these in
the individual Site Note Books of the L series of trenches.
These were probably not included in the final tabulation or
in Fig. 3B showing so called 'pillar bases' as they did not
fit in which the ASI' plan of a so called temple with a large
brick pavement in front. This brick pavement to the east
was considered as the entrance of the massive structure
and hence pillar bases would not have fitted into this plan
further to the east."

3888. PW 32 (Dr. Supriya Verma) in her affidavit dated

27™ March, 2006 has said:
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A.  That the northern area is the only area of the site
where pillar bases have been found. In an area of about 10
x 10 m, these were embedded in Floor 1 and hence were
contemporary with Floor 1. These pillar bases comprise of
square sandstone slabs, of which only one has been
excavated with a calcrete block. The inner dimensions of
these pillar bases range from 48.5 x 43, 50 x 50, 47 x 46,
48 x 56, 49.5 x 49 and 51 x 51 cm. These dimensions are
completely different from those of the black stone pillars
that have actually been recovered with dimensions ranging
from 21 x 21 to 24 x 24 cm. There is a pillar lying in the
gully to the north of the mound that may have fitted on top
of these pillar bases. Thus, the pillars that would have
stood on the northern side pillar bases were certainly not
the black stone pillars. These northern pillar bases are the
ones numbered 1-8, 13 and 14, by the ASI.

B.  That barring pillar bases 1-8, 13 and 14, the ASI has
created 'pillar bases' in the rest of the site. Their creation
has been actually observed during excavation was even
and complained about. The deponent has personally
witnessed the creation of "pillar bases" in Trenches G2, G5
and F3. Observations were made on the creation of "pillar
bases" in Trench G2 from May 16-20, 2003, in Trench G5
from May 27-30, 2003, and in Trench F3 from July 8-12,
2003 and complaints were filed on May 21, 2003, June 28,
2003 and July 26, 2003 respectively. These
complaints/objections were prepared by the deponent and
Dr. Jaya Menon and were filed under the signatures of

Muslim parties and their counsels.



4157

C. That a close observation of the excavation and
recording was done of Trench G2 from May 16 to May 20,
2003. It was found that brickbats randomly scattered over
the entire excavated area were selectively removed so as to
create a visual impression that the brickbats were confined
to only a portion of the excavated area. An examination of
the section will reveal the fact that brickbats lay in the
layer below Floor 1. When Floor 2 was dug through, once
again a whole layer of brickbats was exposed.

D.. That the so called "pillar bases" were only part of a
floor construction technique. Each lime-surkhi floor was
underlain with several layers of brickbats interspersed with
stone block blocks and slabs and other material as fillers.
The intervening spaces were filled with brickbats, mud and
brick nodules. Stones have also been used at the site as
fillers (as seen from the Plates 4, 21, 30, 50 in the Final
Report), levelling mechanisms and for raising walls and
platforms and so forth.

E.  That during excavation, brickbats were selectively
removed so as to leave brickbat heaps around stone pieces
and blocks. If no sandstone or calcrete blocks or slabs were
noted, heaps of brickbats were left at intervals of 3.00-3.30
m. It appears that at the end of the excavation, when some
so called '"pillar bases" were found obviously out of
alignment, they were dismantled as in the case of the
structure in the northwest part of Trench G2.

E That the sections of a trench provide us direct
evidence of the brickbat layers that lay under individual

floors. It is also obvious that brickbats have been removed
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from the sections of many trenches: south-facing section of
G8/GY baulk, north-, south-, and east-facing sections of
F1, north- and south-facing sections of GlI, north-facing
section of HI, and east-facing section of HI/H2 baulk,
south- and west-facing sections of ZF 1, east-facing section
G2 and east-facing section of F9. (In archaeology,
whenever sections are made during excavation, protruding
artefacts like antiquities or bricks, stone and brickbats are
never scraped level with the section but are allowed to
protrude. This provides a correct picture of the section and
its cultural material.) In the case of Ayodhya, the above-
mentioned trenches show gaping holes from where
brickbats have been removed.

G. That the ASI's own information on the so called
"pillar bases" is highly confusing and marked with
discrepancies. For example, in the tabulation of "pillar
bases" in Chapter 1V of the Final Report, 50 "pillar bases"
have been described and have been illustrated in Fig. 3A.
The number and the location of "pillar bases", however, do
not tally with the information given in Appendix IV. The
details have been provided in the Objections filed by the
Sunni Central Board of Waqfs, UP on October 8" 2003.

H.  That Appendix 1V in the Final Report mentions so
called "pillar bases" in trenches L1, L2, L3 and L7 (p. 17 of
Appendix IV). Yet, Site Note Book No. 30 makes no mention
of pillar bases in L1 (pp. 76-85), L3 (pp. 67-75) and L7
(pp. 54-66). Nor are there any "pillar bases" mentioned in
Site Note Book No. 24 for Trench L2, or Site Note Books

No. 22 and 38 on the cutting of baulks between various
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trenches in the L series.

L That it seems that originally the aim was to create
"pillar bases" all over the excavated area. Eight so called
"pillar bases" were carved out in the L series of trenches as
can be seen by Appendix IV, (p. 17) of the Final Report. As
pointed out, there is no mention of these in the individual
Site Note Books of the L series of trenches. These were
probably not included in the final tabulation or in Fig. 3B
showing "pillar bases" as they did not fit in with in the
ASI's plan of a temple with a large brick pavement in front.
This brick pavement to the east was considered as the
entrance of the massive structure and hence so called
"pillar bases" would not have fitted into this plan further to
the east.

J. That a study of the Site Note Books brings out
discrepancies from the information provided in the Final
Report. Site Note Books Nos.37 and 21 for Trench G7 make
no mention of recovering any so called "pillar bases".
However, the listing of "pillar bases" in the Final Report
from pp. 56-67 has records of "pillar bases" in Trench G7
(pillar base No. 36, pp. 64-65) and in the G6/G7 baulk
("pillar base" No.33; p. 64). Appendix 1V of the Final Reprt
on p. 10 mentions two disturbed "pillar bases" for Trench
G7. It needs to be emphasized that the Site Note Books are
the result of the trench supervisor's observations and
impressions. Interpretations may also form a part of Site
Note Books. But, here, we find that trench supervisors make
no mention of anything remotely like a "pillar base" but

these suddenly appear in the Final Report.
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K. That the so called "pillar bases" are not even in
alignment with each other as should be expected in a
pillared hall. At the same time, anything that has been
found out of line with their imagined alignment has been
discarded as evidence. A complaint filed on 24" July, 2003
noted that a structure was exposed in the eastern part of
J2/J3 baulk after excavating a platform. Since it did not fall
in line with the ASI's so called "pillar base" in Trench JI it
was not considered as a base. But in physical appearance,
made of calcrete and brickbats, this structure resembles
many of the ASI's so called "pillar base". It is clear that
this structure indicates nothing but the manner in which the
platform was constructed. This shows the bias with which
the ASI was working and their selective use of evidence.

L. That it is clear that at times, walls were cut to made
so called "pillar base" as in Trench F6 and thus there is in
Appendix 1V, a confusion between walls and "pillar bases"
in Trenches El and E2. The same is the case with the
"pillar base" in Trench HS. This is nothing but the southern
part of Wall 18B.

M.  That a more serious problem is that of showing the so
called "pillar bases" hypothetically in Figs. 234 and 23B.
An incorrect impression is being created, by showing some
'pillar bases' where they do not exist.

N.  That the ASI's assumption that the floor with which
are associated these so called "pillar bases" in the north is
the same as Floor 2 in the south is baseless as there has
been no concordance of trenches in the north and south.

O.  That according to the Report (p. 54), Structure 4 (the
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'massive structure') "has survived through its nearly 50 m
long wall (Wall 16) in the west and fifty exposed pillar
bases to its east attached with Floor 2 or the floor of the
last phase of Structure 4." However, several sections
provided by the ASI (Figs. 6, 10, 16, Plates 21, 46) clearly
show that the floor to which they were supposed to be
attached sealed these "pillar bases". In Fig. 6, the "pillar
base" has cut through Floor 3 (the floor associated with
sub-period VIIB) and should have been attached to Floor
2. However, the section in Fig. 6 clearly shows Floor 2
intact over "pillar base" 31 which means the supposed
sandstone block with orthostates and pillar could not have
projected over Floor 2. This was the case also with "pillar
bases" in Trenches F2, G2 and G5.

P That these so called "pillar bases" are too flimsy to
have supported any load-bearing pillars. Made largely of
brickbats, these are completely lacking in uniformity that
would be expected if these were in reality pillar bases.
Diameters vary from 1.10 m to 1.90 m. Brickbats are not
placed in courses as should be the case, but are randaom,
in many cases in a tilted position. The height of brickbats
varies from 5-55 cm within a single base. Brickbats do not
lie only under the stone but also over the stone as in
Trenches F7 and F10. Brickbats make the entire structure
unstable and would get broken if a weight was placed over
them. If these really were rounded bases, originally they
would have been constructed of wedge-shaped bricks
instead of which we find brickbats of jagged shape.

Q. That if these really were pillar bases, they should
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have had casings within which the pillar would have fitted.
In contrast, we see real pillar bases at the Early Historic
site of Sanghol. One notices that these are rectangular,
made of large bricks neatly placed with a depression in the
centre to set the pillar. These are all of uniform size,
constructed uniformly and are accurately aligned, unlike in
the case of Ayodhya. The deponent had visited the said site
of Sanghol. District Ludhiana (Panjab) alongwith Dr. Jaya
Menon and Dr. Suchi Dayal in 2004 and Dr. Jaya Menon
and the deponent had taken the photographs of the said
Sanghol site (3 of which have already been filed as
ANNEXURES Nos. 2, 3 and 4 to the Additional objection
dated 3-2-2004 filed by the Sunni Waqf Board against the
A.S.I. Report.)
3889. After very careful consideration of the above as also
the arguments advanced before us including ASI report, it
appears to us that the report of ASI was sought to be criticized
by the plaintiffs (Suit-4) as if ASI was supposed to satisfy them
about its finding and not the Court. Several fanciful objections
have been made just to multiply and add the list of the
objections.
3890. Under the heading "The Myth of so called pillar
bases", paras 5.12, 5.16, in a general way, all the pillar bases are
sought to be discredited though a number of pillar bases, we
have already demonstrated, are admitted by the experts of the
muslim parties. Complaints in respect to some of the pillar
bases, which were made on 21* May, 2003 and 7" June, 2003
have already been discussed above and that itself is sufficient to

discard the objections of the plaintiffs (Suit-4) on this aspect.
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However, we propose to throw some more light on the subject
of pillar bases.
3891. In the cross examination, the Expert (Archaeologist)
plaintiffs (Suit-4) have also said something about pillar bases.
PW-16 (Surajbhan) said:

g7 aenefa ey §99 v 7iewl & Hig [F7F

arerqr fYyFger 78 8717 (47 149)
“There are no signs or symbols of temples on these

so-called pillar bases.” (E.T.C.)

“FTHIN TTet W7 P 9o §¥7o7 JIa%] AGIe & Jaae] 41T
H Sgla fd T fievedsr & e A7 o dfdad o g @
foere &or gard T § B GBI areadd H 9w §9 EIT Al
g/ 97 fOeav aWST & T BRI T8 fear T & forey Ig
SvT g1 ST @ a5 g8 ©icT erar avad 4 qUey ¥ UF [
g9 & Radider &rde qarar AT o7 JeTaT I8 W & iV
FRTAFIT @ FIN JE T 9T T8 B & I8 gerg A
VIHdCY o TSl W g7 TAgeieY VA w9 dl 798l & fedr
g/ (ds7 150)

“ Pillar bases of the Banbhor stone were slightly

different from the pillar bases excavated in the northern
part of the Babri mosque but it is doubtful that what have
been reported to be brick-built pillar bases are all actual
pillar bases. These pillar bases have not been provided
with cross section enabling it to ascertain whether that
small structure was actually built completely as a
symmetrical come-back(?) of a pillar base or whether it is
an irregular structure. Without the cross section, it is not
possible to know that the excavator has not by mistake or
deliberately  given it such a shape in the

excavation."(E.T.C.)
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T QT @ ITI-GF P GWR — 2 Pl gOY Giad H
fa= flodtosireo w3 7 @l garFefiar fa=e @1 oft, wTH
¥ U gV Gc@TT 8§ qrew, fUad v maid ai fAd
o, " (@57 153)

“By the words 'serve the limited purpose of digging'
which I have written in the second line, I mean to say that
at some places in respect of which anomalies were
hinted at in the G.P.R. survey, walls pillars and floors

were discovered in the excavation" (E.T.C.)

g W & UG GF B YT 6 TUIT 8 WK 11 & UG
7 9% QT T I fa @I Fles e dHwr g9 T Riiicrd
BraeT 31T &7 W Wl &7 arcgd @ 87 weft 7 garr fa
g§9® A arcyd wiewl @1 avs fAad @ qsd w@€iew
7 ®ig fFFsrd, s grga, At g& sifs @1
grgfoar & &1
gei—IdHl waqd & [FE @Nd §HT FT FED  STERIT
(B3~ ¥eIT ) [[If3d geevw Sref ora 87
garv— RUIc & IgwN I8 TeIbld [ierv g6 H1a: B9l & UV
dige gard Td 8 SN Hlq @le Hv v& T8 gard T4 & T &
9P WIT B B I BI GHBINT [a@rd WU gHlory I8
THST SIRITT [ §7 Aoy §997 & UV qlerl @rar i} diev o7 al
§9HT B9 qreT [0 16 G 17 Il B9 & o7 SR 37 4% T BIF
Rrger srrar &I fSorig IpIvl [Herl @ifey off v &ioa
faener wfey & waT 4 I§ Fwuar &l & eI (457 226)

“ On being asked what the witness meant to say by

the words 'the so called pillar basis have no symbolic
features on them', which words find mention on point -7 of
para-11 given on pages 6 to 8 of the affidavit in the
Examination-in-Chief, the witness stated — By the said

words I meant to denote any drawing, any design and
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any figure like that of Yaksha engraved in the stones
sustaining the weight of the pillars looking like those of
temples.

Question:- Are engraved stones used as foundation stones
while constructing any building ?

Answer:- As per the report these so called pillar bases were
often said to be present on the floor and they have not been
laid after digging up the base, nor was any other floor
shown to be contemporaneous to them. Hence it will be
taken to me only that if the structure above these pillar
basis was a temple then the floor of wall no.16 or 17 was
certainly their floor and there ought to have been an
engraving in shape of symbol or design on them also, or
else they will be giving an ugly shape to the building of the
alleged large temple” (E.T.C.)

] GYFIT ® @ § var 78 a7 ver 8 fo
fedt e &1 gITHY SGP HYY Hlg [AaAv & 797
TIT & 3V T & 39 qUrHT Qe I B G T8l PIg HIY
& Mo & cove & [dEls & V8 & Wl ¢ HHIUd @vd & I8
areaq H fAere 85 977 (49T 229)

“From the site of this structure, any pillar bases do

not seem to have been erected after building a floor, nor
even pieces of any upward pillars are seen along with this
so-called pillar-base, which fact would have been capable

of demonstrating that it was really a pillar base.” (E.T.C.)

g7 Uy 397 8 & o &1 A7 faqrfca vera

gv I@7 o7/ f3q1fsa veiad & TQcav avy ol qredfad

frae §@o feemg T v8 of, 97949 gar—gal qey @
arv gv geadra g§ #re(q <dr eft”

(457 230)
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“I saw some of these pillar bases at the disputed
site. Lime and brick powder appeared to have been used
as a mortar in the actual pillar bases seen on the north

of the disputed site.” (E.T.C.)

“Gav— gib H e TAIHIT e 99 Bl HEl T8l HIdl
SWlory fOoiv &5 &7 dbio7 garar dlf W T8 &/ gl @i
arelde [0y 6o g3 79 4 Q@Y oY 3N 9w@ drel Bellv
dfdewT iy Iwd T BT G fAfdse g ar J§ AT aea
g v +ff afe Tenafa e dWT & @ier @ & DR
ol 8 ar 4 Bellk T BT HRTT & W IAD TEE Bl ol
HYD T ST |

geT—fdar fAerv &6 @ SRyIT @ & YT AP T H
“TEIIHINT FT BT FANT 19T &, §9P IR H 39 BIT H&7
Scciv— I8 PEl Wel 78] BN/ Flld TR ey §¥fol b
wof @ Wy @y v & O & sgaiEficd @ aret fam H ot
W% T TS V&7 & SWlcoly §9% SR UY §Ia] doie & §d &
G P BT Tal 1HaT O FHar 3N &t g 8 f A7 qraet
qRSTE @ URtTH 9 » i o gfeaH darv @@ oft i P
&l fewrs feam, ST IeaaNeT Bt 3rerar &rell Bl (EIRT Bt H

] BY WHAr|” (Uo7 230—231)

“Answer:- Since I do not take many of the so-called pillar
bases to be real ones, hence it is not possible for me to date
such pillar bases. If any actual pillar base is shown in a
picture and floor levels and cross section are also specified
along with it, it will be possible for me to determine its
antiquity. However, if the antiquity of the so called pillar
bases is to be ascertain, I will tell about it after examining
their floors and their relations to the cross section.

Question:- Even without having any study of these pillar

bases, you have used the word 'so-called' in reference to
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them. What would you like to say in this regard?

Answer:- It will not be correct to say so, because the so
called pillar bases have been shown with several floors, as
are seen even in the picture having an isometric view.
Hence, on the basis of this the building situated on the east
of the Babri masjid cannot be assessed. This is the reason
why I did not, except for the western wall and its
accompanying floor, which I had seen below the western
wall of the Babri masjid, see any other reliable basis,
which could have been helpful in determining structural

phases and their timings.” (E.T.C.)

“QTH03TE0 RUIE qIeqa—2 & Wi WE— 46 @@ UV
T [T ST G¥ Ty @ A TN B fAaw Gt argfa
T g8 ¥yte fy7 &1 39 fow a9 & gwfory 78 P& @
[T ¥THT BT SITER 81" (Uo7 231—232)

“When plate no.46 of the ASI report volume-2 was
shown to the witness, on being questioned he stated — This
picture clearly shows a figure like cylinder-shaped pillar.
I cannot style it a pillar base because its association with
any pillar or its pieces is not visible. I mean to say that
what we term as a pillar base is a base supporting a
pillar"(E.T.C.)

3892. PW-29 (Jaya Menon) about pillar bases has said:

"A.S.I. has also mentioned about pillarbases in its
report. The total number of pillarbases mentioned in the
A.S.L report is 50 in relation to particular phase of
structure. . Some of the pillarbases have been reported by

the A.S.I. in the sections also. I don't know the exact
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number of pillarbases mentioned in the sections." (Page
181)

"[ think one pillar base was found in the section in
the northern part of the disputed site. . . . . That 8 pillar
bases are projected over floor no 2. So far as floor no. 3 is
concerned 1 can not make out the exact no. of so called
pillar bases. Approximately they are 6 in number. It does
not appear on the perusal of figure 23 that some of the so
called pillar bases from 3 have penetrated down to floor
4." (Page 204-205)

"The plate no. 46 and 47 in Vol. Il of ASI reports
have been shown to the witness who stated that they are not
pillar bases. The plate no. 48 shows some structure but the
same is not pillar base. I do not know what it is. This is
wrong to suggest that plate no. 48 shows a pillar base and
this is also wrong to say that I am not making the correct
statement . Plate no. 45 also does not show nay pillar
bases. The pillar bases shown by ASI in plate nos. 42 and
43 are not pillar bases. These are the part of the floors. In
reference to plate no. 43, the witness stated that the pillars
base have been created by removing the brick bats around
it and the photograph shows the alleged pillar base after
removal of brick-bats. In Plates no. 46 and 47, the lower
floor is visible. Besides decorative stones, decorative bricks
were also recovered. Plates No. 95 and 96 are decorative
bricks.” (Page 230-231)

“Pillar base means base of the pillar. . . . . Since |
am not an engineer, therefore, I am unable to reply that if |

am required to build a pillar base a foundation will be
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required or not. ” (Page 248)
3893. PW-30 (R.C.Thakran) about pillar bases has said:

‘G§ % § ETI§ ¥Id Yv V&, V9T 781 8 [ ¢
0vH0 730 Il T fU@v W FAIY &, T H 3N FET
T a7 &, a g3 §9 a1d T @7 781 &/ Ife qHE e FT 7
auarary fifsTtFIet & &t &, @ fAav §§ garar
wrerg 78 8. (I 118)

“As long as I was present at the excavation site, it
was not that the ASI men might have erected pillar
bases. I do not have any knowledge if they may have done
so later on. If all the trenches are being constantly video-

graphed, it is not possible to erect pillar bases. ." (E.T.C.)
AT B Gers H aedlId wHl fUew d¥er v ¥elT
voig T8l &/ ey #d fiev aw ov e T8 & o v
YT fier W8 8 T DfovraH S drafe & g7 v il 8 o
FHGN 8l & | U Yookl & doplc ¥IT HES 8/ ... W 7D
46 H QoY 99 3l Bellk YN &/ 9, Ol @+ H o Vel &,
USVCS VI T8 ®eY, clidd R $Wdl Gals 4 YN 99 &
JSvCe VI BE O Whdl & FN 3N 3N GeTs &Y Uv e
Wi~ @ Q¥ Y& Ud Aol df 9 Yeved veId #ed |
#7 voveosgo Rulc & favg gvgd @1 78 Sralardl @l geT g,
.4 g8 T8 B§ Hpal [ H G sulcar udl v .. g3l I8
A T G O For [bat sufcaar Rule & avwg Biger & 713
offr ... .. g3l 781 7IqH & [& Suviad gl sdicadl H 9 aid
&I ST @l T off [ Qv d¥isT @l ST A @leT 9T o,
foee &9 @I [S¥Hcer 7 a1 5yl . . .. 9§ a& 4 TIIg
vefeT ¥ V8T §F IIg 781 & [ fUerv 39 & gra=r 7§
oH &ig srufead & w8 Ir 981 (@ 117)

“As revealed from the Ayodhya excavation, stone

slabs are not there at all the so called pillar-bases. Stones

are not there at most of the so called pillar-bases. The
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stones which have been discovered, are made of calcium
and carbonate and they are very week. Such stones are
called calcrete stones. . ... In plate no. 46, the pillar base
stretches up to half of the floor. Keeping in view what it
looks like, we would not call it pedestal stone but if on
being excavated it is found to have full base, it can be
called pedestal stone. That is to say, we would call it
pedestal stone if we discover a full layer of stones below on
further excavation being carried out. . . . . I have gone
through the objections raised against the ASI report. . . . . 1
also do not know how many objections were filed in all
against the report. . . . . . I do not know that in the afore-
said two objections it was objected to the pillar bases not
being dismantled up to the extent to which they were dug
up. . ... I do not remember whether or not any such
objection was filed in regard to the pillar bases as long
as I was present on the excavation site.” (E.T.C.)
3894. PW 32 about pillar bases has said:

“Except the pillar bases in the north all the pillar
bases at different levels have been created, some of whom I
saw personally with my own eyes and complaints were filed
in the case of trenches G2, G5 and F3. These complaints
were filed by Dr. Jaya Menon and me. These complaints
were handed over to muslim parties and their
counsels. ”(Page 79)

“..except pillar bases in the north, as I have stated
already, the remaining have been created by the
ASI. " (Page 80)

“I do not agree with the report of the ASI that there is
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any pillar base in trench G-8. By saying that ASI people
created pillar bases, I mean that while excavating, they
removed brick bats selectively from some portion leaving
the other portion to give shape of a pillar base and it is
because of this reason that the shape of the pillar bases as
also the size and depth vary from pillar base to pillar base.
1 do not agree with the suggestion that the pillar is round in
shape and the brick bats set in regular courses and having
two stone slabs in the middle. However, it is true that two
concrete slabs are there in the middle. I do not agree with
the ASI report that it is a pillar base.” (Page 114)

"Since I do not accept that any pillar bases were
found during excavation except in the northern area, I do
not agree with ASI report that pillar bases were found in
the area of the 39 anomalies having been pointed by the
GPR survey report. The pillar bases which are acceptable
to me form part of Z series of trenches. The area of the Z
series of trenches was surveyed by the GPR surrey team but
I am not hundred percent sure as to whether they had
covered that area or not.” (Page 120)

“Prof. Mandal has referred to the findings of pillar
bases of Prof. B.B. Lal and he has contradicted Prof. Lal's
theory of pillar bases.” (Page 131)

"The ASI has reported about the existence of 50
pillar bases at one place and perhaps 67 at other place but
according to me, the number does not seem to be correct as
there is no consistency.” (Page 131-132)

“I clarify that no pillar base was exposed by ASI.

Rather it were floor bases that were exposed and partially
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cleared and partially it was left exposed and then labelled
as so called pillar bases.” (Page 132)

“An archaeologist can create pillar bases even in the
section by pulling out brick bats from the section while
excavating and preparing the section.” (Page 132)

“Such so called pillar bases appearing in the
section were not created in my presence but from the
close study of the section, I could say that there were
created pillar bases.” (Page 132)

“It is wrong to suggest that it is not possible to create
a pillar base in a section of baulk; rather it is very easy to
do so. Pillar base shown in the baulk of F2 G2 was created
in my presence and I lodged complaint against ASI
observations. It was created between 16 to 20 May, 2003.
Besides me, Mohd. Abid was also present at the time of
aforesaid pillar base being created. This pillar base and
pillar base no. 21 were created during aforesaid period of
five days. I complained against the ASI to the observer
about both the aforesaid pillar bases. The complaint was
lodged in writing. I completely disagree with the suggestion
that I am making a wrong statement to the effect that the
aforesaid pillar bases were created by ASI.

I do not know whether the GPR report has revealed
anomalies exactly on the spot where subsequently ASI has
shown the pillar bases. I do not know whether ASI has
indicated 22 pillar bases exactly on such spot where
anomalies were shown in GPR report. No doubts the ASI
has sketched a chart in its report indicating the places of

pillar bases allegedly found on the spots on the anomalies.



4173

Since I do not accept the very existence of pillar bases, 1
did not considered it necessary verify the genuineness of
ASI report on the basis of GPR report.” (Page 133-134)

"In the second line of para 14 of my affidavit I have
used the words created 'pillar bases' because in my opinion
and observation floor bases were cut and pillar base
created. In my opinion barring pillar bases 1 to 8, 13 and
14, all other pillar bases were created by ASI. According
to me this creation of pillar bases was right from the
beginning of the excavations till the end of it. When I was
at the site in April 2003 no pillar bases had been excavated
when I returned to the site around 10" May 2003 some
pillar bases had already been excavated from 10" May
onwards I begin observing and between may 16" and 20" I
found that pillar base was created in trench G-2 and on
may 21" a complain was filed in this regard. Except the
complaint which are mentioned in para 14 of my affidavit
some other complaints were also filed by Dr. Jaya
Menon.”’(Page 155-156)

“I do not agree with the suggestion that in plate 43 of
the ASI report Vol. II pillar bases have been shown. In fact,
the pillar bases asserted by the ASI are part of the floor
base.” (Page 165)

“As a matter of fact, they were crated before me. I
did make complaint regarding creation of pillar bases by
ASI. The complaints made by me were given to the Muslim
parties, who passed it to the observers, present
there.”(Page 166)

3895. The ASI has discovered 50 pillar bases during
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excavation out of which twelve were completely exposed, thirty
five partially and three were traced in section. The pillar bases
traced in section were F2, G2 in baulk (pillar base no.20), F8 F9
in baulk (pillar base No.40) and trench No.F8 F9 in baulk (pillar
base no.41). Confirming GPR survey report, twenty pillar bases
have been excavated in trenches no.E2, E9, F8, F9, ZGl1, G2,
G5, G8, G9, ZH1 and HS5. In all these trenches, one pillar base
each was discovered. Besides, in Trench F-6, three pillar bases,
Trench G-2, two pillar bases and Trench H-1, two pillar bases
have been found. Foundation of these pillar bases are circular,
square, oval or irregular in shape. Pillar base no.3 shows square
sandstone block with orthostats provided on its four sides,
contemporary with floor 2. Multiple courses of brick bats set in
mud mortar incasing rectangular blocks of calcrete stone fixed
with lime mortar were provided as foundation to the pillar bases.
Figure 3A shows alignment of pillar base and details of
respective distances. The important feature pointed out is that
there were seventeen rows of pillar bases from North to South,
each row having 5 pillar bases. There is no North-South row of
the West of wall 16 and17, as is being read and suggested by the
aforesaid experts of plaintiffs (Suit-4). Though we are not
agreeable to the allegation that some of them, or many of the
pillar bases are created but even if, for a moment, we assume as
claimed by three witnesses i.e. PW-29 Jaya Menon, PW-32 Dr.
Supriya Verma and DW-6/1-2 Mohd. Abid that they sought G-2
and F-6 trenches wherein pillar bases were created by one
Trench Supervisor S.K. Sharma and one more person, that will
not be sufficient to belie and also cannot explain several other

pillar bases found by ASI whereagainst no such complaint is



4175

there.
3896. Archaeology provides scientific factual data for
reconstructing ancient historical material culture, understanding,
archaeology for the past is a multi disciplinary scientific subject
and requires a team of workers for effective results. Excavation
of ancient sites is one of the major works of Archaeologists. As
it is a scientific discipline, it uses scientific methods in its
working. All archaeological excavations are constructive and
also at the same time destructive; revealing in the sense they
yield unknown data like structures, antiquities etc., destructive
that as one digs layer after layer, the upper layer have to be
removed to go deeper and deeper to know more and may cause
destruction of the site for any future excavation at that place.
3897. The term "Archaeology" came to be considered by
Apex Court in Joseph Pothen Vs. The State of Kerala AIR
1965 SC 1514 and in paras 13 and 14 it observed:
“13. The Constitution itself, as we have noticed earlier,
maintains a clear distinction between ancient monuments
and archaeological site or remains; the former is put in
the State List and the latter, in the Concurrent List.
14.  The dictionary meaning of the two expressions also
brings out the distinction between the two concepts.
"Monument" is derived from monere, which means to
remind, to warn. "Monument" means, among others,"a
structure surviving from a former period" whereas
"archaeology" is the scientific study of the life and
culture of ancient peoples. Archaeological site or remains,
therefore, is a site or remains which could be explored in

order to study the life and culture of the ancient peoples.
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The two expressions, therefore, bear different meanings.

Though the demarcating line may be thin in a rare case, the

distinction is clear.”
3898. The Court also held that Ancient and Historical
Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains (Declaration
of National Importance) Act, 1951 apply to ancient and
historical monuments referred to or specified in Part 1 of the
Schedule thereto, which had been declared to be of national
importance.
3899. In this case, ASI did not work on an unknown
subject and site but was backed by a scientific investigation
report of GPR Survey which is a well known scientific system
used in such matters. The survey has pointed out a number of
anomalies underneath. The actual excavation needed to confirm
and verify those anomalies and their exact nature to avoid any
doubt. Regarding Pillar Bases, a number of such anomolies were
already pointed out by GPR Survey and ASI simply found the
existence of pillar bases so as to confirm the anomalies pointed
out by GPR Survey at those places. If we look carefully to GPR
Survey, as also the pillar bases confirmed by actual excavation

of ASI, a total number thereof we find comes to about twenty.

They are:
SI. No. offTrench  No.Pillar ~ Bases  (with|Page |Confirmation
the report|of the Report/|depth) no. ofjof Pillar]
(GPR)/ PageP.B. the [Bases  with|
No./ Report report [pillar ~ base
No.
25 E-2/P. 23 1. Rectangular Pillar23 *
Base (1.80 m.)
29 E-9/ P. 24 1. Pillar Base (0.60 m.) [29 43, 65
35 F-6/P. 25 1. Pillar Base (0.70 m.) |25 40, 41, 65
2. Pillar Base (0.55 m.)
3. Pillar Bases (01.60
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m.)
36 F-8/ P. 25 1. Pillar Base (0.20 m.) |25 38, 65
37 F-9/P. 26 1. Pillar Base (0.50 m.) |26 44, 66
38 7G-1/P.26 |1. Pillar Base (0.50 m.) |26 8,55, 11, 58
39 G-2/P. 26 1. Pillar Base (2.20 m.) 26 |21, 60, 24, 61
2. Pillar Base (2.20 m.)
42 G-5/P. 27 1. Pillar Base (2.50 m.) |27 26, 62
45 G-8/P. 27 1. Pillar Base (0.90 m.) |27 28,39, 63
46 G-9/P.28 |1.Pillar Base (0.20 m.) 28 |45, 66
477 ZH-1/P. 28 |1. Pillar Base (0.55 m.) 28 8,58
48 H-1/P.28 |1. Pillar Base (0.70 m.) 28 18, 60, 19
2. Pillar Base (1.50 m.)
52 H-5/P. 29 1. Pillar Base (0.820 m.)|29 27, 62
3900. Interestingly, we find that in the two major

complaints dated 21% May, 2003 and 7" June, 2003 submitted to
the Observer when the excavation was going on, the allegations
of creation of pillar base mainly were made in those very
trenches where the GPR Survey has already detected anomalies
in the form of pillar bases etc. The complainants were already to
some extent aware of likelyhood of finding pillar bases in those
trenches. Trenches No.F1, F6, F8, F9, G1, G2, G5, G8, G9, H1,
ZG1 and ZH1 are in that very category. In other words, it can
easily be appreciated that the mind of two experts instead of
working for the assistance of the Court in finding a truth, tried to
create a background alibi so that later on the same may be
utilized to attack the very findings. However, this attempt has
not gone well since some of these very pillar bases have been
admitted by one or the other expert of plaintiffs (Suit-4) to be
correct.

3901. Sri M.M.Pandey, learned Advocate appearing on
behalf of defendant no.2/1 (Suit-4) while justifying ASI report
in respect to the various pillar bases, submitted that centre to

centre distance can not be measured correctly, except for those
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found completely topped by sandstone blocks and attached to
floor. It is not possible to fix the point where the finished sand
stone block would have been placed on top of the calcrete
blocks. Two pillar bases that have been found in sections (Fig. 8
& 9) demonstrate vividly that the sandstone block was not
necessarily placed in the centre of the calcrete block and
brickbat foundation rather was shifted as per the requirement of
alignment. Exposition of a structure that exists is done in an
excavation. The question of creation of any structure including
pillar base does not arise. Nothing was ignored during the
excavation. Utmost care was taken to ensure that each and every
find 1s documented and mentioned in the Report. No "calcrete
topped brickbat heap" is either found or identified as pillar
bases. Brickbats in the pillar bases are not heaped up rather they
are carefully laid in well defined courses. It is to be remembered
that pillar bases, except those found complete with sandstone
blocks in the northern area whose existence and genuineness is
admitted by Sunni Central Board of Waqf and its companion
parties, are essentially the foundation part required to remain
buried in ground. Once this fact is borne in mind then the
picture may be clearly understood. When the floor of sub-Period
VII B is "weathered enough to be replaced, debris of brick
structures was leveled to attain the desired height. In this deposit
foundations to support pillar or columns were sunk" to different
levels. Floors 1, 1A, 1B and 1C belonged to the disputed
structure (Period VIII & 1X), Floors 2, 3 and 4 belonged to
period VII and the brick-crush floor existed in the earlier Period
VI. There appears to be some attempt on part of the plaintiff to

twist the facts and mislead by creating some sort of confusion.
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The transition from "calcrete topped brickbat heaps" through
"brickbat heaps" to "some kind of loosely-bonded brickbats
deposits" is very clear. The plaintift at least accepts some sort of
bonding in brickbats which cannot be in case of "heaps"
(random deposit). This at best may be termed as self
contradicting argument.. Floor (F1.2) around most of the pillar
bases is found broken with pillar base foundations in much
disturbed condition.: (p.42, 2™ para). The evidence of broken
floor as above most of the pillar base foundations, completely
finished pillar bases and the evidence of finished pillar bases
partly excavated and partly visible in section when combined
together, point to the fact that all these 46 pillar bases belonged
to the one and the same period and were constructed in
association of wall 16 and F1.2. The pillars that have actually
been recovered are from the debris of the disputed structure.
Further, nowhere in the report it is said or hinted at that these
stone pillars were standing over these pillar bases. It is nothing
but wilful negation of the evident fact, nothing more can be said
in this regard. Layers of pillar bases are clear from the perusal of
the report. The objections of the plaintiff regarding creation of
pillar bases, distances and alignments and its interpretation one
without any substance. It is well established in archaeology that
walls can not be cut and shaped like pillar bases. The walls
alleged to have been cut and shaped like pillar bases are at the
maximum 0.55 m wide, whereas the pillar bases show much
bigger dimension which prima-facie falsifies the objection of
the plaintiff. The plaintiffs challenging the identity of pillar
bases alleged that unused brick broken or entire have been used

to fill hollow to raise the level of ground or to function apron for
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a building. In this connection it may be mentioned that a perusal
of report shows that most of the pillar bases are attached with
the floor 2, 3 & 4. If "hollow" is a synonym for foundation pit,
then certainly it is a good explanation. But 'fill' would be wrong
expression, as the brickbats are laid in defined courses. Raising
of ground is done uniformly and throughout and not as if "a pile
of unused bricks" or "to fill hollows". It is surprising to note that
the "heavy wall" disappears without leaving any trace except the
"pile of unused bricks" to "shore up". As "apron" for which
building? Apparently all the objections tendered above are
emanating from technically ignorant persons and willful attempt
to mislead the Court. All the interpretations were reached after
exploring all the possible explanations. ASI conducted
excavation at the behest and orders of this Court as Court
Commissioner and submitted its scientific Report to the Court
and did not engage in creation and that too in the presence of
judicial officers.

3902. The pillar bases traced on spot make 64 squares in
between 17 rows of 5 pillar bases each. The seventeen rows of
pillar bases were constructed along the north-south running
brick wall (wall No. 16). The distance of the first pillar base in
each row from the wall is 3.60 to 3.86 m. Seventeen rows of
pillar bases could be categorized in three different groups
whereas east-west distance which varies in different groups
whereas east-west distance from the centre to centre of each
pillar base vary from 2.90 to 3.30 m. Six rows of the pillar bases
on north and south were at the equidistance which ranges from 3
to 3.30 m. Central five rows consisting of twenty-five pillar

bases show different equations- two rows on either side of the
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central row were placed approximately at the distance of 5.25 in
whereas the other two rows on either side of these three rows
were at the distance of 4.20-4.25 m. The pillar bases are in
alignment. The ASI unit report in figure 23B has given an
isometric view of the pillar bases and in figure 23A the
1sometric view of the excavated site with different floors and
pillar bases.

3903. The foundation of the pillar bases are circular,
square, oval, or irregular in shape and the foundation has been
filled with brick bats covered with orthostat which prima facie
establishes its load bearing nature. It is also clear from the report
that all the fifty pillar bases, more or less are of similar pattern
except the orthostate position. The factual position is that the
pillar bases of northern side which are admitted by the plaintiffs
and other objectors to be pillar bases are undisturbed and
unexposed whereas the pillar bases of the southern side are
damaged and exposed but in any way there is no basic
difference between the two. The isometric view is a geometrical
drawing to show a building in three dimensions. The plan is set
up with lines at an equal angle (usually 30°) to the horizontal,
while verticals remain vertical and to scale. It gives a more
realistic effect than an axonometric projection, but diagonals
and curves are distorted. The existence of pillar bases was
challenged by the objectors on the ground that the distance
between the pillar bases, the spot position is not common as
such the same may not be considered pillar bases. In this
connection reference may be given of plan of Ukha Mandir
temple converted in to a Masjid published at surveyor general

office Calcutta in 1877 in which square pillars were found with
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different angles and distances. Similarly in temple of Vishala
Devi pillar bases of different sizes with different distances were
found which too have been lithographed at the Surveyor General
office Calcutta in July 1877. Examples of plan of Shiva Temple
at Bastar, Shiva Temple at Shighanpur, Shiva Temple at
Chindgaon, Shiva Temple at Chitrakoot, Shiva Temple at
Narayanpur are relating to 10" Century A.D. may be given. A
perusal of photographs of the pillar bases, videography and the
time of excavation also falsify the allegations of the objectors
regarding creation of pillar bases.

3904. A perusal of the report particularly at page 54 shows
that all the 50 exposed pillar bases are attached with floor 2
dateable to 1200 A. D. and most of them are resting over floor
no. 4 which has the earliest floor,. The carbon dating report
referred at page 69 of the report also proves that in a trench ZH-
1 the date reported between floor 2 & 3 is between 900-1300
A.D. which prima facie makes it clear that floor 2 was not made
after 1300 A.D. and not before 900 A.D. while floor 3 was made
before 900 A.D. It is also clear from the report that all the pillar
bases exposed are attached with the floors existing prior to the
floor of disputed structure. Pillar base is reported from the same
trench, i.e. ZH-1 along with the floor which confirms the
association of floor 2/3 and pillar bases along with C'* date
between floor 2 & 3 (S. No. 47 of pillar base in page no. 28).
The same pillar base of ZH-1 was predicted as an anomaly in
the GRP Survey. Therefore, it is clear that floor 4 which
supports the foundation of pillar bases was the most extensive
floor belong to period VII A (page 42 of the report & fig. 23 &
plate 35). The timing of period VII-A is the beginning of 12"
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century (page 41 of the report.).

3905. It is clear from the report that floor 4 which supports
the foundation of pillar bases was a floor of a Temple. It cannot
be the floor of Idgah or Kanati Mosque because pillars are
always absent in Idgah so that maximum persons could be
accommodated in minimum space for offering prayer.

3906. Association of pillar bases has been reported at page
56 to 68 and a perusal of the same shows that pillar bases no. 1,
2,3,5,6,7, 8 and 14 total 8 are projected over floor no. 2, pillar
bases no. 15, 19, 21, 23, 24, 30 total 8 are projected over floor
no. 3 which have penetrated downward by cutting floor no. 2
and pillar bases no. 10, 11, 13, 16, 17, 18, 22, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31,
32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50
total 29 pillar bases are projected over floor 4 which have
penetrated downward by cutting floor no. 2 & 3. In addition to
above pillar bases no. 20, 40, 41 are pillar bases in the section
whereas pillar bases no. 4 and 25 are not associated with any
floor due to damaged condition.

3907. We find substance in the submission of Sri Pandey.
We may also notice at this stage that though most of the pillar
bases were excavated at earlier point of time but complaint
thereof particularly about so called creation was made after
much gap. To start with, the first complaint of 21* May, 2003
was confined only to one pillar base found in trench G-2 but a
number of such pillar bases were included in the second
complaint dated 7" June, 2003, when both the so called authors
of the objections were not on the site. On the basis of record

these details can be shown in the form of a chart as under:

Pillar Shape/Size Site Note Date of Name of
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Base/ in cm Book No./|Excavation/ |Supervisor
Trench Page No. Date of
objection, if
any
1/ZH3- Square/63x | 41/43 22.4.03 |S.K. Sharma
ZH2 baulk 61.5x9
2/ZF2 - 7 15.05.03 | G.L.Katade
3/ZG2 Rectangula | 30/36 | 13/14.05.03 |A.R.Siddiqui
1/60x53.5x
7
4/7G2 Square (?) 30 13/14.05.03 | A.r.Siddiqui
5/ZH2 Square/61x 41 19/22.04.03 |S.K.Sharma
60x11
including
the
thickness
of missing
western
orthostat
6/ZH2-7J2 | Square/58x 7 11.06.03 |G.L.Katade
Baulk 56
including
the
thickness
of missing
northern
orthostat
7/ZF1 Square/55x 30 29.04.03, A.R.Siddiqui
55x6.5 3/13.05.03
8/2Gl1 Square/59x [30/31-39 |03/16.05.03/ |A.R.Siddiqui
61.5x5 07.06.03
9/ZH1 Probably |41/25-26 |14/15 to|S.K.Sharma
square 20.04.03/07.
foundation/ 06.03
125x105x7
5
10/ZF1 Irregular  |30/24-29 29.04.03 A.R.Siddiqui
shaped depth 65/13.05.03/07. |Plaintiff
foundation/ |cm 06.03 occupied by

150x100x4

barbed wire.




4185

Only
southern
portion
excavated

11/Z2G1

Circular (?)
foundation
partially
exposed/97
x94x26

30

03/04/16.05.
03

A.R.Siddiqui

12/2G1

Circular (?)
foundation
badly
damaged
and
partially
exposed/N
S 55 Ht 60

30/31-35

03/04/13.05.
03/07.06.03

A.R.Siddiqui

13/ZH1

Square/Als
o available
In section.
Top
54.5x46.5
foundation
EW 122
Ht. 69
(from top
to bottom)

41/25-27

14.04.03 to
20.04.03/07.
06.03

S.K.Sharma

14/ZH1-
H1

Square/63x
63x6.5

30

12.07.03

A.R.Siddiqui

15/F1

Rectangular
()
foundation
square
top/130x13
8

30/14-21
depth 98

cm

22.04.03 to
27.04.03/07.
06.03

AR Siddiqui

16/F1-Gl

Irregular
baulk/130x
120x55
foundation
partially
exposed

30

22/27/18/23.
04.03

AR Siddiqui
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17/G1 Square 30/5, 6, 7,/19/20.04.03 |A.R.Siddiqui
foundation |8 18.06.03/07.
partially 06.03
exposed/14
0x125x45
18/H1 Square 41/3-9 11-{12.04.03/07. |S.K.Sharma
foundation |14 06.03
partially
exposed/15
0x130x56
19/H1 Square 41/3-14 |06/18.05.03/ |S.K.Sharma
foundation 07.06.03
partially
exposed/78
x110x38
20/F2 QG2|Partially |7-8, 32, 08.07.03 Zulfiquar
Baulk exposed/N 45 17.07.03 Alj,
S 55 Ht.22 02.08.03 G.L.Katade,
24.05.03 C.B.Patil,
03.06.03 S.K.Sharma
10.05.03
20.05.03
21/G2 Square (?)32/49-54 110/20.05.03/ S.K.Sharma
foundation |27-85 07.06.03 Zulfigar Ali
partially 21.05.03
exposed/E
W 140 Ht.
28
22/F2 Square 7-8 08/17.07.03
foundation/
122x115x2
5
23/F2-G2 |Square (?)/7, 8, 32, -
baulk foundation |45
partially
exposed/10
5x72x33
24/G2 Oval 32 20| 17.07.03 |Zulfigar Ali
foundation [45/22 49 02.08.03 |S.K.Sharma
partially |37 30 10.05.03
exposed/15 20.05.03/
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0x125x32

07.06.03

25/F3

Square (?)
foundation
partially
exposed/65
x145x55

16

21.05.03
30.05.03
19.07.03

Sujeet
Nayan

26/G5

Irregular
foundation
with square
top
partially
exposed/12
0x165x90

13/1 2223

24.05.03
21.05.03
10.06.03 /
07.06.03

Sujeet
Nayan

27/HS

Square (?)
foundation
partially
exposed/10
0x25x35

40

26/30.04.03

Bhuvan
Vikrama

28/F6

Irregular
foundation
partially
exposed/14
8x147x54

23

24.05.03
01.06.03

Zulfigar Ali

29/F6

Rectangular
foundation
partially
exposed/76
x170x51

19/3-4

29.04.03 to
06.05.03/07.
06.03

G.L.Katade

30/G6

Rectangular
foundation
partially
exposed/83
x55x40

33

07/11.05.03

G.L.Katade

31/F6-F7
baulk

Elliptical
foundation
partially
exposed/12
6x198x38

15,19, 23

32/F6-F7

Irregular

15-F-7 19-

19.04.03

G.L.Katade
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foundation |F-6, 23 10.09.03 | Zulfigar Ali
partially 19.04.03
exposed/95 06.05.03
x155x40 24.05.03
01.06.03
33/G6-G7 |Square (?) 21 -
baulk foundation
/70x40x35
34/E7-F7 |Square or 12 05.04.03 |Zulfigar Ali
baulk Rectangular 08.05.03
foundation 14.05.03
partially
exposed/10
0x100x34
35/F7 Rectangular |15/ 1 to 31/19.04.03 to|G.L.Katade
(7 13.05.03/07.
foundation 06.03
partially
exposed/17
0x160x38
36/G7 Square (?) 21 20.05.03 |N.C.Prakash
foundation 09.07.03
partially 10.07.03
exposed/80 07.08.03
x40x40
37/F8 Circular 44/ 2 to 45/15.04.03 to Sameer
foundation 23.05.03/07. | Dewan
/170x170 06.03
38/F8 Circular (?)| 44/13 |15.04.03 to|Sameer
foundation 23.05.03 Dewan
partially
exposed/70
0x145x37
39/G8 Circular |30 10/86| 24.06.03 to |A.R.Siddiqui
foundation [to 90 10 27.06.03 |N.C. Prakash
/ 09.05.03 |Sujeet
42x130x30 10.05.03/07. |Nayan
06.03
40/F8-F9 |-/EW-120 44 -
baulk Ht.33
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41/F8-F9 |-/EW-80 18 10/19/17/30. |N.C.Prakash
baulk Ht. 35 04.03 Sujeet
Nayan
42/G8-G9 |Circular 30, 10 24.06.03 A.R.
baulk foundation/ 27.07.03 | Siddiqui
43x120x28 09.05.03 |Syjeet
10.05.03 |Nayan
43/E9-F9 |Rectangular | 22,35 04.07.03 |Sujeet
baulk foundation 20.04.03 |Nayan
/ 07.05.03
55x130x20
44/F9 Square 18/3-34 08.04.03 to Sujeet
foundation 30.04.03/07. |Nayan
/ 06.03
95x142x30
45/G9 Circular 10/3-9 14-/06.04.03 to N.C.Prakash
foundation 22 09.04.03 to|Sujeet
/Dia- 118 11.05.03 Nayan
Ht. 34 14.05.03/07.
06.03
46/G9-H9 |Square 10 06.04.03 |N.C.Prakash
baulk foundation 09.04.03 |Sujeet
partially 11.05.03 |Nayan
exposed/11 14.05.03
0x80x45
47/E10- | Circular 9 18.05.03 |Zulfigar Ali
F10 baulk |foundation 22.05.03
partially
exposed/14
0x55x48
48/F10 Circular  |9/37 to 45/18.05.03 to|Zulfiqgar Ali
base and 3845 22.05.03/07.
square top 06.03
of the
foundation/
155x145x4
0 square 90
Ht. 12
49/G10-  |Square - -
H10 baulk |foundation/
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115x120x5
0

50/H10 Circular - -
foundation/
115x90x48

3908. This chart would reveal that most of the pillar bases
were found during excavation in the months of April and May,
2003 which could have cleared to anyone having an idea on the
subject as to what inference those excavations is likely to cause.
It appear that in these circumstances under the Expert's advice
the complaints were made as a ground, so as to utilize later. It
cannot be doubted that as and when the pillar bases have been
excavated on that very day mentioned in the site notebook.
3909. We have very carefully perused the site note book,
day-to-day register as also more than twenty five video cassettes
as well as the photographs but find nothing unusual which may
create any suspicion in what the ASI has said in respect to pillar
bases in his report except minor typographical mistakes, which
i1s quite understandable in the manner they have worked and
with the pace with which have accomplished such a gigantic
job, that too under unusual circumstances where they were
constantly watched by huge number of persons and officials of
the Court.
3910. We may reproduce at this stage some part of the
statement of PW-29, 30, 31 and 32 again which would show that
in general, the finding of ASI about pillar bases, was not found
incorrect:
3911. PW-29 Dr. Jaya Menon- She said:

"In my opinion 10 pillar bases were found in the

northern side of the disputed site. All these 10 pillar bases
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on the northern side were beyond the disputed structure.
... (Page 204)

“...1 think one pillar base was found in the section in
the northern part of the disputed site. I remember that one
pillar base was identified by the ASI in the baulk of the
trenches F2 and G2 and two so-called pillar bases were
identified by the ASI in the baulk of trench F8 and F9 but

»

according to me these were not actually pillar bases. ...
(Page 204-205)

“...approximately they are 6 in number. It does not
appear on the perusal of figure 23 that some of the so
called pillar bases from floor 3 have penetrated down to
floor 4. Approximately 25 so called pillar bases have been
shown in figure 23a as associated with floor 4 and floor 4a.
I do not remember whether floor 2 and 3 were carbon
dated by ASI from 900 to 1300 AD or not. In my opinion
floor 1 is the floor of Babri Masjid which is approximately
dated to the 16" century. Floor 2, floor 3 and 4 were
associated with the pre Babri Masjid structure. I don t have
separate dates for floors 2, 3 and 4 but approximately these
floors may be dated from the end of the 12" century to the
16" century AD. According to me walls and structures
prior to 12" century were found in excavation but no floor
prior to 12" century was found at the site. According to me
the oldest wall found in excavation was of first to third
century AD. And the oldest structure found would be
structure 5 which may be of 6" century AD.” (Page 205)

3912. Dr R.C. Thakran (PW-30) admitting the existence
of pillar bases stated that:
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i 39 Rulc d fordl §9 919 & W8T § [ [Ueiv §¥ol Uk &
Jeveod Y fed §U o . .. HY SURAT B GaIg D QINTT WH]
fAciv a¥ST &I T o7 | ITH USveow vSIT $El U¥ T8l &/ Pact
ATH HIGT @ IS Bl OB FO R §HT P HUY G Ui T
g 9l ysveel W 1 &/ . . .59 d& 4 GaIg ¥l U Vel Uil
T & & vovwosngo Fient 7 flew W g9 8 a1 H AV
S8I7T FE far g, a F g9 919 &7 ST T8 8/ e T g
H oar difSgiaTel &1 Vel 8L al [0 &\ g GRd Tel
g/ (a7 116,/118)

“ . ARGIG H O Ao g od & 8@ [y fier dviar @l
STTITHAT 8l 8/ SUNIFT &INT 22 § 37 f0civ §vioT & e
gl @ T & TUT e 6o @ Huv ol fod @s fd T &

g3 Tat &1 (497 176)

“I agree with the fact mentioned in that report that the
pillar bases rested on pedestals of stone ..... I had seen all
the pillar bases in course of the Ayodhya excavation.
Pedestal stones were nowhere in them. Only towards Sita
Rasoi, above some pillar bases have been found stones,
which are different from the pedestals.... As long as I
stayed at the excavation site, it is not that the A.S.I men
carved pillar bases; but if they did so later on, I do not
have knowledge about that. If all the trenches are
constantly being videographed, it is not possible to carved
pillar bases.” (Page 116/118)
“...For pillars to be carved in a mosque, there is
requirement of pillar bases. The aforesaid para 22
discusses about these pillar bases and also about the
pillars  which have been erected above the pillar
bases. " (Page 176)

Dr Ashok Dutta (PW-31) admitting the existence of



4193

pillar bases underneath of the disputed structure stated as under:
“...Plate no. 82 and 83 of ASI report vol. Il were shown to
the witness who stated that stones slabs are possibly of
black basalt with some decorative motifs can be seen in
these plates. Black basalt is a kind of rock, which is
igneous rock. ...”" (page 109)
“...Learned cross examiner drew the attention of the
witness towards paper no. 200 C-1 after seeing
photographs no. 122 and 123 the witness stated that it
appears to me from the photographs that the stones used in
stole pillars is possibly black basalt. It appears that the
pillars which are seen in paper 122 and 123 are similar to
that as shown in plate 82 and 83 of ASI report vol. 2. ...”
(page 110)
“...As an archaeologist at least I have that amount of
knowledge to differentiate between mosque and temple. 1
dont have any idea whether this type of stone slabs having
decorative motif were used in the mosque or not. In plate
no. 83 there are flower designs on the stone slab lower part
of this stone slab is not distinct and clear. After seeing plate
no. 83 with the magnifying glass the witness stated that
some objects are visible in this stone slab. They appear to
be lower part of a figure. But whether it represents human
being or any thing else is difficult to ascertain because the
foot is shown in different way than the man. In the centre of
this plate it gives an impression of a ‘Ghat with flower’. I
dont have any idea whether these type of decorative motifs
are used in mosque. ...”" (Page 110-111)

“...I know that the depiction of human and animal figures
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is prohibited in the Muslim architecture.

So far I remember there was no figure of human beings on
the black basalt pillars. ..." (Page 140)

“...I believe the theory of ‘Super imposition’. I believe that
according to the theory of ‘super imposition’ creation of the
pillar bases in the trenches is impossible but in certain
cases some super imposition is found. ... (Page 266)

3914. Dr Supriya Verma (PW-32) stated as under:

“16. That the so called “pillar bases” were only part of a
floor construction technique. Each lime-surkhi floor was
underlain with several layers of brickbats interspersed with

»

stone blocks and slabs and other material as fillers. ...
(Page 12)
“...It was for the first time in the year 1989 in an article
published in a magazine, namely, ‘Manthan’ that the
existence of pillar bases was mentioned by him (Prof. B.B.
Lal). ...” (Page 127)
3915. Prof. Suraj Bhan (PW-16) who visited the site for
three days only, as mentioned by him at page-34, admitting the

existence of pillar bases, stated as under:
“SIEAT F $H VT UY §I¥] HNGIG P @ld & ged HId qiel @1
P Wl alet Wl I Uy &6 &1 Vb wrel BICT [or T T |ahdl
o7 FIG & g% e & gerg @ Tl g .. (G 227)

“At this site of Ayodhya, the floor appurtenant to the
structure immediately below the structure of the Babri
Mosque could have been photographed, provided
excavation had been done from this angle... ”(Page 227)

“fagTT fovEdHal SEqadr o Gl BT 17 YovH0sTs0 Rule god
2 P Gl HEIT 42 TR P (AT Wl 7 ¢ IGBY FIT [
S QY gardr b §9 ©ic H G VW Hw<HIT & ol e d9
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F ®Y H AT [ T E U 9P FEIUT BN P oy BT
WerT e W T8l e ar ¥&r 8/ (497 228)
“The learned cross-examining counsel drew the attention
of the witness to Plate no. 42 of the A.S.1. report, volume 2.
After looking at this the witness on being questioned
replied that in this plate there are two such constructions as
have been taken to be pillar bases but cross section,
capable of establishing them, is not properly seen.”(page
228).
U AR I IS BIC B [o% [IG% 99 HET o Vel & IS

S §EIIT AT 817 (A7 229)

“What is being termed as pillar base, is perhaps carved out

from a wall.”(Page 229)

“f0ev 99 89 9 e & ol [b¥fl W=7 BT SER 81 ¥ B
RaId @& gaifdd Hio dodflocticl & Ie@77 4 G T HRTHIT
&I Y fUev &6 PET TIT & FNF BAP JJHR I T
TITHIT HGY & &I @S A7 T o | (Uo7 232)

“We term as pillar base what is the base of any pillar. As

per the survey report, the constructions discovered at the
excavation carried out by Prof. B.B.Lal have been termed
as pillar bases because the pillars of the so called temple,

in his opinion, rested on them.”(Page 232).

“Gic T 46 & R H el 7 §9 d@DHY Yo % qardr [
H7 I8 I8 HET BT TINT [Ha7 & & qenslaa fAew dv v 7
ar @ig Ryilferd STpiadl & ik 7 & 8% @l Y& 4l g} &l
VTR 3IqT BHP s 9ol | (45T 234)

“On being queried about plate no.46, the witness, after

looking at the same, stated that here he had tried to say
that there are no symbolic shapes on the so —called pillar

bases and not a single stone pillar or its fragments were
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discovered with them.”(Page 234)

gl §9 WHY I8 I T8l & [ SURIFd (BN 3V H Q9T 50
foee a\or 4 W [dad #R [ @& wHg vayre & g o/
YT PET, §TH § FO WCFAH I} 4 o URTH G H T B
cleror # e gice! a1 Q¥ Ve YaNTuIST & g &, Iore [heiY
g%/ PE O V&I &/ VOVH03TS0 FRT Feffd few d¥or H
verTsH df fa@rs Jar & Uvg [Bv 4 74 N al § & iV
RaId & + 78t forar 7ar €17 (47 464)

“At present I do not remember how many of the 50 pillar

bases shown in the aforesaid figure 34 had been exposed at
the time of my observation. (Stated on his own) Out of these
structures, some have been partly or completely exposed in
the north, some in the western part and some in the south,
which structures are being called pillar bases. Alignment is
certainly seen in the pillar bases shown by A.S.1., but they
definitely have differences, and this very fact is written in
the report. ”(Page 464)

HTT @Y @ fory off AT el S wRuar @ fory FHIT ST T8l
gl

gei—37 [0k d6o & FE H UVOUH03I50 ERT U¥gd T
qIcge, SN g STV RfowevY 1] T 39 o dW @
T BlIg TN [Bar & 3rerar 7817

gaiv— # ar Ruid & sz o &1 SV wige oy fafore dve aorr
3T SRV FRT & U+ Hd 9197 &/ §7 GUvargorwl bl
SR a1 gaget Wovey @ #7778 qwr & Ruid 7 o ST
PIg 3919 Goora & &1 (97 470)

“As of now, there is nothing to show whether these

constructions were  often meant to maintain the level of
soil for floor making or for any other purpose.

Question- Whether any inquiry in respect of these pillar
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bases, has been made by you or not of the Trench notebook,

diary and diary register etc. submitted by ASI ?

Answer- I have formed my opinion on studying the report,

visiting the site and by my interaction. I have not seen the

diary of Supervisors or the Antiquity Register. There is no

special reference of these in the report as well." (Page 470)
3916. Prof. Dhaneshwar Mandal (PW-24) who was again
examined as expert witness after excavation by Sunni Central
Wagqf Board, appreciated the work of ASI and its methodology,
but nowhere alleged anything against ASI or manufacture of
pillar bases by them. Rather he admitted the existence of pillar
bases and the reference of the same in the report. Prof. Mandal
stated that:

“RUIc & gaR 50 TA—FHIT wa=7 IE (pillar bases) &

Hla @ gg=rT @ T & 88 Floor 2 (a7 Structure 4 @1

s~ sraver) W g ®el T & (ASI Report, Vol.I, p.54).

$9 BYT ¥ I§ W Whd [Forar & f& §aar 9o Floor 2 &

WA g3 BIIT| §99 Rejld & <I-1 gvegy wHeilerids §Y/ (Uo7 118)
"According to the report, the foundations of 50 alleged
pillar bases have been identified. They have been termed as
attached to Floor 2 (or the last stage of Structure 4) (ASI
Report, Vol.1,p.54). This statement clearly indicates that
their construction would have taken place at time of Floor
2. In such situation both of them are mutually
contemporary. " (page 118)

“QNId [AST @ SIgR o 9ag W I8 @ig @ial Pit wrdl &
g8 IWPD [FHIVT BT HT FHGI GG H1T orar &/ .. . . Ruid &
STTHT 14 &TRT 3ITENNT BT HFTT TAT I GHIrT 817 (47 118)

"According to the archaeology, the level from which this
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pit is excavated, is considered to be contemporary with its
period of construction.......... The section and plan of about
14 pillar bases have been published in the report.” (page
118)

“..HT BT JUT IIT F FI§ SMoYodR0 HY Ruic o SHH
Sleerfead for7 TTfaciior @ Ji Voviosiis0 &RT & T8 & S0P
wed d RuIc @1 g sigefie T8l faar 8, gefery ¥ st #f 7@
gar wedr g & silodlosvo Raic % Sfeaidra o7 gamada @l
gite vyess 7 Sc@TT §IN @1 8, a8 RUIc § Sfoeriead & ey
TEl | Tovw03IIg0 H Ul Rule # fAevew &1 sgdHicH & Iaar
& foraepl #7 a@r &/ YUwsls g% 19V Y 3% SigwHicE o H
cfRfa MeRdfrg &1 acggT 4 [Qarfead w7 & T8 a1 21
faarfed werer G¥ I ¥CFEN GIY T & GAHT [9a%T QoUH0SNZ0 H
3rg Raid aregd 1 @ v 3 8ilv 3v 7 fear &/ fAanfea werer uv
gry 7Y o7 ICHENN] BT Fooied BNIY 3 TAT 3V H [5a7 147 &,
g8 [darfed Vo7 Uv & $Wd H WeHd g/ VOVH0STS0 + U]
Rurd 4 ark %elld @1 Jooid 1597 & fored # #8790 § Uvg
78] db VOUV0SIE0 GINT [QEIT T Beflv 4T &1 J97 & Goed #
WeHd T8 § P SHHT Fooid VUHSlls Bl RUIC aregqd 1 &
g 377 (E=fed WIRTSISGET Sim [ vl wige ve
) H Hff TE & Bolv 1 [SVGeS IgFaN Pl Btk 8/ HedlY
2 WAk 1 ¥ gdad] Bellk & forgd Ruic § a4l fAevddad a
WCFad @l f@rar T & Wiy 3 Wellk 2 & Ud @l & U
0TW03ITS0 T 3T Rule d Bk 3 | 3icze ol dic? ool fderv
§99 & SUP! QG & Vg H I WEHT T8 &/ AT B AT
# 7% sr7EHdr T8 8 ... (4T 275)

....... After my yesterday's statement, 1 have not re-perused

the report in context of the GPR survey report as well as
the anomalies mentioned therein, which have been verified
by ASIl. As such even today I cannot tell whether the

anomalies mentioned in the GPR report and verified by ASI
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through excavation, have been mentioned in the report or
not. The ASI has given isometric view of the pillar bases in
its report, which has been perused by me. The verification
of the pillar bases appearing in this isometric view given by
the ASI, has not been done by me from the disputed site.
The details of the structures found at the disputed site have
been given by the ASI in Figure 3 and 34 of Volume 1 of its
report. I agree that the structures found at the disputed site
and mentioned in Figure 3 and 34, are at the disputed site.
In its report, the ASI has mentioned about four floors, with
which I agree, but so far as the Floor 44 shown by ASI is
concerned, I do not agree with the same because it has not
been mentioned even at Page 37A(tentative  periodisation
of the disputed site at Ayodhya) of Volume I of ASI report.
The Floor 1 is the floor of the disputed structure. The Floor
2 is anterior to the Floor 1, in which all the pillar bases
and structures of the report have been shown. The Floor 3
is anterior to the Floor2, in its report the ASI has shown
those walls and pillar bases which are attached to Floor 3,
but I do not agree with the same. I have no disagreement
regarding the wall......"(Page 275)

“...[aqifeT w7 v gV Se@TT H FoT faadl fean (e off

g7 T # 78] ga7 Whdl| FoT 50 [QeRdHT SGTT B GINTT
fAct of | FoT AcRavIaT HaFTT & S §V o STB AT AT 14

g1..7 (a7 276)

....... I cannot tell the total number of walls found in the
excavation at the disputed site. A total of 50 pillar bases
were found during the excavation. Few pillar bases were

attached to the section, their number is around 14
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......... "(Page 276)

“...SUNIFT BV 3V # SRgTT B QIR Wi HF 9 snfT et &,
GBI TUWIITS §IRT TSI fdar war 81 I8 dic aor weaaw U
v gV & v 37 # gefda & ar we gwel 8 g<hdie
&Y T& qarar S AHar| H1 §9 I H 39T A% Hlg GATITA
T&l 1Far & & 9% 37 4 Gif JlaN dT wIFaw [RE TV &,
g JqT VeI $¥ (%I H gefya & srerar 78l 1. gfd H [BIv 3¢
q XCFIN TAT NGINT B JANITT [QE@TT ST & §R H Bl 3eqTT
&l AT & gwlery # 39 K H T& gar qre | (4ot 276—277)
..... The walls etc. found during excavation, have been

shown by ASI in the aforesaid Figure 34. Whether this wall

and structure have been shown at their respective place or
not in the Figure 3A, cannot be told without being
investigated. I have not carried out any investigation in this
behalf till date as to whether the walls and structures
shown in Figure 34 have been shown or not at their
respective places in this figure........ Since I have not
carried out any study regarding the depiction of structures
and walls at their respective places in Figure 34, as such |
will not be able to reply in this behalf. "(Page 276-277).
3917. One of the objection with respect to the pillar bases
is that nothing has been found intact with them saying that the
pillars were affixed thereon. The submission, in our view, is
thoroughly hollow and an attempt in vain. The other parties i.e.
Hindus categorically claimed that the erstwhile structure was
removed 1i.e. demolished so as to construct the disputed
structure. If we assume other cause to be correct for a moment,
in case of demolition of a construction, it 1s a kind of childish
expectation to hope that some overt structure as it is would

remain intact. There cannot be any presumption that the pillar
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bases was remained intact along ancillary material. Whatever
has been found that has to be seen in the context and not what is
not found. All the things have to be seen carefully and nothing
independently and in isolation. The pillar bases were detected by
B.B.Lal also in 1976-77 when he made excavation on the
western and southern side of the disputed site along with a wall
structure. The Archaeologist said that the matter needs further
investigation. It is thus further investigation which has infact
fortified and explained the earlier structure also. The pillar bases
in general were found during excavation in regular phases for
columns constructed in a proper pattern with equal distance
pattern in regular style. The calcrete stones were topped by
sandstone blocks over which pillars must have rested. Brickbats
were used in their foundation in the same manner as brick
aggregates were used in foundation of walls. The brickbats
course of the foundation rested under the ground. The question
of falling apart of the brickbat foundation could not have arisen.
The calcrete blocks topped by the sandstone blocks is capable of
supporting pillar bearings, the load of the roof. Even if there is
some minor variation in the measurement of the pillar bases that
would not invite the approach of total rejection of something
which 1s otherwise apparent from the existence of the above
pillar bases. There may be a reason for having variation in the
measurement of the pillar bases that the actual centre of the
pillar bases could not have been pointed out since the top
sandstone blocks are missing from most of them. Figure 3A in
any case has been confirmed to be correct by most of the
Experts (Archaeologist) of plaintiffs (Suit-4).

3918. In general, therefore, we do not find any substance
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in the objections relating to pillar bases and the same is hereby

rejected.

3919. The next objection is with regard to the Walls and

Floors. This has been complained by the plaintiffs (Suit-4) under

the title "Archaeological Evidence of Massive Structure" Para

4.1 to 4.14 in the objections dated 28.10.2003. It says:
"4. ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE OF "MASSIVE
STRUCTURE":-
4.1 That the theory of a so called "massive structure"
below "Babri Masjid" (P. 54), given by the A.S.L, is based
mainly upon nearly 50m long wall (wall 16) in the west
and the dumps of brick bats which it claims to be "pillar
bases", to its east. According to the A.S.I. they found 17
rows of the so called pillar bases from North to South, each
row having 5 pillar bases while actually they have referred
to 50 only, out of which only 12 were said to be completely
exposed, 35 were said to be partially exposed and 3 could
be traced in section only. The A.S.1. also asserts that the
central part of the pillared structure was important and
special treatment was given to its architectural planning.
The A.S.1. also claims that the so-called pillar bases found
in these excavations have settled the controversy regarding
association of these so-called pillar bases with different
layers and load bearing capacity while the report fails to
give any details about the actual regular layers and
accurate depth of all these so called pillar bases. The
remarks of the A.S.I about the central part of the pillared
structure also seem to be without any evidence. On what

basis the A.S.1. is saying that this part was important and
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special treatment was given to it in architectural planning,
is also not evident from the report.

4.2. That the A.S.1. failed to take into account that any
medieval temple in classical style would be expected to
have a Central portion with thick internal walls to support
a high superstructure like a Shikhara, while the Key Plan
of Structures shows, in HI, two lengths of a narrow wall or
two walls, each less than a metre long, with a gap of about
70 cm. Between them. No further information is given to

!

convince us that there is an " exposed entrance” as stated

on P. 69.

4.3. That the A.S.I. Report itself describes traces of inner
walls having a width of 0.48 m to 0.55 m, attached with the
earliest activities alongwith wall 16. These internal walls
not only appear to be narrow and not more than two or
three brick courses high, but also consisting of brickbats
only. They are plastered over the sides and upper surface
and it is difficult to infer that they were load bearing
walls:

4.4. That regarding the said wall 16, an unexplained
anomaly is that from the inner side its first phase of 10
courses is said to be plastered while on the exterior side
plaster was provided in the second phase of its raising
( four courses).

4.5. That no single example is offered by the A.S.I. of any
temple of pre-Moghal times having such a lime—Surkhi
floor, though one would think that this is an essential
requirement when a purely Muslim structure is being

appropriate as a Hindu one. Once this appropriation has
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occurred (page 41), we are then asked to imagine a
"Massive Structure Below the Distputed Structure”, the
massive structure being a temple. It is supposed to have
stood upon 50 pillars, and by fanciful drawings (Figures
23, 234 and 23B), it has been " reconstructed". [Though
one may still feel that if was hardly "massive"” when one
compares Figure 23 (showing Babri Masjid before
demolition) and Figure 23B (showing the reconstructed
temple with 50 imaginary pillars!)] Now, according to the
A.S.1's Report, this massive structure with "bases" of 46 of
its alleged 50 pillars now exposed, was built in Period VII,
the Period of the Delhi Sultans, Sharqgi rulers and Lodi
Sultans (1206-1526): This attribution of the alleged Grand
Tlemple, to the "Muslim" period is not by choice, but
because of the presence of "Muslim" style materials and
techniques all through. This, given the distorted view of
medieval Indian history, must have been a bitter pill for the
A.S.1L's, mentors to swallow, and, therefore, there has been
all the more reason for them to imagine a still earlier
structure assignable to an earlier time. Of this structure,
however, only four alleged 'pillar bases", with
"foundations" attached to Floor 4, have been found; and it
is astonishing that this should be sufficient to ascribe them
10" - 11" century and to assume that they all belong to one
structure. That structure is proclaimed as "huge”,
extending nearly 50 metres that separate the "pillar-bases"
at the extremes. Four "pillar bases" can hardly have held
such a long roof, and if any one tried it on them it is not

surprising that the result was "short-loved" (Report, p.
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269). All of this seems a regular part of the Mandir
propagandist archaeology rather than a report from a body
called the Archaeological Survey of India.

4.6. That the four alleged pillar bases dated to 11" -12"
centuries are said "to belong to this level with a brick crush
floor". This amounts to a totally unsubstantiated claim that
surkhi was used in the region in Gahadavala times (11" -
12" centuries). No examples are predictably offered. One
would have thought that Sravasti (Dist. Bahraich), from
which the A.S.1. team has produced a linga-centred Shavite
"circular shrine"” of the said period for comparison with the
so-called "circular shrine" at the Babri Masjid site, would
be able to produce a single example of either surkhi or lime
mortar from the Gahadavala-period structures at Sravasti.
But such has not at all been the case. One can see now why
it had been necessary to call this period (Period V)
"Medieval-Sultanate" (p. 40) though it is actually claimed
to be pre-Sultanate, being dated 11" - 12" century. By
clubbing together the Gahadavalas with the Sultanate, the
surkhi is sought to be explained away; but if so, the "huge"
structure too must come to a time after 1206, for Delhi
Sultanate was only established in that year. And so, to go
by A.S.1.'s reasoning, the earlier allegedly "huge" temple
too must have been built when the Sultans ruled!

4.7. That the way the A.S.1. has distorted evidence to suit
its temple theory is shown by its treatment of the mihrab
(arched recess) and taq (niche) found in the western wall,
which it turns into features of its imagined temple. The

absurdity of this is self evident and particularly so when the
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inner walls of the niche are also found plastered, and the
A.S.1 is able to produce no example of similar recess and
niche from any temple.

4.8. That the structure denoted by wall 17 and a brick
Crush floor in Period VI has not been allotted any number
by the A.S.I. and the A.S.1.'s claims about the attribution of
the walls and floors of " Periods VI and VII" to two
successive temple structures can not be accepted. The
A.S.L's report in this respect also is full of contradictions
and other infirmities.

4.9. That the reason why would the western wall to be so
massive (1.77 m) and the other walls so thin ( 0.48-0.55) is
quite obvious. It should be noted that Wall 17 also was 1.86
m wide. Such wide western walls are a features of mosque
construction and not of temples. Temple walls, in fact, are
of uniform thickness. If, as the A.S.I. points out, the Babri
Masjid used this Wall 16 as a foundation for its western
wall, then this Wall 16 can only have been the foundation
of the Babri Masjid itself. Moreover, no Hindu temple has a
long continuously straight western wall-this is only a
feature of the mosque in India. In the case of a temple, a
plinth or raised platform would be required and the walls
would be broken by offsets, providing a cruciform plan to
the temple form. Moreover, the temple would have
mandapas  in front of the grabagriha (the sanctum
santorum) and any at the side of the latter would be very
small and insignificant in nature. According to Krishna
Deva, "the main compartment of the temple are axially

articulated.” ( See Temples of India by Krishna Dewa,
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1995, Vol. 1) In this case, as being suggested by the A.S.1.,
the central area now under the makeshift structure was the
garbagriha and hence if so, the rest of the temple structure
should have mainly projected towards the east, and not to
such an extent to the north and south ( as in Fig. 234 or
23B). The kind of structure as indicated in Fig. 23B
indicates the pre-eminence of the western wall which can
only be the case in a mosque.

4.10.That the foundation of the Babri Masjid has some
decorated stone blocks along with plain sandstone and
calcrete blocks and bricks. This is natural in the
construction of a foundation where any available motley
material would be used, as the foundation would not be
visible. It has been pointed out by the A.S.I. (pp. 68, 269-
70) that material, from the structure associated with Wall
17, was reused to make Wall 16. However, if this had been
the case, decorated blocks would have been used for the
upper portions of walls rather than in the foundation. To
corroborate their statement of the reuse of decorated
blocks, the A.S.I.  gives the examples of the
Dharmachakrajina  Vihara of Kumaradevi of the 12"
century A.D. at Sarnath. However, as can be seen in Plates
27-28, decorated blocks were used not for the foundations
but in the enclosure wall of a vihara. Moreover, this
structure was a vihara and cannot in any way be compared
with a Hindu temple.

4.11. That it can also be pointed out here that Krishna Deva
mentions ( on P. 11) that a temple customarily has a

vedibandha consisting of moulded courses. Even if the
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southern part of Wall 16 has not been excavated on its
outer face to indicate the presence or absence of
mouldings, we have the evidence of the outer face of Wall
16 in Trench ZE 1, to the north, where no mouldings are to
be seen. This kind of a plain wall with nothing but niches
on its inner face can only be a mosque/ Eidgah wall.

4.12. That On p. 68 are described two niches in the inner
side of Wall 16 at an interval of 4.60 m [ trenches E6 and
E7. These were 0.20 m deep and 1 m wide. A similar niche
was found in Trench ZE2 in the northern area and these
have been attributed to the first phase of construction of the
so called 'massive structure' associated with Wall 16. Such
niches along the inner face of a western wall, are again
characteristic of mosque/ Eidgah construction. Moreover,
the inner walls of the niche are also plalstelred (as in Plate
49) which indicates that the plaster was meant to be
visible. A temple niche (and if found, would be on the outer
wall) would not be plastered if it were to hold a sculpture
or a relief. In the first phase of construction, the supposed
massive structure was confined to the thin wall found in
Trenches ZEI-ZE1 in the north and E6-H5/H6 in the south
(p. 41). How then does one explain the location of niches
outside the floor area of the said massive structure ? This is
typical of a mosque, which has a long, wide north-south
wall, with niches at intervals on its inner face and there
may be a small covered area in the center. Which would
have narrow demarcating walls.

4.13. That according to the A.S.I. (p. 42), the massive

structure in sub-period B collapsed and its debris of brick
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and stone was levelled to attain height. " In this deposit,
foundations to support pillars or columns were sunk which
were overlaid with a 4-5 cm thick floor, which had a grid of
square sandstone bases for pillars projecting out, only a
few still survive."

If, as implied, the structure of sub-period B had collapsed
and another floor constructed with another set of pillar
bases, then these are not phases of construction of a
structure but three separate structures. What is perhaps a
more plausible explanation is that in the beginning of the
13" century, some Muslim structure was built with a well-
polished lime surkhi floor. There was a low enclosure wall
(0.40-0.50 m wide) demarcating the area from E6 to ZE!
And extending east to the H series of trenches. Within this
enclosure was probably a small central covered area of
which the northern wall with a niche can be seen the
Trench F2. This wall was narrower (0.35-40 m ) thick.
Probably this was wall structure only as can be seen by the
narrow walls with no deep foundation. When this
collapsed, the entire area was filled in with brickbats, stone
slabs, calcrete blocks, brick nodules and mud to raise the
level in order to construct the next lime-surkhi floor. This
floor probably now functioned as an Eidgah or so as no
structural activity has been observed in association. When
this floor was degraded, another floor was raised, both
floors being of poor quality.

4.14. That wall recesses or niches are observed in the
mosque/ Eidgah structure in a highter stratum also (P. 53)

but the report fails to discuss about the same.
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3920. PW-29 (Jaya Menon) however in para 11 and 12 of

affidavit on this aspect has said:
A.  That the Period VI structure according to the ASI
consisted of a 50 metre long wall and a brick crush floor,
and had 4 (so called) pillar bases associated with it.
However, nowhere are any specific (so called) pillar bases
associated with the brick crush layer.
B.  That the brick crush layer was not a floor but a
levelling mechanism to level the area for the building of
subsequent structures. This is because the brick crush layer
can be seen to be of varying thickness in different trenches.
C. That Structure 4 to the ASI essentially seems to
consist of a massive western wall and (so called) pillar
bases and has been considered to have been a (so called)
temple. The important point is why should the western wall
have been so massive (1.77 metre) and the other walls so
thin (0.48-0.55 metre)? Such wide western walls are a
feature of mosque construction and not of temple
construction. Temple walls, in fact, are of uniform
thickness.
D.  That the western wall of the Babri Masjid had a
slight tilt towards the east which is a feature of the western
wall of the mosques in India because of the direction of
Mecca. If, as the ASI points out, the Babri Masjid used Wall
16 as a foundation for its western wall, then this Wall 16
could only have been the foundation of the Babri Masjid
itself as it shows the same tilt. It should be noted that Wall
17, supposedly associated with the Period VI structure,
also had this tilt and was 1.86 metre wide. Also, if Wall 16
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and 17 were temple walls, why should they have had the
same tilt towards the east?

E.  That no Hindu temple has a log continuously straight
western wall-this is only a feature of the mosque in India.
In the case of temple, a plinth or raised platform would be
required and the walls would be broken by offsets,
providing a cruciform plan to the temple form. Moreover,
the temple would have a linear alignment with mandapas
in front of the garbagriha (the sanctum sanctorum) and any
at the side of the latte would be very small and insignificant
in nature. In this case, as being pointed out by the ASI, the
central area now under the makeshift structure was the
alleged garbgriha and hence if so, the rest of the temple
structure should have mainly projected towards the east,
and not to such an extent to the north south. The king of
structure as indicated in Fig. 23B of the Final Report
indicates the pre-eminence of the western wall which can
only be the case in a Eidgah mosque.

E That the foundation of the Babri Masjid has
decorated stone blocks along with plain sandstone and
calcrete blocks and bricks. This is natural in the
construction of a foundation where any available motley
material would be used, as the foundation would not be
visible. It has been pointed out by the ASI (pages 68, 269-
270) that material, from the structure associated with Wall
17, was reused to make Wall 16. However, if this had been
the case, decorated blocks would have been used for the
upper portions of alleged temple walls rather than in the

foundation.
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G.  That temple walls customarily have mouldings on the
outer face. The outer face of Wall 16 in Trench ZEI, to the
north, is available to view where no mouldings are to be
seen this kind of a plain wall with nothing but niches on its
inner face can only be an Eidgah or mosque wall. On page
68 of the Final Report are described two niches in the inner
side of Wall 16 at an interval of 4.60 metre in trenches E6
and E7. These were (0.20 metre deep and 1 metre wide. A
similar niche was found in Trench ZE?2 in the northern area
and these have been attributed to the first phase of
construction of 'massive structure' associated with Wall 16.
(Such niches, along the inner face of a western wall, are
again characteristic of Eidgah or mosque construction.)
Moreover, the inner walls of the niche are also plastered
(as in Plate 49) which indicates that plaster was meant to
be visible.

H.  That two Mughal coins were found in Trench K5 in
layer 3 "below (sic) the brick pavement" and from layer 3
in Trench L7. According to the ASI, the brick pavement
extended east from Trenches J4, J5 and J6 upto the
junction of the K and L series of trenches. The pavement
has been accorded great ritual significance by the ASI and
has been dated to Period VII, i.e. Medieval/Medieval-
Sultanate (end of 12" century to beginning of 16" century
AD/ before AD 1526). (Final Report pages 41-42).
However, if the brick pavement is pre-Mughal, it is
impossible for later period (Mughal) coins to be found in a
stratified context under it. Thus, clearly, the brick pavement

cannot be of pre-Mughal date.
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L That the ASI's sections in Figures 5 and 19 of the

Final Report make no mention of "the massive structure”

(their so called temple) and only to "the disputed structure”

(the Babri Masjid), which means the hypothesis of a temple

was added at a later stage of the writing of the Report."”
3921. Sri D.Mandal PW-24 has mainly confined his
objection with regard to stratification. Sri Suraj Bhan -PW16
has made a general statement against the conclusion of ASI that
underneath the disputed building there was a temple structure.
PW 30 R.C.Thakran and 31 have not said anything about
various walls excavated by ASI.
3922. The excavation of 28 walls by ASI virtually has
been admitted by the experts of plaintiffs (Suit-4) 1.e. PW-16 at
pages 153, 199, PW 29 at Pages 146, 147, 158, 159, 163, 164
and 181. PW-32 Dr. Supriya Varma very categorically on page
137 has said:

"from walls 16 to 28 except wall 18D are the walls

underneath the disputed structure."
3923. PW-30 Dr. R.C.Thakran specifically at page 190
page 46/190 said:

i gg HEAGT g b GEI—s] SodlosiNo dald b FIRI

UAIIHCAIT @l a¥% $9IRT & d8] — 98] BY I WeWcI~ Il ¥y
grer g5 81 (457 190)

“I hold that wherever anomalies have been alluded
to through the G.P.R. technique, some solid substances or
objects have been discovered.” (E.T.C.)

3924. The ASI has discussed the walls and Floors as
under:

"Excavations in trenches D6, E6, F6, D7, E7 and F7
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brought to light the remains of foundation wall and floors
of the southern square chamber (Pl 21, Fig. 4) of the
disputes structure (structure 3) which internally measured
6.14 m in north-south and 6.10 m in east-west direction
with its western wall (wall 5) measuring 3.0 m wide having
five courses of calcrete blocks with occasional use of sand
stone blocks as veneers filled in the core with brick-bats.
There is a recess of 0.75 m depth and 2.10 m in length in
the wall 5 in the inner side. Two decorated sand store
blocks from an earlier structure, one having the damaged
figure of a possible foliated makara-pra ala were found
reused in the foundation of wall 5 on its outer face (Pls. 22-
23). The wall 5 of the structure 3 was found resting directly
(Pl. 24, Fig. 5) over an earlier plastered brick wall (wall
16) having a foundation of five to six courses of calcrete
and sand stone blocks. Some of them reused from yet
another earlier structure as they are decorated ones with
foliage (Pls. 25-26) and other decorations. Similar nature
of wide brick walls with plain and decorated stone
members of earlier structures reused in their foundations
(Pls. 27-28) have been noticed at the Dharmachakrajina
Vihara of Kumaradevi, queen of Gahadwal ruler
Govindachandra of the twelfth century A.D. at Sarnath
exposed after excavation conducted in 1907 and 1908. The
wall 16 has externally as well as internally plastered
surface (Pl. 29) below the level of the twin floors of
structure 3.

The southern foundation wall (wall 6) of structure 3

directly rests over two pillar bases of earlier period (PB 34
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and PB 35) below its middle and south-eastern corner (PL.
30). It has three courses of calcrete blocks and a width of
1.55 m with 0.15 m off-set and the length in east-west
direction of 10.70 m out of which 4.0 m in south-west is
disturbed and damaged. It takes a turn from south-eastern
corner towards north forming wall 7 of the front side
(eastern side) of the southern chamber of the structure 3.
The wall 7 of structure 3 in front of its southern chamber
rests over three pillar bases of the earlier period (PB 29,
PB 32 and PB 35) which were attached through floor 2 of it
to the wall 16 (Fig. 6). The width of wall 7 is 1.54 m and
there was an entrance to the southern chamber in the
middle of the wall having a gap of 2.65 m. There was a
northern wall or wall 8 of the southern chamber of
structure 3 measuring no less than 8.53 m in length and
whose width could not be determined due to debris on the
raised platform. Through wall 8 there was an entrance to
the central chamber of the structure 3.

Due to close proximity of the Ram Lala on the raised
platform, the central chamber could not be exposed fully,
but only a small cutting of 3 x 2 m in between trenches F4
and F5 was made to collect more evidence and to verify the
anomalies mentioned in the GPR Survey report and the
floor of the central chamber was found besides earlier
floors. In an area of 2.50 x 2.50 m in F3 also the same
floors were encountered with parts of the inner faces of the
southern wall (wall 10) and eastern wall (wall 11) of the
northern chamber of the structure 3 (Pl. 31). Ten extant

courses of calcrete blocks of wall 10 and eight courses of
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wall 11 were noticed with three such courses in the
foundation.

Parts of the western, eastern and northern walls
(walls 5, 11 and 12 consecutively) of the northern chamber
of structure 3 were found in trenches E2, F2 and G2. Wall 5
at the north western corner seems to be 2.40 m in width
made of reused bricks and brick-bats having two courses of
calcrete and sand stone blocks in its foundation. This part
is raised over the earlier brick wall (wall 16). Three
courses of calcrete blocks were found in the foundation of
the eastern wall (wall 11) of the northern chamber with its
extended lime floor over it in the courtyard and floors 1
and 1A in the inner side with decorative coloured cemented
surface painted with black and buff coloured arched
rectangles pointing towards west, a feature of the mosque
(Pl. 32). The width of wall 11 is 1.60 m and its two courses
of calcrete blocks plastered from inside were found in
trench F2. While laying the foundation of the wall, the
pillar base 23 was cut as noticed in the baulk between F2
and G2.

The northern wall (wall 12) of the structure 3 has
four courses of calcrete blocks in its foundation with one
course of bricks above the last courses of foundation
blocks. The wall over the foundation was plastered with 4
cm thick lime plaster. Width of the wall is 1.70 m and there
is a recess in the middle of the wall, 0.70 m deep and 2.50
m in length. The total length of wall 12 is 8.38 m (Fig. 7)
which in trench F2 rests just over the pillars base 22.

As mentioned earlier, remains of an outer wall was



4217

found in the section facing north in between trenches E10
and Ell. Exact nature of the wall could not be studied, but
it seems to be the wall enclosing the outer pathway which
led to the back of the structure 3. In the western side the
damaged wall (wall 14) was traced partly in trenches D6,
D7 and D8 attached with a lime floor pathway. On the
northern side similar wall (wall 15) running in east-west
direction as noticed in the section facing south in the baulk
between ZF1 and ZF2. The Cl4 date from the
contemporary deposit of the foundation of the disputed
structure is 450110 BP (1500 + 110 A.D.) which is quite
consistant as determined from the charcoal sample from
trench G6.

The Massive Structure Below the Disputed Structure

As stated earlier the disputed structure or structure 3
was found directly resting over an earlier construction,
structure 4 (Pls. 33-34) which has survived through its
nearly 50 m long wall (wall 16) in the west and 50 exposed
pillar bases to its east attached with floor 2 or the floor of
the last phase of structure 4 (PI. 35).

A square sandstone block placed at the top and the
orthostats provided on its four sides, contemporary with the
floor 2 was the prima facie nature of the pillar base which
primarily served as base for the pillar erected over it. Their
foundations were circular or square or irregular in shapes
made of brick-bat courses laid in mud mortar, most of them
resting over floor 4, top of which was provided with sand-
stone or calcrete blocks in lime mortar, these blocks were

also encased with brick-bats and somewhere sandstone
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chips were used to get the desired height and level." (Page
51-54)

"The wall 16 having its existing length around 50 m,
with its unexposed middle part, is 1.77 m wide. Its ten
lower brick courses are original and belongs to the first
phase of its construction, but the upper six courses as seen
in trenches E6, E7 and E8 are added at a later date- four
courses during the second phase of construction and top
two courses when its southern length outside the disputed
structure was utilized in later constructions by reducing the
width of the wall for the new structure along with the
structure 3. It is also noticed that the first phase of wall 16
has been plastered in the inner side with lime plaster while
on the outer side the plaster was provided in the second
phase of its raising. There are a few square cavities at
intervals on both the faces of the wall in the second phase
which might have been used for providing reinforcement to
the wall. At an interval of 4.60 m in the inner side of the
wall 16 in its first phase of construction two recessed
niches were found 0.20 m deep and 1.0 m wide along the
face of the wall and 0.78 m wide at its deeper side with
0.02 m thick lime plaster in trenches E6 and E7. The niche
in E6 was exposed while the niche in E7 was found
attached with the E7-ES8 baulk. A similar niche was found
in ZE2 in the northern area with same dimensions (Pl. 49).
All of these three niches were closed during the second
phase of construction when the floor level was raised and
wall was raised above the ten original courses. A band of

decorative bricks was perhaps provided in the first phase of
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construction or in the preceding wall (wall 17) of which
scattered decorated bricks with floral pattern were found
reused in the wall 16. Walls 16 and 17 were found running
on almost the same alignment in north-south orientation in
trenches ZE1 and ZF1 (Fig. 14). Measurements of bricks of
bricks of wall 16 comprise 22x14x5, 24x16x5.5, 26x17x5.5,
29x19x6 and 28x14x5 cm. Due to restrictions in an area of
about 15x15 m comprising trenches D3 to F3, D4 to F4
and D5 to F5 forming the central part of raised platform,
the precise arrangement of the central part of the
construction below the level of the disputed structure and
also the elevation of the super structure of the former
construction cannot be ascertained. A layout plan of
trenches showing index of various sections can be seen at a
glance in Fig. 15.

The wall 17 which is a brick wall was found to be
1.86 m wide having the maximum of four courses in the
northern area (Pl. 50) and six courses in southern area. It
was found to be of the same length as that of wall 16,
through having a slight deviation in its orientation in the
cardinal direction. Thus, it runs in the lower level than that
of wall 16, almost parallel to it in the northern area and
comes out below the wall 16 in the southern area as
noticed in trench D7 where in the northern part it is
projected 0.74 m below wall 16 and in the southern part it
is projected 1.07 m below wall 16 having provided
decorated stone blocks on its top and also refixed in its
veneer (Pl. 51), probably at the time of the construction of
wall 16 to serve as its foundation. A thick floor of brick
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crush (Pl. 52) spread over a large area in northern and
southern areas with varying thickness was found associated
with wall 17. The floor was cut for foundation trench of
wall 16 with which were associated three lime floors
raising the ground levels in three different phases described
earlier in chapter IIl. Amongst the three lime floors
associated with this wall 16, the lowest was found in a
limited area within the inner walls 184, 18B and 18C. The
upper two floors (Pls. 53-54, Fig 16) were found spread in
the area along wall 16 and show signs of repair patch
works (Pl. 41). Thus the evidence of three phases of the
structure 4 suggests its long span of existence. The
available C14 dates from the deposit between floors 2 and
3 in the trench ZHI is 1040+70B.P (910+70 A.D.) having
the calibrated age range of A.D. 900-1030. The early date
may be because of the filling for leveling the ground after
digging the earth from the previous deposit in the vicinity.
A pavement no less than 29.25 x 6 m of large square bricks
in the eastern area as described in chapter Il is associated
with the period.

Attached with the earliest activities along with wall
16 are traces of inner walls having a width of 0.48 m to
0.55 m having one exposed entrance to the east found in
trench H1. The inner walls are attached with the wall 16 in
the northern as well as southern areas. In northern area
the inner wall (PL. 55) or wall 184 runs to a length of about
15.0 m in east-west direction and takes a turn to south in
trench ZHI (Fig.8). It was traced upto a length of 6.0 m
(wall 18B) after which due to the existence of the
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barricaded gangway it was not possible to dig further. The
two parallel running walls 18C and 18D were traced in
trenches E6-F6, G6 and in E7 respectively. Traces of a
retaining brick wall (wall 19) with eroded outer face were
noticed in trenches ZE2, ZD2, Cl and C2.

Just below the levels attached with wall 16 and
possibly associated with wall 17 are remains of brick
structures located in parts of trenches ZHI (P1. 56), G2,
F3, G5, J5 (Pl. 57) and F8 in the forms of walls, platforms
and brick foundations (structures 6 to 11 respectively). A
structure of calcrete blocks with calcrete block flooring was
found in trench G5 (structure 9). The exact nature and plan
of these structures could not be studied due to existence of
structures and floors of later phase resting above their
levels. Some skeletons lid in north-south orientation with
their faces turned towards west, which are apparently in
Muslim graves excavated through the top floor and sealed
by layer 1 were found in northern (Pl. 58) and southern
areas." (Page 67 - 70)

"The wall 194 rests over a still earlier wall (wall 20)
which is 0.62 m wide having damaged with which seems to
be attached a brick floor to its north. The end of another
wall (wall 21) attached with the section facing south in
trench F§ was found whose length was traced upto 1.39 m
where it goes in the section facing west. The minimum
distance of this wall from the structure 5 at the corners of
the walls is 0.51 m. Still another wall (wall 22) of six
courses of bricks running to a length of 5.43 m in east-west

direction and its western part going below the foundation
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of wall 16 (Pl. 62 was exposed along the section facing
north with a passage, 0.55 m wide, between it and wall 194
(Pl. 63) seems to be an earlier wall than the structure 5.
Parts of two more brick walls (walls 23 and 24) attached
with sections facing east and west respectively in trench G7
belong to the same level. Although their width could not be
confirmed as they were attached with the sections, the wall
23 was found to be a brick wall of six courses having
broken length of 1.60 m. The wall 24 was noticed having
only two extant courses, the corner of which was found
attached with section facing west which is 0.75 m projected
from the section.

Layer 5A has contemporary deposit of structure 5
below which lie walls 194 and 20 respectively datable to
post-Gupta and Gupta periods. The layer below their
working level is layer 7 from which the charcoal sample
from trench ES8 has been dated to 1810+ 80 B.P.(or 140 £80
B.C.) on Cl4 determination of which the calibrated age
range is A.D. 90-340.

Twwo more walls noticed in J6 belong to the Gupta
periods. The wall 25 (Figs. 19-20) runs in east-west
direction having only four extant courses of brick-bats, the
dimensions of which could not be seen as it was attached
with the section. Same is the case of another earlier wall,
wall 26 which also runs in east-west direction and which is
made of 17 courses of broken bricks. 52 cm below the
course of wall 26 was noticed wall 27 (PL. 64) which seems
to be a wall of the Kushan period having 22 courses of
bricks of the size 38 to 41 to 43x25 to 27x5 to 7 cm running
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in north-south direction. The length of the wall in the
trench is 3.90 m though it runs further on either sides.
Attached with this wall was a floor like level having huge
calcrete blocks (Fig. 21) which at one place had three such
blocks resting one over the other. This construction also
seems to be a large one and not an ordinary house
complex. Working levels of Kushan period were noticed in
the trench J3 (Pls. 65-66).
Structural activity of Sunga period is represented by
a calcrete stone wall (wall 28) in the trench J3. It was not
found in the two excavated trenches in the respective levels
(Fig. 22) during NBPW period but can be inferred from the
presence of brick-bats from both the Sunga and NBPW
periods and reed impressions (PL.68) from NBPW levels on
burnt clay, the latter suggesting constructions of hut like
structure of wattle and daub. Pictorial views of upper
levels of excavated trenches showing conjectural
representation of the disputed structure and deposit below
it. Figs. 23-24 give a fair idea of the succession of
structural activity at the site." (Page 71-72)
3925. Let us examine the manner of recovery of the walls
and the inference which may be drawn.
3926. During excavations, in all 28 walls were traced as
shown in Fig. 3A out of which wall no. 1 to 15 are either
cotemporary to the disputed structure or belong to disputed
structure. Walls no. 16 to 28 are earlier to the disputed structure
and were found underneath the disputed structure. The details of
the walls found in excavation and their relative position, with

reference to the report, are as under:-



WallNo 1 & 2
Wall No 3 & 4
Wall No 5

Wall No 6

Wall No 7

Wall No 8

Wall No 9

Wall No 10
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of Modern time (p.48 of the report)

of 1856 (p.49 of the report)

(3 m. wide & 6.10 m. in east-west
direction is the foundation wall of the
southern chamber of mosque towards
west side and its north-south direction as
foundation of southern chamber is seen
in p.21) (p.51 & 52 of the report). Two
decorated sand stone block from an
earlier structure one having the damaged
figure of the possible foliated maker-
pranala were found resued in the
foundation of Wall 5 on its outer face
(pls. 22-23, page 52 of the report)

= It is a north-south direction wall
which was a foundation wall of southern
chamber or str. 3 (p.52 of the report)

It is the extension of wall 6 in the eastern
side, therefore i1t is also a foundation
wall of the southern chamber of the
mosque towards east (p.52 of the report)
It is the northern wall of the southern
chamber of the mosque.

(8 m, in east-west direction) is the
southern enclosure wall of the disputed
structure (after 1526 A.D.) (p. 49 of the
report)

Southern wall of the northern chamber

of the mosque (p.53 of the report)



Wall No 11

Wall No 12

Wall No 13

Wall No 14

Wall No 15

Wall No 16

Wall No 16

4225

Eastern wall of the northern chamber of
the mosque (p. 53 of the report)
Northern wall of the northern chamber
of the mosque (p.53 of the report)

(is also like wall no. 9) 1.e. wall of 1526
or after 1526 (p.49 of the report)
South-north direction wall, present west
of southern chamber (fir. 3-A) p.54 of
the report.

As wall no. 14 are present in west, like
that wall no. 15 is present on northern
chamber running east-west direction
contemporary to mosque (1500+110
A.D.) (p.54 of the report)

Wall no. 5 is the wall of the mosque
which is directly resting over S0m. long
wall no. 16 running in north-south
direction (p. 52 of the report)and further
projects towards north and south beyond
the excavated area.

(1) Wall no. 16 is attached with floor no.
2 (page 52 of the report) belong to
period VII-A i.e. end of the 12" century
A.D. (page 52 & 54 of the report) and 50
pillar bases to the east of wall no. 16 is
attached with floor 2 (page 54 of the
report)

Wall no. 16, Floor No. 2 and 50 pillar bases were

contemporary and belong to period VII-A i.e. end of the 12"
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Century A.D.

Wall No. 16 has 16 course of brick constructions relating
to three phases (page 67 of the report)

(1) Its 10 lower brick courses are original and belong to its

first phase of construction (page no. 67 & plate 52 of the

report)

(2) But the upper 6 courses are of second phase of

construction, out of which 4 courses are of 2™ phase and

top 2 courses are of letter construction (page 67 of the

report)

(3) The lower phase 1.e. 6 courses of wall no. 16 has been

plastered in the inner side only i.e. towards east by lime

while upper 4 courses of wall no. 16 has been plastered by

both inner & outer side 1.e. both in the east & in the west

(page 67 of the report)

(4) At interval of 4.60 meter in the inner side of wall no.

16 two inches were found in the lower phase of its

construction towards east (page 68 of the report)

Wall No 17 = Wall no. 17 is of the same length as that
of wall no. 16 (50 m) in north-south
direction below wall no. 16 though
having a slight deviation 1n its
orientation in north-east direction (p. 68
of the report). When wall 17 was not in
use, it served as a foundation of wall 16
(page 64 of the report)

(1) It 1s a 1.86 meter wide wall (plate 50)
(2) It function as a foundation wall for wall no. 16

having decorated stone blocks on its top and also re-
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fixed in its veneer (surface covering) (page 51 &

page 68 of the report)

(3) Since wall no. 17 in the foundation of wall no.
16 (period VII-A) therefore it belong to period VI
(1100-1200 A.D.)

Wall No 18-A

Wall No 18-B

Wall No 18-C

Wall No 18-D

Wall No 19-A

Wall No 19-B

Wall No 19-B

Wall No 20

In northern position, this wall is in
north-south direction, attached with the
same floor of wall no. 16 (p. 69 of the
report)

In northern portion this wall is 15 m.
long in east-west direction and
perpendicular to wall No. 16 like wall
No. 18-A (pl.55) (p. 69 of the report)

In southern portion this wall is in east-
west direction and attached with
westerly wall No. 16 like wall No. 18A
& B this wall also runs perpendicular to
wall No. 16.

This wall is parallel to wall No. 18-C is
southern portion (p. 69 of the report)

In east west direction outside circular

shrine.

In south-north direction outside circular

shrine.

1s sealed by layer 5A, which is
contemporary layer of structure 5 or

circular shrine (p. 70 of the report)

Wall No. 19-A rests over wall no. 20 in

east-west direction (Gupta period p. 72



Wall No 21

Wall No 22

Wall No 23

Wall No 24

Wall No 25

Wall No 26

Wall No 27

Wall No 28
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of the report) therefore, wall no. 20 is
earlier than wall no. 19-A (p.71) A brick
floor in north is attached with wall No.
20

1.39 meters east-west direction wall
towards north side of the circular shrine.
5.43 meters long wall running east west
direction south to circular shrine, and
entered below the foundation of wall no.
16 in west (p. 71 of the report) This
shows that wall no. 22 is earlier than
wall no. 16.

Running south —north having broken
length of 1.60 m (p. 72 of the report)
Present in sections, therefore, direction
is not traceable (p. 72 of the report)

Run east-west direction of Gupta Period
(p.72 of the report) in east of disputed
structure (J-6)

It is an earlier wall to wall no. 25, in
east-west direction in east of the
disputed structure (J-6)

52 cm below the course of wall No. 26,
a wall No. 27 is present running north-
south direction of Kushan Period. (page
72 of the report) Huge calcrete block is
attached. with wall no. 27 of Kushan
Period (p. 72 of the report)

Calcrete stone wall in J-3 of Sunga
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Period (east of disputed structure).
3927. As the main wall of the disputed structure i.e. wall
No. 5 was filled with brick bats, it implies that it was
constructed with reused material. These brick bats prima facie
establish that they must be of the previous structure. Structurally
the date of the designing of pillar bases has also been confirmed
with example of Sarnath in which decorated octagonal stone
blocks were found in Trench F-7 belonging to 12" century A.D.
(page 56 & pl. 39 & 40 of the report). Plate 45 shows disputed
structure resting over pillar base No. 29. Wall No. 6 (foundation
wall of southern chamber of mosque) was directly resting over
two pillar bases no. 34 & 35 (PI. 30). Wall No. 7 (foundation of
southern chambers of mosque towards east) is resting over 3
pillar bases (No. 29, 32 & 35) (P. 52) read with Fig. 6. Wall No.
12 (Northern wall of Northern Chamber of the Mosque) rests
just over the pillar base No. 22 (P. 53).
3928. The statements of Experts (Archaeologist) of
plaintiffs (Suit-4) in respect to walls and floors have already
been referred in brief saying that there is no substantial
objection except that the opinion ought to be this or that, but that
1s also with the caution that it can be dealt with in this way or
that both and not in a certain way. In other words on this aspect
witnesses are shaky and uncertain. We, therefore find no
substantial reason to doubt the report of ASI in this respect.
3929. The next serious objection is about "Circular Shrine"
which has been detailed in para 6 (6.1 to 6.10) as under:

6. THE ALLEGED "CIRCULAR SHRINE"':-
6.1. That the sub-heading given to the discovery of a

structure of burnt bricks as "The Circular Shrine" at page

70 is indicative of the mindset with which the A.S.1. team
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did the excavation work. The A.S.I. team should have just
said "The circular structure"” because there is no evidence
to make this structure a shrine. Just by comparing it with
certain temple structures and not with circular walls and
buildings of Muslim construction one can not come to the
conclusion that the circular structure was a Hindu shrine.
No object of Hindu worship was found on this layer. The
story of "pranala" is also a sheer figment of imagination
and a conjecture without any evidentiary basis. The
comparison at page 71 is irrelevant and also unrealistic.
The layer on which this circular structure was discovered
did not throw up any material to justify the naming of this
circular structure as a shrine. The surviving wall, even in
A.S.L's own drawing, makes only a quarter of circle and
such shapes are fairly popular in walls of Muslim
construction. And then there are Muslim built domed
circular building also.

6.2. That the scale of the Plan (as given in Figure 17 of
the Report), would have an internal diameter of just 160
cms. or barely 5 % feet. Such a small "shrine" can hardly
be worth writing home about. But it is, in fact, much
smaller. The plan in Fig. 17 shows not a circle (as one
would have if the wall shown in Plates 59 and 60 are
continued) but an ellipse, which it has to be in order to
enclose the entire masonry floor. No "elliptic (Hindu)
shrine" is, however produced by A.S.1. for comparison: the
few that are show are all circular. As Plate 59 makes clear
the drawing in Fig. 17 ignores a course of bricks which juts

out to suggest a true circle, much shorter than the elliptic
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one: this would reduce the internal diameter to even less
than 130 cms. or just 4.3 feet ! Finally, as admitted by the
A.S.L itself, nothing has been found in the structure in the
way of image or sacred piece that can justify it being called
a "shrine".
6.3. That "the southern part of the said structure was
found resting over a 0.75 m wide brick wall (Wall 194) of 9
courses belonging to earlier period which runs in east-west
direction and joins the end of the north-south oriented
brick wall (Wall 19B) having 7 extant courses of bricks and
a width of 0.55 m, making the south-western corner of the
earlier structure.”

"The Wall 194 rests over a still earlier wall (Wall 20)
which is 0.62 m wide".
Another wall (Wall 21) is about 0.51 m away from
Structure 5 and northeast of it.

Wall 194 and Wall 20 are considered to belong to the
Post Gupta (Period V) and Gupta (Period 1V) periods
respectively. It appears from their description and from
Plate 59 that the 'circular shrine' was built over existing
walls without removing the walls. These earlier walls were
of the preceding period as well as the same period. These
earlier walls could not have been used as the foundation
for the structure as they are of completely different
dimensions and shape.
6.4. That the size of Structure of 5 has an outer diameter
of 1.6 m and measures 0.6 m in the inner area. The
entrance is 0.5 m wide and length of the 'passage’, from the

entrance to the inner area, is 0.4 m. Comparisons are being
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made with circular brick temples at Sravasti, Kurari,
Masaon, Tinduli and Chandrehe (p. 71, Fig. 18). The outer
diameter of these structures range from 6.1 m (Masaon),
5.8 (Chandrehe and Chirenath), 5.5 m (Tinduli), 4.9 m
(Kurari 1) and 3.6 m (Kurari 1I) (See Fig.18). The inner
area of Kurari II, the nearest in size to the Ayodhya
structure is 1.4 m, Kurari I is about 1.8 m and Chirenath is
2 m. The entrance measurements are 0.9 m for Kurari Il
and 0.7 m for Kurari 1. The length of passage is 0.6 m for
Kurari Il and 1.5 m for Kurari 1.

6.5. That all the circular shrines have a mandapa except
for the Kurari temples. Kurari I is also on a plinth with
steps on the east. The closest in size to Structure 5, Kurari
11, is more than double the former structure. The inner area
of Structure 5 is too small to even allow anyone to enter it.
Where is the possibility, then, of performing any kind of
abhisekha?

Out of all the temples illustrated in Fig. 18, four have
the entrance from the west, one from the north and one
from the east. Thus, it seems that the comparison between
Structure 5 and these shrines is being stretched too far.
Structure 5 has been dated to the 10" century AD.
However, as will be evident from the Report, the layers
associated with this structure have mixed material,
preventing any chronological determination of the
structure.

6.6. That if, as pointed out by the A.S.I, subsequent
structural activity (in Period VI) damaged the circular

shrine, it is surprising that a later so called temple would
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destroy an earlier Hindu religious structure. Moreover, a
later temple could easily have incorporated an earlier
temple into its plan and maintained the sanctity of the
earlier structure. Instead, what is being suggested is that
the central part of the later temple is much further away to
the north, about 20 m away. Thus, it seems highly unlikely
that this structure was a Hindu religious shrine.

6.7. That Structure 5 could well have been a stupa,
belonging to perhaps the 6™ or 7" century AD. Figure 24
giving a bird's eye view of the structure, shows a slight
difference in diameter between the first few lower courses
of bricks and the courses above them. This difference
recalls the two parts of the stupa, the medhi (or the drum)
and the anda (or the higher rounded portion of the stupa).
The 'opening' towards the east could well have been a
niche for a Buddha figure. One of the reasons for
consisting this structure as a stupa is that it is too small to
enter, which one would not have to do in the case of a
Buddist stupa. These religious structures symbolizing the
Buddha are meant to be walked around and not entered.
6.8. That According to the Table placed after Page 37
(A.S.1. Report) this period V is represented by layers 6 and
5. Layer 6 is a flood deposit and layer 5 belongs to Gupta
period. So the formulation of Period V assigned to Post
Gupta — Rajput times is arbitrary. Thus whatever structures
are said to have belonged to Period V, in fact, they belong
to Period 1V (Gupta Period).

6.9. That the Text says that layer 5 A is a contemporary
layer of the shrine (structure 5) "below which lie walls 194
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and 20.......... The layer below their working level is layer
7o "(page 72 of A.S.I. Report). There is existence of
only one layer between layers 5A and 7, the layer 6 (A.S.1.
Section, F8, Fig 16). Layer 7 has been dated to 140-80 BC
on 14c determination. The calibrated date reads AD 90 —
340 (Page 72 A.S.I. Report). The range of calibrated date
is extremely wide. However, on its maximum range it reads
about 4" C. A.D. While layer 7 is dated to 4" century A.D.
and layer 5A4 is being said to be contemporary to the Shrine
which has been dated to 10" century A.D. The shrine on
stylistic grounds has been dated to 10" century A.D. (Page
71, A.S.1. Report). The concerned two layers (i.e. 5A and 7)
is intervened by only one layer. That is layer 6. Could this
lone layer represent a temporal duration of about six
centuries? It is ridiculous and fantastic. It is simply not
possible. Thus the dating of the shrine to about 10"
Century A.D. is arbitrary. The structure 5, whatever it may
by either a simple structure or a Buddha circular Stupa, in
view of the radiocorban data seems to have belonged to
slightly later than circa 4" Century A.D. That is Gupta
Period.
6.10. That there is yet another important feature of the so
called Shrine that needs comment. It is about it's suggested
water channel. Stylistically, its northward orientation has
been marked to have some special significance.

The channel does not have a uniform width
throughout. It does not have even a gradually decreasing
width from south to north. It becomes suddenly very narrow

at nearing its end. Thus it appears that it was not made for



4235

the purpose it has been suggested. It seems to have taken
the existing form by the removal of mortar during
excavation as was filled therein.

It did not function for draining water from south to
north is evident by the fact that there is no evidence of
slope towards the direction in question. It has been
measured by the levelling instrument at three different
points of the channel. It was found that there is no slope on
its surface.

Further, had the so-called channel been in use for
draining water for a longtime, then there should have been
the remains of water residuals in the channel. Such
evidence could be expected on the northern side of the
circular wall corresponding along to the area of water
discharge. But there is no such evidence either in the
channel or on the surface of the wall in question.

3930. ASI has recorded its finding on 'Circular Shrine'

from page 70 to 71 as under:
"A partly damaged east facing brick shrine, structure 5
(Pls. 59-60, Fig. 17, 24 and 24A) was noticed after removal
of baulk between trenches ES and F8. It is a circular
structure with a rectangular projection in the east, the
latter having been already visible before the removal of the
baulk. The northern part of the circular part has retained
its lower eight courses above the foundation of brick-bats
while the southern half is damaged by constructional
activity of the subsequent phase whose brick-bats have
damaged the structure upto its working level. The structure

was squarish from the inner side and a 0.04 m wide and
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0.53 m long chute or outlet was noticed on plan made
through the northern wall upto the end where in the lower
course a 5.0 cm thick brick cut in 'V’ shape was fixed which
was found broken and which projects 3.5 cm outside the
circular outer face as a pranala to drain out the water,
obviously after the abhisheka of the deity, which is not
present in the shrine now. The entrance of the structure is
from east in the form of a rectangular projection having a
twelve course of bricks interlocked with the circular
structure and having a 70x27x17 cm calcrete block fixed in
it as the threshold. Two sizes of bricks were used in the
construction of the shrine measuring 28x21x5.5 cm and
22x18x5 cm. The rectangular projection of entrance is
1.32m in length and 32.5 cm projected towards east. The
southern part of the structure was found resting over a 0.75
m wide brick wall (wall 194) of nine courses belonging to
earlier period which runs in east-west direction and joins
the end of the north-south oriented brick wall (wall 19B)
having 7 extant courses of bricks and a width of 0.55 m,
making the south-western corner of the earlier structure.
The north-south length of wall 19B was exposed upto a
length of 2.72 m when it joins section facing south in the
trench ES. It is sealed by layer 5A which is contemporary
layer of the structure 5.

The brick shrine is similar (fig. 18) on plan to the
Chirenath brick temple at Sravasti exposed recently by the
Archaeological Survey of India though which is larger
(approximately 5 m in diameter including its projections).

Its central part is 2.20 m square where a Siva Linga is
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placed in the centre (Pl. 61). It has also affinity with
circular Siva temples near Rewa in Madhya Pradesh at
Chandrehe and Masaon belonging to C. 950 A.D. and a
Vishnu temple and another without deity at Kurari in
Fatehpur district of Uttar Pradesh and Surya temple at
Tinduli in Fatehpur district. V.V.Mirashi thought that
temples having circular garbha-griha where a speciality of
the Chedi country and were built for the first time by the
Acharyas of the Mattamayura clan as in the case of
Chandrehe temple which was built by Prasanta siva as per
the Chandrehe stone inscription of 972 A.D. Thus on
stylistic grounds, the present circular shrine can be dated
to c. tenth century A.D. when the Kalachuris moved in this
area and settled across river Sarayu. They possibly brought
the tradition of stone circular temples transformed into
brick in Ganga-Yamuna valley." (Page 70-71)
3931. 'Circular Shrine' more virtually its existence that was
found by ASI has been admitted by most of the Experts
(Archaeologist) of Muslim parties though a reluctant attempt
has been made for diverting the identity by suggesting that it
may be a "Buddhist Shrine" or a tomb of erstwhile Islamic
religious structure. PW-30 has categorically admitted it on page
15 and has said that his statement in para 14 of the affidavit was
not after looking to the shrine at the spot but on the basis of its
photo only.
3932. Circular shrine has been admitted by the experts of
plaintiffs (Suit-4). PW-30 Dr. R.C.Thakran on page 150 and
129 as said:
gl YOVHOSTS0 Pl Ruid aiegd — 1 & §&8 — 70V U
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B — 17 @ I i @9 4 gl 3R Y& gdell | vl
fears gs vel &/ I8 e Wel & [b §9 PRN — 17 @
3R IE Il Jca¥ Pl IR O W& &/ I§ A HET Tl & [
SV B 3V T g5 Ol ATeh gl wqu # T gt & ... . ..
. T8 HET 9E & & vovwosngo @ Rule dregqi-—2 @ wic
60 # §TE 3V UF dIX BT 99777 §77 §o &/ §9 @i H V%
gdell W TTefl TV 37 vel 8/ (497 150)

"A slender drain is visible to me on the north side in

the picture below figure 17 on page 70-A of the ASI report
volume-1. It is correct to say that as per this figure 70, this
drain is going northwards. It is also correct to say that the
Buddhist stupas do not have such north- bound drains. .. . .
..... It is true to say that there is an arrow mark on the
left side in plate no.60 of the ASI report, volume-2. A

narrow drain is seen in this plate.” (E.T.C.)

“HBAY S5, [o7HT Fooled H 3T+ FITT gl P ¥R
—14 F a7 &8 S9P d7 Ffegad w7 & a@r T8 8 ok Bier
TGP W T8 17 faar 817 (497 129)

"I have not personally seen the circular shrine of
which I have made mention in para 14 of my sworn
statement, but I have given this statement after seeing the
photograph.” (E.T.C.)

3933. PW 32-Dr. Supriya Verma on page 147-148 (page
14) said:

“..it is correct to say that plate no. 60 is insitu
photograph of circular shrine. It is true that Budha stupa
is always solid. The structure shows a Pranal but Experts
who visited site and measured the angle of slope with the
help of sprit Level had found that the slope which was

necessary for the water to pass out was not there. It is
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correct that I was not present when this structure was
exposed nor I have visited this spot there after but I can
express my opinion on the basis of information given by
expert as well as the information in the final report and site
notebooks. Prof. D. Mandal, Prof. Ratnagar and Prof.
Suraj Bhan have given this information.”(Page 147-148)
3934, PW 29 (Dr. Jaya Menon) on "circular shrine" said:

"Since circular shrine” was not found in my
presence, I have not seen its stratigraphical association. In
my view “circular shrine” was probably a Buddhist Stupa.
There appears a hollow space within the excavated
“circular shrine”. Stupa is not always solid. It is generally
made of bricks or stone and mud brick bats. . . . .. It is a
non-Islamic structure. . . . It is probably of Gupta or late
Gupta period." (Page 202-203)

“In my opinion, the finding of ASI report regarding
circular shrine as recorded at page 73 is not based on any
result of carbon-dating. In my mind, the ASI report on the
point is not clear at page 72 of the report. I do not agree
with the ASI report that it was a circular shrine mentioned
from pages 70 to 73 with figures 24 and 24-A. In my
opinion, the alleged circular shrine structure dates back to
around 6th century AD. . . . . .. It is correct to say that the
alleged circular shrine shown in plates 59 and 60 belongs
to Sixth century AD, although ASI's report says that it
belongs to post-Gupta period." (Page 225-226)

3935. During excavation at the disputed site between
trenches E-8 & F-8 a circular structure of burnt bricks facing

east was recovered, commonly termed as "circular shrine",
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detailed at page 70 to 72 of report, volume 1, and shown in
figure 17, 24, 24A, and plates 59, 60 & 62 (volume 2) of the
report. The bricks used here are of two sizes: 28x21x5.5 cm and
22x18x5 cm. The bonding material was mud mortar. On its
eastern side, there is a rectangular opening, 1.32 m in length and
32.5 cm in width, which was the entrance of the structure. A
calcrete block, measuring 70x27x17 cm, has also been found
here, fixed, obviously, as the door-sill.

3936. An extremely important feature of this structure is
the provision of a gargoyle (Pranala) made in its northern wall.
The ASI Report records that it is 0.04 m wide and 0.53 cm long,
projecting 35 cm from the northern wall of the structure. It 1s "V’
shaped so that water may drop a little away from the wall. In
this connection it may be mentioned that in books of history, in
Sanskrit Literature, reference of circular shrine and Pranala
finds place. A famous book styled as "Aaprajit Prichchha" by
Bhuwan Dev in its book in chapter 207 at serial no. 23 mentions
about it.

3937. The elevation, as shown in the drawing (Fig. 17 of
the ASI Report) suggests that this structure was built on a raised
platform, viz. adhisthana. The gargoyle, or the drain, was
provided on the northern side. The structure may be dated to 9"-
10" century A.D. (The ASI carried out C-14 determination from
this level and the calibrated date ranges between 900 A.D. and
1030 A.D.)

3938. This was an independent miniature shrine. The
architectural features suggest that, that it was a Shiva shrine.
3939. It is unthinkable that inspite of these clear features

of Shiva shrine, the objectors are identifying the same as a
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Muslim tomb.

3940. Secondly, it is too small a structure for a tomb, from
inside it is only 4.4 ft. square. Neither could it accommodate a
grave in its interior, nor a Qiblah-Mihrab on its western wall ;
Qiblah was an integral and essential part of tomb-structure
during the Sultanate period (1192-1526 A.D.) as is illustrated by
numerous examples all over northern India.

3941. Thirdly, there is no trace of an arch required for
constructing dome over the tomb. There are no hook-shafts to
bear and no structural trace to suggest any lateral thrust of the
mihrab. It may be noted that the sub-structure of the mihrab is
built massively on the edges of the four corners, to counter the
lateral thrust. One wonders, if it was a tomb without any arch or
dome, and without even a grave?

3942. Thus, on the one hand the dimension of this
structure are too small for a tomb and on the other the gargoyle
was never in tombs while it was an integral feature of the
sanctum of Shiva temples to drain out water poured on the
Sivlinga.

3943. Shrine 1s a holy place where worship is performed.
It is a structure where holiness is enshrined. Denial for the sake
of denial should not be allowed. "No evidence to make this
structure a shrine" and "a sheer figment of imagination and a
conjecture without any evidentiary basis", such comments
grossly lack technical acumen and clearly show the dearth of
logical thinking. These themselves are mere arguments lacking
"evidentiary basis". By these and many like arguments show the
'ostrich attitude' of the plaintiff.

3944, A structure is identified by its shape and/or by the



4242

use it was put to or by the function it was supposed to perform.
This circular structure was found with a well defined 'Pranala’
(water chute to drain out ablution liquids).The pranala could
well have been denoted as drain but the area from where it was
issuing was only 40 x 60 m (including the squarish hollow
chamber for fixing the object of worship and the small entrance
of the east) which could not be used for bath room or for
kitchen, a few alternatives where water is required to be drained
out, thus, the only valid explanation was it being a 'pranala’ of a
shrine, small only a subsidiary one and not the main shrine
holding central/main deity.

3945. Circular Shrine 1s found resting over wall 19A and
others, this single fact, does not make the 'Circular Shrine'
Contemporary to the said walls, as the working level for the
'Circular Shrine' is much higher, and only foundations of
Circular Shrine rest over the existing walls, which have been
incorporated as foundation of Circular Shrine, these walls
definitely are not made for providing foundation to the circular
Shrine. Apparently, when the Circular Shrine was built the wall
19A and others were all buried under the ground and foundation
of the circular shrine just reached upto that level.

3946. Circular shrine is compared with other pre-existing
and published circular shrines of proven dates found at different
places, primarily to compare the style and not size. These
circular shrines are not the exact replicas of one another. All the
shrines reproduced in comparison are independent shrines while
the structure 5 shrine is of subsidiary nature. Layers producing
mixed material are dated on the basis of the latest material found

in their milieu. Therefore, the period, of Circular Shrine (Str. 5)
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1s stratigraphically placed in the correct period much earlier to
early medieval period.

3947. The Circular Shrine which was stated to be "not a
circle but an ellipse" (para 6.2 of the objection) has also been
alleged to be a "Stupa"; a circular Buddhist stupa in which on
the east was a niche to support image of Buddha. Logic given in
support is that "it is too small to enter". There are several
miniature shrines which are even smaller in dimension and
under worship. In such miniature shrine, often called subsidiary
shrines, devotee is not supposed to enter but offers his/her
worship from out side.

3948. The famous writer of classical Sanskrit literature
Varahmihir in his book "Brihat Samhita" has described 20 types
of temple in which besides kunjara and Guhraja types which are
apsidal nature, circular temple such as samduga, padma, Vrish,
Ghata and Vritta have been mentioned. Padma is shaped like a
lotus but other three types samduga, Vrish and Vritta are clearly
Circular Shrines.

3949, A circular brick temple has been noticed recently at
Sikhara Kohanda in Siddharthnagar district, about 6 miles from
Domariyaganj, where eight brick structures- four circular and
four square have been noticed and have been roughly dated to
approximately eleventh century A.D. Another prominent
circular brick temple has been excavated at Chirenath in
Sravasti whose sikhara is missing but on plan the temple upto its
jangha portion is circular from exterior having a circumference
of 14.70 m. with three niches in all the three cardinal directions
and entrance in the west. The garbhagriha is roughly square,

measuring 2.10 x 2.10 m. with a 1.70 m high Sivalinga of red
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sandstone in the middle (IAR 1997-98 p. 193-95 p. 136).

3950. "The temple's interior is square (side 6 ft. 8 in.) and
the exterior is circular —stellate having 16 bhadra-facets and 16
karna-projections. Of the bhadras four are sham and four are
real, each separated from the other by an acute-angled
projection produced by turning the square. The doorway which,
originally was preceded by a praggriva, faces north, while the
three bhadras face the remaining cardinal directions.

3951. The hypaethral and circular temples of yoginis are
well known in north and Central India. They have been
mentioned by Krishna Deva as at Dudhai in Jhansi district,
Mitaoli in Morena district. Bheraghat in Jabalpur district,
Ranipur Jharial in Bolangir district and Surada near Kalahandi
and Hirapur near Bhubaneswar in Orissa. They range from
16.72 m to 39.52 m in outer diameter, with 65 to 81 peripheral
chapels and a principal shrine, normally in the centre of the
courtyard. Inscribed yogini images from Central India suggest
more such temples and one such shrine has been excavated and
identified as Golakimatha in Jabalpur district (Krishna Deva
1999). The proliferation of circular temples with their
identification with the types mentioned in classical treatises
require further investigative studies of their origin and
developmental process.

3952. In the overall view we find no reason to doubt the
findings of ASI on this aspect also and the objections otherwise
are accordingly rejected.

3953. Then comes two items 1.e. “The Divine Couple and
Other Architectural Members” referred to in para 7 (7.1 to 7.8)

and “Figurines” (Para 9.1 to 9.3) which are as under:
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7. THE "DIVINE COUPLE" AND OTHER
ARCHITETURAL MEMBERS:-

7.1. That the stone "mutilated sculpture of a divine_
couple” (p 272 ) is described on p. 130. (Reg. No. 1184)
and Plate 235. The lower portion alone is present, below
the waist. The piece is so damaged that it is almost

undecipherable. What aspects of this incomprehensible

piece make it a "divine" couple, we are not told. Thus the
report shows clear bias in the use of the adjective "divine"
and also "couple”.

7.2. That further, and more important, the recorded
findspot (p. 130) of this piece is Trenches K3-K4 (in the
east) and the recorded layer is "Debris". Clearly, this piece
of sculpture does not come from a stratified context, leave
alone the strata of Period VII.

7.3.  That so too, a black, schist pillar with a square base
and octagonal shaft and intricate carving comes from
surface debris above the topmost floor (Floor 1) in Trench
F3 (p. 140), which is also of no relevance.

7.4. That regarding the octagonal stone that was said to
have been carved in twefth-century style, it may be noted
that according to the text (on p. 56), it was found in Trench
F-7, on pillar base 32 but as per table (on P. 63) that was
"resting on Floor 2", in Trench F-6-F-7, while its
foundation was resting on floor 4. It may be noticed that in
the Section Facing South Sest-East (E-F), no floor marked
"Floor 4" is indicated.

7.5.  That the theory of the so-called temple rests on some

other reported architectural fragments also. Out of about
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380 pieces have been tabulated, 205 are featureless with
only marks of dressing or in some cases are completely
undressed stones. 1o give examples, No. 122 (Reg. No. 882)
kept in Manas Bhawan is a rectangular piece with pecking
marks and partially polished (p. 129), No. 131 (Reg. No.
953) is a "rectangular slab with one of its sides nicely
polished" (p. 129), No. 3 (Reg. No. AYD-1/74) kept in the
tin shed at the excavated site is "a rectangular partly
dressed sand stone slab with an open groove meant for
dowel"” (p. 131). The majority of these came from the dump
or fill and were in many cases part of the Masjid walls.
There were numerous others (particularly of calcrete) that
were removed from the dump from trenches, during
excavation, that were thrown away and are not tabulated.
Out of 383 architectural fragments, only 40 came from
stratified contexts. Out of this 40 too, none were specified
to a temple, even the 8 that have been separately
mentioned: pillar, doorjamb, octagonal shaft of pillar,
amalaka, divine couple, slab with srivatsa motif, lotus
medallion and a re-chiselled slab with lozenge design, are
of no significance. The srivatsa design is associated with
Jainism and the lotus design could as well be Buddhist or
even Muslim. The lozenge design could well belong to a
Muslim structure. It is also interesting that the floral design
on the architectural fragment in Plate 90 matches the lower
portion of the Arabic inscription in Plate 92. The latter
depicts a floral design and the design, as sell as the method
of carving, in the two pieces are very similar. It is also

mischievous to label a sculpture showing the waist portions
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of two human figures as representing a divine couple.
Moreover, all the above noted 8 pieces came from the
debris. The octagonal shafts has, in fact, not even been
tabulated. Many of the architectural fragments are, as
admitted, of different materials (pink sandstone, buff
sandstone, spotted red sandstone, calcrete, and so forth),
and it is well known that temples do not use stones of
diverse colours and types for decoration.

7.6. That report admits that there are few architectural
members (plates 92 to 94) which can clearly be associated
with Islamic architecture and on stylistic grounds which
might belong to 16" century A.D. onwards. (page 122). On
the same page in earlier sentences the report described
certain architectural members. The photographs of these
architectural members appear on plates 79, 80, 81, 84, 85,
86, 87, 89, 90. The report says that stylistically these
architectural members in general and pillars in particular
may be placed in a time bracket of 10-12 century AD. In
Indo-Muslim  architecture elements of early Indian
architecture which were consistent with Islamic traditions
were freely used. Foliage, floral and geometric designs as
found in early Indian architecture were copied and used in
the Indo-Muslim architecture and this is the important
feature which distinguished Indo-Muslim architecture from
that of Arbian Land and Persia. The elements and designs
in plates 79, 80, 81, 84, 85, 86, 87, 89 and 90 are found in
many Muslim religious and other buildings. Lotus
medallian as in pl. 70 are found as apex-stone in domes.

On what basis the style and design contained in plate
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no. 93, 94 is attributed to 16 century, is also not mentioned.
The architectural members shown in plate no. 79, 80,
81, 84, 85, 86, 87, 89, and 90 do not contain any carving
of a Hindu deity. Such elements and designs have been
used in Indo-Muslim architecture and hence these
architectural members may have been parts of a Muslim
structure. On what basis the A.S.I. remarks that these
"emphatically" speak about their association with temple
architecture”, is not known. What is the basis for placing
these architectural members in time bracket of 10-12
century A.D. is also not given in the report. Plate No. 81 is
not amalaka but a part of petal design. It has to be noted
that the so-called amalaka (pl. 81) is a surface collection
found in debris above floor -1 (Page 141 St. No. 125)
7.7. That the octagonal stone block having so-called
floral motif has been dated to 12" century A.D. on its
alleged similarity with that one found in the
Dharmachakrajina Vihar or Kumardavi at Sarnath (Plates
39 and 40). Even a cursory inspection clearly reveals that
there is not the least similarity between the two. The
Sarnath Specimen is rectangular on plan while the
Ayodhya one is Octagonal. Again the Sarnath specimen
has depiction of floral motif but the Ayodhya specimen has
a different motif. Further, apart from the stylistic
dissimilarity there is dissimilarity in their architectural
technique as well. On the Sarnath Specimen the depiction
of motif is in slightly low relief while on the Ayodhya one it
is in very bold relief.

There is of course one very distinct similarity
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between the two. Both belong to the category of reused
material. The Sarnath Vihar in question has been built
mainly by reused earlier materials such as broken bricks,
stone architectural members, both plain as well as
decorated etc. The stone pilaster as cited for comparison
with octagonal stone block is also a reused specimen. I,
thus, cannot be contemporary to the builder of the builder
of the Vihar in question. There is no question on the date of
Kumardevi. It is early 12" century A.D. But there is of
course a big question over the date of the pilaster cited for
comparison. It is certainly of some earlier date it could be
even of Gupta period.

So it is obvious that of the listed architectural
members (stored in Manas Bhawan as well as in the Tin
Shed at the excavation site, mostly collected from the
surface or debris above floor 1) majority of them are
fragmentry and plain in nature. It is also obvious that they
cannot be dated on stylistic ground.

7.8. That in view of the evidence drawn from the
depositional history of the site there was no habitation at
this site after Gupta period for a long time. It was
reoccupied after a long desertion in 13" century A.D.
Under this situation, many of the remains of architectural
members having so called association with temples, as
alleged, could have belonged to Gupta period. Some of
these said to have belonged to 10" - 12" century A.D.,
could have been brought here to be used as building
material from some neighbouring sites. This is the

situation also of the decorated / moulded bricks. Needless
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to mention that moulded bricks were quite prevalent in
Gupta Period.

Figurines

9.1. That during the excavation, the A.S.I. found 62
human 131 animal figurines. These discoveries are
irrelevant to the question under inquiry. A large number of
them belong to ancient period. The A.S.I. unnecessarily
took pains to give details of terracotta figurines and to
include their 33 plates (Pls. No. 104 to 136) knowing well
that these figurines, most of which belong to ancient
periods, were not at all relevant to the question contained
in the Hon'ble Court's order. The chart below gives an idea
of this exercise in futility. It is possible that the A.S.1. gave
detailed description of human figurines and their
photographs to lead credence to its theory of an alleged
temple-like structure beneath Babri Masjid.

Plate No. Period of the Figurine Page of Vol. 1
104 Late level (period not specified) 177
105 2" Cent. A.D. 179
106 I Cent. A.D. 179
107 2" Cent. A.D. 177
108 2" Cent. A.D. 183
109 3" Cent. A.D. 181
111 3" Cent. BC 177
112 Gupta level 180
113 Gupta level 182
114 6" Cent. A.D. 182
115 1" Cent. A.D. 184

116 4" Cent. A.D. 184



