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IN THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAMABAD,

LUCKNOW BENCH, LUCKNOW :
008 No. 5 of 1980
Bhagwan Shri Rama Laﬁa Virajman & others | ... Plaintiffs
Versus
Shri Rajendra Singh & others ... Defendants

EXAMINATION IN CHIEF RAKESH DATTA TRIVEDI ON

AFFIDAVIT UNDER OREDER 18, RULE 4 Code of Civil Procedure

1, Rakesh Datta Trivedi aged about 71 years son of Shri
A.P. Trivedi, resident of F - 17/111, sector 8, Rohini, Delhi, do

hereby take oath and state as under -

That the deponent passed his M.A. examination in the
vear 1958 in Ancient Indian History and Archaeology
subject from Lucknow University, Lucknow.

That the deponent joined Natlonal Museurn New Delhi as

Museum Lecturer and subseguently he was promotad to
the post of Senior Museuny Lecturer and remained there

since 1962 0 1974,
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3. That during his posting in %:m National Museum in New
Delhi the deponent underwent ggeciaiized training in
Museoiogy in France during 1967-68 under the scheme

' _ | _ } - of French',Govemmeﬂt scholarship.

4, - That the: déponent _a!so visited €0r> specialized study
several museums of United Kin@dem,z Czechoslovakia

. and West Germany.

5, That the deponent 'joined the Archaeological Survey of
India, New Delhi in the year 1974 ahd retired in the
month of June, 1993 as Director of Archaeological
Survey of India, New Delhi. During his service tenure in
the Archaeclogical Survey of India the deponent visited a
number of Archaeological sites, - Museums and
Monuments in Japan also under the cultural exchange
program of Govémmeﬂt of India.

6. That dufing his service tenure in the Archaeological
Survéy of India the ‘de;;zene:'ss: worked as Head of the
temple Survey project of North }ndié from 1977-1984
and remained engaged in research, interpretation of

Indian Art,‘, Temple Architecture, and Sculptures

connected with Ancient Temples.

o,
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That the deponent has written a book titled as "Temples
of the Pratihara Period in Ceniral India” which has been
published by the Archaeological Survey of India in the
series of Architectural Survey of Temg)ie‘s, In Addition the
deponent ' has written another book titled as
Yconography '{?f Parvati” Published by Agam Kala
Prakashan, New Delhi. The book deals also with Parvati

as the consort of Siva. The deponent has also written a

' number of Articles and research papérs pertsining fo

Indian Art and culture published in various journals of

India and abroad.

That the deponent went through the report in two
Volumes éubfnﬁ%:%tezi by the Archaeological Survey of India
on excavation of disputed site at Ayodhya under the
instructions of the Hon’ble High Court.

That the deponent during his service was cmnnected with
the study and research of temple architectuire and
Icoﬂégra;:why.

That the structural and architectural remains found in

excavation at the disputed site proves the existence of

L.

structure underneath. The

remains of massive

existence of massive walls coupled with other structures
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and pillar bases further indicate the existence of an
extensive @éféé&’@d Mandapa-like structure which is found
in temples of northern India.
11. That the existence of 50 pillar bases exposed (some of
) 4
them fully, Q‘i:her partially and a few of them traced in
Sez:iéon} also indicate the existence of the Mandapa. The
péééamgi 3&:&’1}2@{@ which was below the surface of the
! disputed structure was standing on the much bigger area
on lateral sides and front side facing east, further proves
the existence of a big Mandapa.
12, That in the Sowthém side of the disputed structure, the
remainis of a céz*c:u%ér shrine, which dates back earlier to
Eths pillared structure facing east, has a Vari-marga
{Pranala) on the northern side to serve as an outlet for
water which is usually found in the tempies. To the east
of it are situated ‘{he remains of water tank (Pushkarini)
encountered under the Rama Chabutara. It may be
mentioned here that Pushkarini is associated with Hindu
temg:sé{»sé,

13. That the Architectural and Sculptural remains like Makar.

pranala (Crocodile faced Chute) terminating in foliage

pattern, architectural pleces carved with Patra-lata or
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kalpa-valli motif, pillar bases @ncaséd by orthostats and
bhadraka}type pillar base, lower part of an octagonal
pillar carved with foliage pattern, architectural piece
cérveci with - alternating’ padma éﬁd ratna {lotus and
diamond) motifs g‘éused in the lower portion of brick wall
definitely belong to some earlier %:emple structure.

14, That fhe architectural pieces carved with diamond
(ratna) pattern and ceiling slab carved with lotus relief,
pieces of broken ama!aké, ghatapallava  pillars,
fragmentary foliage and floral carvings, Shrivatsa mark
carved on stone in low relief, carved bricks with Ardha
ratna and rope design; all these-vare indic:ative of a
temple reperto'ire.

15, That the.boak written by Percy BroWn titled :as “Indlian
Architecture” (Buddﬁiﬁt and Hindu) Published by D.B.
Téraporewal?a sons and Company Private Limited,
Bombay, deals with architectural and pillar remains of
Hindu temples reused in mosques. Annexure No. 1 of
this affidavit is true photocopy of tﬁe original book plate
number XCVI showing re-erected pillars of Qutub

Mosque which establishes that temple remains were

adapted in mosgue,
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16. That Annexure No. 2 of this as‘fﬁdayii s true
photocopy of the original book plate number VI figure 1
& 2 of the same book relating o Islamic period aiso
establishes reuse of temple remains and pillars in 'Is!amic
struni&a’&

17. That @sén@xw“ No. 3 of this afﬁda:vét is true
Qh{}t{}i@g}y “? the original book ‘?ndian Archasclogy
1998—?9 a Review” plate number 91 and Annexure

' No. 4 of this affidavit is true v;}hotccopy of the original
book Hindu Iconography (Based on Anthological Vérses,»
Literature, Aré and Epigraphs) by S.P. Tewari published

} oo 19
by Agam Kala Prakashan, New Delhi, plate [0 o« which
' (.

show | the photo of Uma Mahesvara which indicate”

similarity to the bhadly damaged sculpture of Divine

Couple.
| '
Lucknow €5
' o e “Ki}ij uw,vgi\j
Dated 103+ 10 - 1 op A Deponent

VERIFICATION

1, the above named deponent, do hereby verify that

the contents of paras 1-9 & 14 of this affidavit are true to

my knowledge, those of paras 10 o 13 and 15 to 17 are
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true to my knowledge based on record. No part of it is
false and nothing material has been concealed. So help

~ ' me God.
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Depcnent

I identify the deponent Sri Rakesh Datta Trivedi who has

signed above in my presence and is personally known to ma.

Lucknow

Solemnly affirmed .2006 at
.i:»m“f;ww” &

WAM/PM, by Sri Rekesh Datta Trivedi the

deponent, who has been identified by Sri Ajad Pande

e

Advocate, High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow. I have
satisfied myself by examining the deponent that he
understands the contents of this affidavit which have been

read over and explained to him,

Lucknow
Dated
& 3\3* ]
;; R ; e ’l :}k\w;m . !
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Imi-Mahes$vara, Pala, e, 1Tth century ALD., Raidighi,

West Bengal, Asutoshia Muscum of Indian Art, Calentta,)
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Bhagwan Sri Ram Virajman at Shri Ram Japam Bhumi &

AT e s s s s s . - Plaintifts

Qd;@mﬁm Singh and Others ~emmmmrmomammomoomeenmcw-Defendants

{ Commissioner appointed vide order dated 20.09.2006 of
Hon'ble Special Full Bench of Allahabad High Court.Lucknow
9 ( R.8. No.236/1989)

n gt Shri Ram Jang il Bhumi & Othe

Bench.Lucknow passed in 0.0,

Bhagwan Sri Ram Virgjn

Versus Rajendra Singh and Others,

03.10.2006 0O.P.W 19 R. D. TRIVEDI

(Examination in Chief c{p&g@ I t¢ 7 ) of Rakesh Datta
Trivedi 8/o Shri A. P. Trivedi aged about 7 lyears R/O F- 17/111

Sector 8, Rohini, Dethi taken on record).
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Cross Examination on behalf of Mohd. Hashim, defendant
No. 5in0.0.5 No. 5/89 by Sri M. A, Siddiqui, Advocate.

Witness stated on oath:-

N

X - X X ‘
| I had not visited excavation site at Ayodhya during the
course of excavation. Recently on 24™ of September 2006 I have
visited the disputed site for a brief while. At this time most of the
trenches were covered / filled with sand bags. I never visited
Ayodhya prior to 24™ September 2006. My ;;';étmm:s and ancestors
belong to Barabanki District U. P. My ancestors were resident of
-village Mazda@lm Tahsil Haidergarh, District Barabanki. 1 have
' been at several places during my tenure of service but presently |
am settled in Delhi. I have never been posted in U.P. during my
service. 1 joined my Sﬁfviée;ﬁaﬁm‘mﬁ Museum in 1962 and
retired in the year 1993 from ‘_%,Sig My sg:a;;gég@ in National
Museum Delhi was not governed by ASL ﬁé}r@scmbb@th are
separate @fga;‘;isatiﬁr&thra I was. selected in ASI, T was
relieved from National Museum. Initially 1 joined in A%E as
Deputy Superintendent Archaeologist. From 1958 to 1962 1
worked as custodian in educational museum Etawa, and state
Museum Lucknow. By means of my affidavit of examination-in

—chief, in nut-shell | want to convey that as per the excavation
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report submitted by ASI there were structures under the disputed
structure and several fragmeritary sculptural and architectural
remains, have been encountered underneath. The structures which
were found below disputed structure during excavation were
Hindu structure. The remains of the sculptural and architectural
fragments which were found below disputed structure were
indicative to temple association.

Q: Whether under your perception if the architectural
ixmm;b@fg and fragments és told by you having been noticed there
are ignored for a while then on the basis of structure itself which
was noticed below the disputed structure during the excavation
what would be your opinion about the same to be a Hindu
religious temple structure ? |

( Sri Ved Prakash Advocate, raised the objection fo the
above question that in an excavation all what has come out shall
be taken into consideration and only then the opinion can be
given. Nothing can be excluded and if a witness is put to a
question suggesting him to exclude one particular thing and then
opine then such %zy‘g?}é of question shall be confusing and a person
shall get c@nfuscdgﬁusﬁ question 5‘%@%}3&3@ not be allowed to be put
to the witness particularly in these circumstances that all the

things which have come out from excavation. This is not a case

of other  that as suggested one particular thing has not come
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out at all. Therefore such question should not be permitted to be
asked.) -

( In reply to the above objection, learned cross examiner
submitted that the question which has been put to the witness in
the context deposition going on, is quiet relevant and the
objection ‘raised by a senior counsel tends to suggest the reply
and ‘if@ the stature of Sti Ved Prakash it is hi ghly undesirable.)

A: 1 think the question is based on gfzt:z“&:gumé‘ti@n and can not
be replied categorically and i gnoring certain artefacts altogether.

[ have got no ;jse_a*sm‘m? difficulty in z‘@{&%.yiﬁg the question.

My book titled as *""Zi“a;‘s&gﬁ@g Of The Pratihara Period in
Central India” was probably @i%%}iishﬁd in the year 1990 but its

exact date can be stated only after seeing the book. After seeing

the above book the witness stated that this book was published in

1990,

Q: Whether the title of the book as given by you indicates
that there has been a Pratihara period in Indian history and that
pertain to central India ?

A: ‘*Pmﬁhara’; period indicates the time bracket of the
imperial ‘Pratiharas’ dateable form 8" to 10% centuries A.D. and
central India means the location of the temples of that region
belonging to that time bracket. ‘Pratiharas™ were a ruling

. . ~ . . N 3 v ¢
dynasty. Whole of India was not under their rule. It was only
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limited mostly in northern India. Uttar Pradesh as known today
was under -the rules of ‘Pratiharas’. During their heydays
Pratiharas ruled from parts of Himanchal Pmiﬁeéh to Narmada in
the south and from parts of Gujrat to parts of Bihar in the east.
°P§"atihar§i’ is a dynasties name of kings. They ruled from 8" to
10® century A.D. meaning there by they rule for about 3‘06
years. They took over from some smaller King ruling from Ujjan
~and Kanauj in northern India. Pratihar surrendered rule from
Chaﬂdeiag, Paramaras, Kchchhapaghat etc. Prior to Prtihara’s
Kan,auj was being ruled by ‘Ayudha’ dynasty. To be sure 5;} this
respect I have 'é:g'fefér to my book. I don’t remember thel who
was ruling Ujj)é%a %;rioz' to Pratihara.
Q': Whe%her your home district Barabanki in that period did
 fall within the territorial limits of Kém&q; rulers or Ujjan rulers ?

A: Above question is irmkwéféa with regard to my
affidavit.

Q: Do you know that a question put to you in cross
- examination if not disallowed by the court is to be replied by you
‘as a witness 7

( Sri Rakesh Pandy raised the objection to the above
question that question relating to Barabanki is not at all involved
in the present controversy and the witness has also clearly stated

that it has nothing to do with the facts mentioned in his affidavit
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as such the learned cross examiner should explain the relevancy

of the question before compelling the witness to answer the

question.

( Learned cross examnier in reply to the above objection

submitted that by raising such objection the witness is being

- encouraged to evade the questions. The witness having himself

stated to be author of a book and Uttar Pradesh being under rule
of the said dynasty regarding whose temple the : witness
pﬁ*@fessed to be well versed and as such to ascertain the veracity
of such statement the question is quiet relevant)

A:1am not aware in this regard.

Q: What do you feel now a%au‘f replying the question put to
you ? | |

A: T think it was with Kanauj rulers.

I can mention the names of some Pratihara rulers such as

Vatsaraj, Nagb?m& Bhoj, Mahendra Pal etc. 1 don’t know

_ whether people belonging to Pratihara dynasty are living these

days in India or not. I don’t know that whether the successors of

Pratihara dynasty are living in Uttar Pradesh or not. So far study

of Ancient Indian History was concerned in my course it pertains

from the earliest period to 12® century A. D. By earliest period I
mean from Palaeolithic period onwards. Palaeolithic period

includes stone age. Rule of Pratihara dynasty does fall with in
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'

the course of Ancient History studied by me. I have also read
Archaeology. Study of this subject was part of my M. A. degree.
. )

I have got practical knowledge of archaeology during my service
‘period. I have not done any excavation. I have not written any
excavation report. | have not scrutinised émé reviewed any
éx&avatgma report. [ know .Sri B .B. Lal éﬁd I have not worked
under him. I don’t think Sri B. B. Lal was holding any post in
ASI in 1974, when [ joined the service in ASI. Temples of
Pratihara period have got significance. It is a transition period in
architecture from Post-Gupta ( 7% century) to late Medieval (11™
~12%  century) temple architecture. Temples raised during
Partihara period in northern India are know as Pratihara temples.
Tﬁmp%s in India have been noticed in 4% —5™ and 6™ century
AD. Generally ihevi“emg}ies of this period are known as Gupta
temples. Temples in 1%, 2™ and 3™ century ‘have also been
noticed in India but at very few places. No ﬁynas;ﬁc name is

3 century A .D. Pratihara

assigned for the temples of [* to
temples have got some distinguishing characteristic of their own.
Temples have been noticed in other part of India also during
period of 7™ to 12" century A .D. They were known by the

names of dynasty / regions in which they were constructed.

. u : R ({;
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Q: Is any style or design ascribed to the %@3‘;‘33}5@3 found in
rest of the India beyond the territory under the Partihara rules
during 7" to 12" century ?
| A: Chalukyan, ?3’&33%5 Chola, s,m styles were prevalent in
other parts of India. |

Temples were éiiﬁﬁ@"ﬁ generally by the dynastic names but
some times they are also known by the names of regions in
which they were built. The temples of Pratihara period are also
known ot the name of the dynasty. Pratihara is the name of style
wlzif;ih flourished ~during Pratihara period. Chola , Pallava,
Chalukyan are also known by the dynastic names. [ have heard
about Nagar style temples. Nagar style temple came into
existence in India from early historic period onwards. Nagar
style nomenclature is not generally prevalent in the case of
modern temples.

Q: Whether as told by vou the nomenclature ( nagar style

~ temple) has been taken over by some other nomenclature ?

A: No, it is generally known as northern style of temple
architecture. |

The term “Nagar style” temple has been denoted in some of
the ‘Shilpa-texts’ during 8" to 11" century A. D. Pratihara
temple may be included in the Nagar style temples. The term

Nagar style is a wider term which includes whole of the northern
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India and even parts of Deccan and part of South Tndia. Pratibara
' temple architecture is a specific style with in the Nagar %t};i@f
Q: Can you indicate certain distinctive feature in
architecture of Pratihata femples from that of Nagar style
| temples? |

A Pratihara temples are part of Nagar style and they are
characterised by low Adhishthan , simple Jangha portion,
narrow Varandika and comparatively low Shikhara.

By. low Adhishthan [ mean a simple set of 4-5 iimuﬁdings.

Simple Jangha Portion means comparatively less decorated wall

" portion. By narrow Varandika is meant a set of 3-5 mouldings

~above the wall portions and below the Shikhara of the temple.
. Shikhara is upper portion of the temple which is marked with
‘Bhumi Aamalakas to indicate the storeys of the temples. The

- whole set of these members is topped by a bigger Amalaka and
other members over it.

.

Statement read and verified.

03-10-2006
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Statement typed on my dictation in open court. Put up for

further cross examination on 04-10-2006
(H. S. Dubey) - 7¢7
Commissioner

03-10 -2006
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Before:- Commissioner Sri H.S. Dubey, Additional
District judge /Officer on Special Duty, High Court,

Lucknow '

( Commissioner appointed vide order dated 20.09.2006
of Hon’ble Special Full Bench of Allahabad E;ﬁgh Court
Luci@ew B@n@%ﬁ;mckmw passed in 0.0.8. No. 5/ 89 (R.S.
No. 236/ 1 939)‘ Bhagwan Sri Ram "%’%m}zﬁaﬂ at Shri Ram

Janam Bhumi & Others Versus Rajendra Singh and Others))

04.10.2006 : . OPWI9R D, TRIVEDI

(In continuation {).f statement dated 3-10-2006 the
cross examination of O.P.W. 19 Sri R. D. Trivedi continued
on oath, on behalf of Mohd. Hashim, defendant No. § in
0.0.S No. 5/89 by Sri M. A. Siddiqui, Advocate.)

I have mentioned in my earlier statement about four

kings of Pratihara dynasty who ruled one after the other.

Vatsaraja ruled first, Nagbhat-1I was his successor, there after
Mihir Bhoj became the king of Pratihara dynasty, there after
Mahipal became the king of this dynasty. Mahendra Pal was

also ruler of this dynasty. So far the names of other kings is
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concerned I can tell about them only after consulting my
book. |

Q: Can you give the mechanism / modus operandi
through which the Pratihara rulers overthrew the earlier
ruler?

A: I don’t remember in this regard and can give the
answer of this question after consulting E:é“zy book.

Pratihara rulers firstly came to Ujjain and then to
Kannauj. Pratihara rulers came from Rajasthan and Gujrat to
Ujjain and Kannauj. I don’t remember as to w ‘hen Pratihara
rulers captured Ujjain and Kannauj. 1 ‘é‘e@ time gap of these
incidents can not be said by me without consulting the book.
So far as Pratiharas are concerned these are the two major
centres in their region. I am not aware as to whether any
provincial system was prevalent in those time or not. The seat
of their power was Kannauj which was capital city. Pratihara
managed there kingdom from Kannauj. I don’t remember the
exact pmmd of their rule but %h@y ruﬁ@d for about ’"?f}i) years
from Kannauj. I can’t answer Wt’{h sz‘g through my book as
to how and in what manner P‘é‘i‘%’ilh‘ﬁ“‘i were over _powered.
Again said two invasions of Mahmood th navi over
Kannauj were one of the major factors of their disintegration.

They were mainly over powered by ‘ﬁ%sg two invasions.

s
e,
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These invasions took place probably in 1018 and 1019

A .D. After these invasions Mahmood @-hggﬁavé did
not rule, he destroved and looted the city. The territory of
Kanauj after Pmﬁhamﬁ was taken over by the Chandolas.
Chandelas occupied these territories after few decades but [
don’t remember its exact date. Chandelas did not occupy
these territories after couple of years but they occupied it
after a decade. 1 have said that Chandelas occupied after a
couple of years;.'l don’t remember the exact date.

[. am conversant with the words ;Vamﬁ-«Vyavastha’.
This system was »pfeva'ﬁém at the ;;;me. of Pratiharas.
Pratiharas belong \;‘i’@{s‘Eléz'htgi%ya Varna. Chandellas were also
Ksﬁfiréya. I don’t know how many vears Chandellas ruled in
their region. The period of Chandellas fall within the period
of Ancient Indian History. My book on temples is in English
language. I have used the words Aéﬁéighmm Shikhar,
Varandika and Jangha these words are from Sanskrit
language. These words are prevalent in Hindi also. [ can’t say
whether there are synonyms of these words in Hindi or not.
But This much T know that these words are also used in
Hindi. These words are based on Sanskrit Shilpa text. These

words can be translated in English as base portion




(Adhishthan), wall portion (Jangha), spire (Shikher) etc. I
don’t find any word in English for Varandika.

Learned cross.examiner drew the attention of the
witness towards last para on page 16 of his statement
recorded on 3-10-2006. The witness after reading his
statement stated that this statement of mine is correct. There
is no contradiction between the statement recorded at page 16
and the statement of date recorded in the last two line of page
20 and 6 lines from top at page 21. Above 4 words find place
in my book. k

I don’t remember the span of rule of Chandella kings. |
can’t say whether this span was of 2 vears, 50 years or 100
years. 1 know that there is Sultanate period in Indian History.
Sultanate commences from 12% o 159 century A. D. After
Chandelas, Sultanate period begins. Since ‘Harsha’ was a
king who ruled over Kannayj there is no name of ‘Harsha
dynasty. The full name of this king was ﬁars%wargihzm The
father of Harshvardhan was Prabhakarvardhan,he was a king
but did not rule from Karmauj He ruled from Thaneshwar. In
Harshvardhan’s family these are only two famous rulers. |
don’t remember whether any person succeeded as a ruler to
Harshvardhan from his family or not. The region ruled by

Harshvardhan was greater than the region ruled by his father
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Prabhkarvardhan. 1 don’t remember who took over the
Kingdom from Harshvardhan. Prabhakarvardhan and
Harshvardhan ruled in 7% century A. D. . Harshvardhan
followed Hinduism and also Buddhism simultaneously.
There was no regular system of %tmmﬁ:m*mi ‘mweﬁ' from one
dynasty to other dynasty. At times Sk’:z‘izggiiﬁg was there for
taking over power from one dynasty to the other dynasties.
Matrimonial relations were also the factor of taking over
territory from the other dynasty. These are two major factor
of the transfer of power from one dynasty to other. T don’t
recall whether apart from matrimonial relations territories
were transferred from one. dynasty to another without any
conflict. ‘Pala’ dynasty ruled in eastern part of India. I have
heard the name of ‘Gahadwalas’. They ruled the northern
India from K@mmj. . They acquired the region from
Chandellas and _§<;a¢§mhhamgha§a, Kachchhapaghata is also
name of dynasty. This dyﬁaﬁy ruled in 11" century A D..
Gahadwalas ruled in 11" — 12" century A. D. The territories
~ of Gahadwalas were taken over by “Slave dynasty’. I don’t
remember from whom Kachchhapaghata took over but it was
after. the Pratiharas. They ruled from Gwalior. My

specialisation in History is regarding Pratihara period but I

g N £ X
PR N



Y Y

3513

23

don’t remember the whole details and date of the rulers of
this dynasty.

Pratihara temple style is part of Nagar style.

Q: Do you mean to say that as regards the style of
temples, Nagar style of temple is a generic term and Pratihara
styvle is a species of the same confinelto central India ?

A: The term N@gar style includes the temples styles
which developed in northern part of India right from Gujrat
in the west to Bengal in the east mcluding even certain parts
of Deccan and south. The Pratihara style belongs to the
region which was ruled by Pratihara kings in northern and
central part of India during 8" to 10® century A. D..

Q: What style of temple was in vogue prior to advent of
Pratihara style of temple in the area covered by this style ?

A: Tt is generally known Gupta and‘ Post Gupta style
prior to Pratihara style.

Q: Whether Nagar style of temple was never in vogue
in the area covered by Pratihara style 7

A: As already answered by me in relation to previous
question Nagar style prevailed in the whole of northern India,
Deccan etc.and Pratihara region falls within that m‘eé.

Q: In answer to my question that W’hag style of temple

was in vogue prior to advent of Pratihara style of temple in

Y g N 3 g

i
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the area @W@d by this style you have replied “ it is
generally kmm;@ Gupta and Post Gupta style prior to
Pratihara sty e’ again you said that” Nagar style prevailed in
the whole of northern India” which of the two replies is
correct 7
The name éf Nagar style is applicable to the

temples of northern India including the temples of Gupta and
Post Gupta , Pratihara and sﬁjﬁ‘m succeeding dynasties in
northern part of India. It is a %}éﬁ;{ der term which includes ail
the regional variation of styles in northern part of Eﬁéﬁzfi My
both mg}’hfi% are correct and they should be underst, B in
correct p 55’3%‘&%

Tha;:@@ are many variations / sub-styles in Nagar type of
temples but 1 don’t remember their exact number. Besides

$ oY

Pratihara sub-style other major sub-styles are Solanki in
@ii§;§3’ﬁ'€ , Orissan temple sub-style in Orissa, Chandelia sub-
style in central India and Parmara sub-style in northern part
of India and so many other sub-styles of temples are found in
northern part of India. Above sub-styles including Pratihara
sub-style are g?sfémh;:ﬁé; in northern India.

(Q: Whether all these sub-style in northern India have

oo

been prevalent simultaneously or one after other ?
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A: These temple styles have been prevalent in different
.parts of northern India at different tim
I have already stated that Pratihara sub-styles of

§h 0
£

temples were prevalent from 8" to 10™ century A. D. in the
region under Pratihara rule from Himanchal Pradesh to
Narmada and from western region of Gujrat to Bihar. I don’t
remember the region and time span of S@éméﬁ sub~stvle of
temples. This sub-style was prevalent in Medieval times in
Gujrat and part of Rajasthan. The time span of Medieval
pericd can be divided into two pe riod 1e. early and medieval
period. First, early medieval period can be dated from 8" to
11" century A. D. and late_Medieval pwm can be dated
from 12% to 17® century A D. Solanki sub-style temples

WEre prev aé@s%‘ in both early and late medieval periods.

dated as medieval. The Orissan sub-style

£

Generally they are
temples were prevalent in Orissa and can be dated from 8" to

oo

13" century A.D. Chandella sub-style of temples were

prevalent in

central India and can be dated from 10™ century
to 12% century AD. It i

is not possible to precisely define
ceniral India during medieval times. Parmara sub-style of
temples were gﬁf,%mfvaim‘é in western, western part of central
and part of @wa&zg area within the time span of 117 to 12m

century A. D..1 don’t remember the precise area ruled by

FrET Ay
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these sub-styles of temple

(jr

Parmaras. More or less
architecture were prevalent in the same span of time. These

are regional variations of temple architecture. Some features

€]

are common in above sub-styles of temples. These common
teatures are Shikhara which is known as Curvilinier in all
these styles. Garbhagriha and Mandapa or pillared Mandapa
are invariably found. These three features are common
features as far as [ recollect now.

The western Indian and central Indian temples are multi
spired.main Shikhar in their fully developed form, and the
central shikhara surrounded by miniature Shikharas. Orissan
temples are single-spired and the major portion of the
Shikhara rises in f:?{é:ngéii line in lower part and clirved near
the top. All the Shikharas have Amalakas at the top and
Bhumi Amalakas at the corner of the Shikhara to denote the
storeys. It is true that above three common features are the
m:@gw constituents of a temple. In Orissa the Mandapa is
called Jagamohan. The Grabhagriha is the sanctum
sanctorum where deity is installed whereas the Mandapa
portion was meant for the assembly of worshipers and
religious mﬁvéi&?. The main Shikhar is over the Grabhagriha

but Mandapa also has a top at a lower level in various forms.

The top of Mandapa has also a Shikhara. The Shikhara at the
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top of Grabhgriha is at a Ezmh&? level than the Shikhara of a

N

Mandapa. Said voluntarily flat roofed temples were also

th ; 5113

constructed in early period. For instance in 5 century A.

‘D. ie. temples without Shikhars were also constructed.

Shikharas can not be called domes. I am conversant with the
word ‘Gumbad® of Urdu language. There is no similarity in
Gumbad and Shikaras as regards its architectural formations.
One is pointed and pyramidal where as other is round and
bulbous. In very late medieval period some Shikharas were
of round shape. I don’t remember even a single Shikara of
?{ﬁm’sdé shape. 1 might have read somewhere about these types
of Shikaras but I don’t remember the reference at this time.

No temple of Pratihara stvle has a dome as super

structure meaning there by in Pratihara temples no Gumbad
type Shikhar is found.

3

Statement read and verified.

04-10-2006
Statement typed on my dictation in open court. Put up
for further cross examination on 05-10-2006 \ o
(H. S Dubey )

Commissioner
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Before:-Commissioner Sri H.S. Dubey,Additional District

judge/Cfficer on Special Duty, High Court, Lucknow

(Commissioner appointed vide order dated 20.09.2006 of
Hon’ble Special Full Bench of Allahabad High Court.Lucknow
Bench , Lucknow passed in O.0.S. No. 5/89 ( R. S. No.
236/1989) Bhagwan Sri Ram Virajman at Sri Ram Janam

e

Bhumi & Others Versus Rajendra Singh and Otl ’1@?“? )

05.10.2006 O.P.W 19 R. D, TRIVEDI

(In continuation of statement dated 4-10-2006 the cross
examination of Q.P.W 19'Sri R. D, Trivedi continued on oath,
‘on behalf of Mohd. Ha&him; defendant No.  :’§' in 0.0.S No.
5/89 by Sri M. A. Siddiqui, Advocate.) |

In Pratihara sub-style temples low Adhishthan in the
h@ginnix:w develops into a higher Adhisthan, simple Mandapa
becomes larger with a number @i y;l%am low Shikhara becomes
more elongated and the door j zm? dmfsﬁegs% from simple door to
become more elaborate. Garbhgriha, Mandapa and Shikhara are
also important constituents of Prathihar type of temple. Besides

these three important constituent. I have narrated above other

G \C\' “\?\W jg, .,
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constituents of Pratihara temples, Above constituents are the
major constituents of Pratihara type of temples.

Q: In first sentence today you have stated about low
Adﬁiskthaﬁ, about Shikhara, about door and you have stated
about mode of construction. 'My question is absolutely different
kindly indicate except that three i.e. Garbhgriha, Mandapa and
Shikhara is there any other important constituent of a Hindu
temple Pratihara style ? v

A: T could not follow what is meant in the question by
mode of construction. I was asked to give the main constituents
of a Pratihara temple which [ have already given.

I am not aware of the practice which was prevalent during
Pratihara period regarding the entry of devotees in Garbhgriha.

Q: Can you indicate such practice in Uttar Pradesh with
~ reference to Vaishnavite temples ?

Alt deﬁ;}cmﬁé from temple to temple as far as I know.

Q: Do you mean to say that there is no such firm practice
as regards the entry of devotees in Garbhgriha in the present era
* and if there are hundred temples in an area then there might be
hundred type of such practices ? v

( Learned counsel Km. Ranjana Aghnihotri raised the

objection in the above. question that the question is totally
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irrelevant and not related to the ASI report. Such question
should not be permitted to be asked) |

A The quesﬁﬁm was whether entry into Garbhgriha is
allowed in modern time into the Garbhgriha of a Vaishnava
temple or not. [ replied it already that it depends on a particular

temple. There can not be hundred options of this question only
two bm‘@ p@ssibie whether allowed or not allowed.

Q: Whether the Grabhgriha is always a place surrounded
by walliroof over the same and door for entry ?

{ Km. Ranjana Agimimm’i raised the objection to the
above question that the witness has not visited the place hence
the L}E}.@Sﬁ@ﬂ can not be answered by him. This question can not

~ be related with ASI report. The question has been asked only to
harass the witness and wasting for time.)

( In reply to the above objection learned crosg examiner
submitted that this question does not relate to any place and
obj}@cﬁon is for the sake of objection,) »

| A In absence of time and place of a temple question can
~notha replied Witﬁ certainty.

Q Would it be correct to say that you are evading the
mgﬂ_mi; regards time word alivways is there in the question itself

and aig r&?;gaf‘ds place that has come in reply of objection. Kindly

indicate what else is wanting in the question,?

PR——
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( Sri Rakesh Pandey, Advocate raised the objection to the
- above question that the gguésﬁm“z is offensive in form and is
intended to insult the witness such «;gu@gé:‘i@nsvam not permitted
under the Indian Evidence Act and as such it should not be
allowed to ask such type of question which are aimed to insult
and annoy the witness )

( Learned cross examiner in reply to tﬁe above objection
submitted that my friend has read some thing else in the
question which is not at all there. The earlier question has been
merely clarified 'dusf:: to difficulty in azzgwéréng the same as
expressed by the witness)

A: There is no mention of a period and name of the place
in the question. I am not evading the reply.

In third line of para 10 of my affidavit a word between the
word massive and structure has bs:f.en blankened.

Q: When it was done?

( Sri Rakesh, Pandey Advocate raised the objection to the
above question that the witness has already replied that the
typist bia.‘;"k%med it. This question 18 E’sﬁg&gy irrelevant and by
putting such question the valuable time of the court is wasted in
the afﬁdavié:g"éfim initial of the oath commissioner 18 &Erea&y the
over the %,»Sai%;@md part and the witness can not be asked

‘question like time,date and place of the blackening of the word)




T
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A: Tdon’t know when it was done.

I don’t know the particular word - which has been

“blackened in para 10 of my affidavit.

Q: You have stated about two types of Mandapa, viz
simple Mandapa and pillared Mandapa. Is there any third type
of Mandapa also ?

( Sri Ved Prakash, Advocate raised the objection that the

~ question which is being put refers to some previous statement

and showing that the question is confusing and has been put

- only to harass the witness.)

A: There is no third type of Mandapa i;é Pratihara period.
The simple Mandapa and elaborate Mandapa is differentiated
by a lesser number of pillars in the earlier and large number of
pillars in the latter. '
In some areas the nomenclature of Mandapa changes as

Rang-Mandapa. There are two types of Mandapas that is early

- and late Mandapas in Pratihara period. Not Mandapa®s only but
« the temple complex may be surrounded by a compound wall in

. some of the places. Generally in majority of the cases temples

are facing east but-in a lesser number, they can also be oriented

' iowazjéis west or north. I am not aware whether a temple faces

south. Such types of directions are applicable to all types of

temples. Shikhar corisists of several parts like Madhya Lata,
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Karnas, Karna-Amalakas, Griva-portion, Amalaka and
Kumbha etc.at the top. Kalash and Bijapuraka are the top most
members of a Shikhara in a developed ‘é:m'zzgﬁ@. Earlier temples
1.e. temples of i}ug@m period were not developed. This period
can be dated to 4™ to 6" century. Pre and post Gupta periods
are m‘i inchuded in Gupta period. There is no definite date of
con smmwm@m of Pre Gupta period. Pre Gupta period ended
before Gupta period and post Gupta period is dateable to 6" -

7® century A. D. Pre Gupta period can not be confined mto any

T

efinite time bracket. In the later period of Kushana pre Gupta
period commences. Kushanas period is dateable. It is dateable
to 1¥ and 2™ century A. D.,

Q: Can pre Gupta period be said to have been in 1% and

A: Specifically it can not be dated to 12 2™ century B. C

(: Can you explain the components of Shikhara as
mdicated by you in today’s statement in English language 7

( Sri Ved Prakash Advocate raised the objection to the
above question that in Christianity or Islam or in any other

I

oreign language there is no conception of a Hindu temple and

st

since there is no w?“‘@gms\\*z of a Hindu temple therefore in

foreign language the terms like Shikhara, Amalaka etc,used for

the Hindu terminology. if-can not be found in other language .




Therefore to put a question about a component of Shikhara in
English is not possible. Has it been possible instead of using
the word Shikhar some English word for the Shikhar could
have been put to the witness. Therefore putting such question to
the witness is merely to harass the witness and such question
should not be allowed to be asked.)

A: The names of the constituents of temple parts are
based on the names given in Shilpa-texts and it is appropriate to
describe them with the terminology given in the Shilpa Shastra
connected with Indian Temple Architecture.

1 don’t think that there is any vagueness or ambiguity in
the above question. Para 7 of my aflidavit deals with my
published work. |

Q: Is it correct to say that all your such published work
fmding place in | para 7 of your statement is in English
language? '

A: Some of my articles are also in Hindi. The books
mentioned in above para are in English language and some of
my articles and rﬁg@arch papers are in Hindi also.

With reference to 3"33%3 6 of my affidavit “ Interpretation
of ii‘gdé%ﬁ Arts” includes the elucidation of temple architecture
and sculptures of India. Interpretation of Indian Arts means

describing and explaining art motifs and sculptures as found in




h

ob

3525

35

In Indian temples and icons. I consider myself an expert of
interpretation of Indian Arts. »

Lata Vallari or Lata-Valli or Kalpa-Valli or Patra-Lata
are the terms to-denote thef@iéﬁg@ pattern with an undulating
stem. These terms come under Indian Art and are found in

“Shilpa text connected with decoration of ism@es. ‘Shilpa’
means engraving on stone and in broader sense includes all
activity connected with sculpturing and construction work.
Patra lata or'Lgﬁ’é:a vallari has got significance with relation to
Hindu temples and denote the idea of prosperity. They have
been followed in Hindu temples as well as in palaces and later
on in other buildings alsc. I have seen the Mosques. Such
decorations are ﬁ:mz";sﬁ in Mosques but the g}aﬁﬁzm and style are
different. The pattern of these demmﬁ@%}zin Hindu temples and
palaces is the same and it differs when used in the Mosque if
not taken from the remains of a Hindu temple. In Mosques if it
is not taken from a Hindu temple it is more stylised and loose
the pristine (earlier) nature. The éﬁyﬁéﬁ@?éan does not mean that
the decoration becomes more attractive but it looses the
naturalistic treatment found in the earlier period. I can’t say
how other persons having no expertise in this field would

notice the difference between these decorations found in

- Mosques and used in other places.

S
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Learned cros %@K:fm’éiﬁm drew the attention of the witness
1€ Mfaﬂ%% the Annexure A (paper no. 7/3) of his affidavit. The
witness after viewing it stated that in the pillar on the left side
ﬁfg@ lower portion of the pillar has a clearly defaced statue, in
other pillars also one can notice the Purna-ghata motif
repeatedly shown in other pillars. The pillar on the right side
shows on the upper part a mutilated - Bhara-vahaka
(loadbearing) figure supporting the lintel and the lower portion

of the same pillar bears a diamonds paitern in a small niche on
the lower part. The other details such as Amalaka gﬁ%@&é&%‘a and
Mdﬁa designs are also visible to some of the pillars. By the term
Purna ghata Pallava or Ghata Pallava 1s meant a pitcher over
flowing with foliage motif containing water. Pitcher is also
generally used to ésga@gfz water. Pitcher are made up of earth or
metals. Importance of water is common 1o every bodies.
Foliage motif'means the leaf and floral patterns coming out of
Ghata and that makes the term Ghata Pallava. Foliage mmm are
the words of E gaﬁmh language where as the word Pallava is of
Sanskrit language which means leaves with stem. Pallava
means leaves with sx:é:@i*& Foliage motif are two wordg. By the

Jword foliage 1 mean Pallav and motit means %if‘mﬁ or design. I

;

don’t think there is any «:}E‘%"w {%sﬁi&%%s‘ word in English for the

£

word foliage. Floral means pertaining to flower, motif means
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| pattern. Flower and Pallav are general terms applicable to any
~ flower and leaf. The defaced statue indicated by me in the left
side of pillar (paper no. 7/3) is not decipherable as it is not
clear. By the term diamond pattern is meant a rectangular
“decoration found generally in the temples. Amalaka pattern is
the constricted Amalaka found on the pillars. Mala design is
| garland motif, D%éﬁmﬁé pattern, Amalaka, Mala design floral
| motif and Ghata Pallava améymhoiia religious motifs found in
the temples. These things are decorative objects or not depends
: on ‘their placement. These things can be found in other
. buildings also. +

Q: Is it correct to ﬁéay that the trees, leaves and flowers
bestow their shade and fragrance on every body irrespective of
one’s religion 7

A: Yes, but when the Ghata Pallava, trees, leaf, flower
pattern are represented on the door jambs, g}ﬂéa;im’ walls of the
temple they have religious significance.

Aesthetic beauty of flowers is common to all human

- beings. Door jambs are side supports of a door.

DNV /7
05-10-2006
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Statement typed on my dictation in open court. Put up for

further cross.examination on 06-10-2006 .,

( H. S. Dubey )

Commissioner

SN i i "f
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Before:-Commissioner Sri LS. Dubey ,Additional
District judge/Officer on Special Duty, High Court,

Lueknow

(Commissioner appointed vide order dated 20.09.2006
of Hon’ble Special Full Bench of Allahabad High Court,
Lucknow Eenchgiucmg}w passed in 0.0.S. No. 5/89 (R. S
No. 236/1989) Bhagwan Sri Ram Virajman at Sri Ram

Janam Bhumi & Others Versus Rajendra Singh and (}‘stha:rsf;

06102006 ~ Q.P.W19 R.D.TRIVEDI

( In continuation of statement dated 5-10-2006 the
cross examination of O.P.W., 19 Sri R. D. Trivedi continued
on oath, on hehaﬁf Qf Mohd. Hashim, deféndw@t No. 5 in
0.0.8 No. 5/89 '93§ Sri M. A. Siddiqui, Advocate.)

The word ~ door mmh is an English word and in
Sanskrit it is called as Dwara-Shalkha. Door-jambs are the
supporting columns of lintel of the door way. Door jambs are
in both sides and stand in vertical position and lintel is resting
on them in horizontal position above them. Thus the door-

jambs, lintel (uttarang) and door sill ( Udumbar). Door
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jambs, lintel and door sill comprise the door frame.

Kapotpali, Kapot or Kapotika are the terms used for comnice
slightly projected fzjm in the scheme of the temple
construction. Shaft means part of a pillar. Octagonal is the
shape on the ground plan of a s&iamﬂ or any other
constriiction. In Sanskrit it is called ‘Ashtashra’ meaning
eight-sided. These are the common component of a building
but they attain sanctity when used in context W,iﬁ" a temple. I
don’t know whether above mmpmﬁfﬁi is used m
Gurudwaras and Churches are given any sanctity by their
followers. Above architectural members can be found in
other buildings as well but the technical mﬁﬁs given in Shilpa
text as Dwarashaka, Uttrang and Udumbar are not applicable
to them. The other buildings will include religious buildings
also. Madhyalata is the central shoot rising upwards in the
middle of the Shikhara of the temple. Karna Amalaka is the
constricted Amalaka placed on the corner portion (Karna) of
the Shikhara to denote the storey of the Shikhara. Griva
portion is the neck portion of the Shikhara below the top
Amalaka of the Shikhar. Griva is a Sanskrit word. i‘nd%;m
Arts include the art which developed in India but it is
commonly used in connection with the arts wé*;ich originated

in India. The architecture, sculpture, icons/ images , bronzes

0 8
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and paintings are studied in Indian Arts. This has np concern
with any particular religion. It is true that statues may be
found in the palaces. Besides Indian Arts I have expertise in
Iconography also. Ecoﬁogmphy is the gméjé of images and
their development through the ages. This is generally artistic
stu(‘iy. Iconography is not related to émy religion. There are
large number of Gods and Goddesses which are worshiped
by the followers of the Hindu religion. The one broad
division is that the Gods are male deities and the Goddesses
are the female désﬁ’{ées. Some times there are composite forms
also as in the case of ‘Ardha-Narishvara’. [ have never
counted the number of Goddess ( devis ). I can distinguish "
orie Goddess from the other if their images are placed before
me. [ have never tried to count the number of Goddesses. [
am not aware whether roughly there are ten thousand
Goddesses. I have never considered the problem of counting
of different G@ddesslgwh ich I can distinguish.

Q: Your self being an expert of Iconography may 1
assume that you can distinguish at least 100 vmlageg of Hindu
Goddess:?

A: As I have already said 1 have never counted the

number of Goddesses which | can distinguish. 1 don’t

AV
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remember all the names of Goddesses which 1 have come
across during the course of my study of Iconography.

Q. Can you not name even five or ten Goddesses whose
images you can distinguish from one and another ?

A: Yes, the names of the Goddess which 1 can
distinguish  are  Parvati, Mahishamardini,  Brahmi,
Maheshvari, Kaumari, Lakshmi, Ishvari, Varahi, S&mswaﬁ,
etc.. |
Lakshmi is Em‘dwn as Goddess of fortune/prosperity and
Goddés;s Saraswati is known as Goddess of learning.
Goddes. Durga is ascribed as Goddes. ._:;p@mitr who
emanated from power of all Gods. Varahi ES tﬁe female
counter part of the Varaha incarnation of Vishnu.

Q: Do you not treat Sitaji, Kaushalayji as Hindu
Goddesses ?

A: They are the Goddesses but not independently
répmsemed and their images are not commonly found
separated from the group images with their consorts.

I don’t remembeér whether I have come across any

image of Kaushalya ji without her consort but image of Sitaji
 bronze  found in South Indian bronzes commonly. I have
not seen afy”image of Sitaji of gwéc;r to her marriage with

Rama. Sitaji is worshiped as the consort of Ram and often
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compared with Lakshmi. Goddess Brahmi is the female
counter part of Brahma the God of creation hence she may be
associated with thé role of creation. Ishvari is the female
counter part of Shiva. In the Sapta-Matrika panels including
Brahmi, Mahasmfaﬁﬁ Kaumari, Lakshmi, Ishvari, Varahi,
Narasimhi cte. are found in groups without their consorts.
S@i}é@tim@s their single images are also found. _

These Goddsssas are associated with different gods and
the attributes of their male counter §§a§"§;§ ar¢ also associated
with them. Said voluntarily in this context following shloka
is relevant - |

A A TG AT ATE |

0 u::{,. o Iy
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. These Goddesssare associated with major gods of
Hinduism. Therefore the attributes mounts and other
distinguishing features of their male counterparts were
associated with them. Lakshmi is associated with Vishnu.
Saraswati is associated with Brahma and Durga is associated
with Shiva.

Q: Kindly indicate the distinctive features of the images
of goddess Brahmi, Ishvari and Varahi to distinguish these

Goddesses from one and another ?




4

| A: Brahmi is represented as seated on a Swan (hans)
holding book and Mala or a small pot in 1 her hands ; ; Ishvari is
represented on a bull holding Trident (Trishul) and Varahi is
shown with the of boar holding Chakra and Shankha
which are the wé@mm of Vishnu.

i o

images of these

g

(¢l

Q: Is it correct to say that if th
Gaoddesses come before you beside the obje ctwith whom you
ave said themto be associated in that situation you can not

distinguish on account of their physical features ?

A: As I have stated earlier these Goddesses are

generally represented in- groups and can be identified n

relation to the associated figures appearing with them. As |

pel

g

have said Varahi can be identified with her face even without
any attribute on ‘5’%‘1@ hasis of physical feature alone. Ishvari
can be identified with the third eye represented on her
forehead. Brahmi can be identified with her three or f
faces even without her attribute.

Saraswati is seated on Hans and Lakshmi stands on
Lotus. These two Goddesses have no distinguishing physical
characters without the association of their male counter parts.

Q: Can you name any other Goddesses whose images
can be distinguished from one and another only on the basis

of their physical features ?
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( Sri Rakesh Pandey Advocate, raised the objection to
the above question that this is irrelevant question.” The
learned cross examiner should confine himself only to the
idols which have been found at the excavation site and he
should not ask imaginary question without mentioning the
s;éaciﬁc name of a Goddess.)

( In reply to the above question learned cross examiner
submitted that iha objection is absolutely misconceived.
\‘K'bv'imx@iy the distinguishing features are inquired to compare

“with the objects said to be found during the excavation)

A: Yes, N&i‘asiﬂﬂjgi@:m be identified with facial features
of a lion. And for the other Goddesses I don't remember
instantly. |

Q: Can it be said as regards distinguishing features for
the images of Gods also ?

( Sri Rakesh Pandey Advocate, raised the objection to
the above question that this is a confusing question. Learned
cross examiner has no concept of Hindu gods in Hindu
mythology. God is one and formless but it is believed that
God is found in each and every object created by him and for
the purpose of worship and for certain purposes some form is

attributed. The learned cross examiner should indicate the

R bk
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name of a particular God and Goddess regarding which he is
putting the question to the witness.) ‘

(In reply to the above objection learned cross examiner
submitted that one is not sxgﬁact@& to deﬁ.vey-"ScﬁﬁiéVs and to
propagate his own knowledge ) .

A: Yes, simply on the basis of physical features some
of the Gods can not be identified.

Yaksha and Dvarpal are two different entities. Dvarpal
means a door keeper whereas Yakshas are semi-divine beings
who were also some times represented as the door-keeper.
Y'akshég are superior ihé‘m man and inferior to Gods. Yakshas
were also worshiped in the earlier period. From 3™ century B.
C. onwards worship of Yakshas began, but references are
available for their worship earlier also. Practice of
worshipping Yakshas continued till late centuries and their
Lord Kuber is still woi‘shimd“ Worship of Yakshas is still
continuing although there is no temple built for them. In the

carlier period the Yakshas were represented in the temples

Sogh, ¥

as ~ of deities to serve the deity but gradually this
practice ‘was discontinued. The male counter parts of
Goddesses are also shown with the ﬁ%ﬁf%’%&tes as associated
with f,hg_ Goddesses. Counter part of Goddesss Brahmi is

Brahm a who is also represented on Swan. Counter part of
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Goddess  Ishvari is Shiva shown on bull. The counter part
of Goddess Varahi is Varaha who is identified with Shankha
and Chakra like Varahi.

Since I was not connected with excavation therefore T

[L ]

am not in a position to reply as to what are basic objectsof

W

archaeological excavation. It is true that by extavation we
-become in a position to know about our past but the objective
of each is different. In excavation we come across with
different layers and lavers are identified on the basis of finds.
A.% such great care is needed during excavation. I know about
three dimensional recording. It is recording of the position of
an object fmrai three dimensions i.e. from the three points,
two on the surface and the third one measuring the depth of
the object found. If a site is destroyed or left deserted for a
number of yezés*s»; then the material is accumulated over the
site by na.tura’i process or any other means and that material
forms the layer over the site. One layer can be distinguished
from the other layer by means of the different colour of the
' earth /deposit. - | i

I have heard about the pﬁ{aéé‘ in-situ’which means in its
original position. This phi"ﬁsé “in-situ’ is given much
importance in excavation. The reason behind it is that the

position of the object: found in-situ indicates its original
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placement and helps in dating the object and the layer in
which it is found. Some times object is dated from the layer
in which it is found and sometimes the layer itself is dated
with the object found in particular laver e.g. if a coin is found
m a particular layer then that layer can be dated as the date of
the coin itself. If a layer is already dated on the basis of some
a%bj@@é@&@ other objects found in the same layer ”aﬁ&@ dated

accordingly.

Statement read and verified.

‘E\Elgﬁfl o gre o s
06-10-2006

Statement typed on my dictation in open court. Put up

for further cm%gweﬁmg"ﬁwmﬁw on 09-10-2006

(H.S.D h@§} e
Commissioner /
06-10 2006
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Before:-Commissioner Sri H.S. Dubey ,Additional District

judge/Officer on Special Duty, High mes,ﬁ;ackngw

{Commissioner appointed vide order dated 20.09.2006

of Hon’ble Special Full Bench of Allahabad High Court,

Lucknow Bench,Lucknow passed in O.0.S. No. 5;’89 (R.S

No. 236/ 19&%) Bhagwan SI‘% Ram Virajman at Sri Rar’s’} Janam

" Bhumi & Us:hers Versus Rajendra Singh and O‘ihers

| 09.10.2006 | : O.P.W19 R.D. TRIVEDI

( In continuation of statement dated 6-10-2006 the cross

examination of O.P.W. 19 Sri R. D. Trivedi conﬁnued on

.Qath on behalf of Mohd. Haq}’nm defendant No. 5 in 0.0.8

No. 5/89 by SriM. A. Ssddzqm, Advocate.)

As I have already stated in my affidavit [ am specialist of

temple architecture and iconography therefore I am not aware

~of whether dating of the layers is also known as periodization.

Temple architecture and iconography is part of Archaeology,

Nad
Co

R

T }

in this sense I know archaeology. The remains of common
building structure is part of the study of archaeclogy but it

does not come under temple architecture or iconography. My
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knowledge is confined only to temple architecture and
iconography in the field of archaeology.

Q. If during course of excavation the remains of an structure
are found which is said to be remains of a temple building by
some people while by others it is said to be remains of a
common building whereas some say it to be remains of a
Muslim religious structure. Would you be able to distinguish
1t7

Ans.  As I have already stated, I have not done any
excavation or written any excavation report. If the remains of
a structure are brought to my notice I may give my opinion
whether those remains may belong to a 'é:@mgﬁe complex or its
component. It is after distinguishing from other architectural
structire that I may give my opinion. If a structure pertains to
a temple complex it may not be part of any other structure.

Q. May I assuma;f;@u feel yourself competent enough to
distinguish a structure found during excavation to be the
remains of a iémpié structure or common building structure or
a Muslim religious structure. -

(Leamed Counsel Shri Ajay Kumar Pandey, Advocate raised
objection against the above question which has already been
asked earlier, therefore same question should not be permitted

to be asked again.)
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Ans. It depends on the structure shown to me. | can recognise
the remains of the temple structure and give my opinion on
that. |

I am able to recognise the remams of a temple structure
or parts of it, it means that by process of elimination I am not
in a position to recognise the remains of above other two
structures. | |

I have read Ayodhya excavation report. It is in two
volumes. o ;

Q. Have ybu carefully gone through both volumes of
~ ASI report submitted in this case? |

Ans. Yes. |

Volume 2 of the ASI report comprises of photographic
plates of the objects found in the excavation. [ don’t think that
photographs of aﬁy -extraneous material are there except to
illustrate the comparison with the excavated objects that some
~ of the already published materials in other reports have been
included to elucidate the point, has been given in this report.
Vol 1 of the ASI report comprises the text and drawing
illustration and charts. I think there are 10 chapters in ASI
report Vol 1. I don’t remember whether there are certain

appendixes in this report or not.
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Q. Whether except dating a layer by the finds noticed
during excavation is there any other method to date the period
of a particular layer?

Ans. Cl14 dating method will also apply in dating the
layers. Thermolucent method is also applied to date certain
category of the objects. If the objects found during excavation
are not taken in to aé:cmm% at all, I am not aware of dating the
layer by any other methods. ;

Q. Whether among the two methods as indicated by you

- dating the layer by the objects noticed there or dating it by
C14 method, is now taken to be more appropriate?
Ans. Cl4 dating 1s also applied only to the objects found in
the excavation, whereas the question eliminates assumably
- any of the objects found in the excavation. |
Q. Whether there are certain objects which can be carbon
dated and other objects which can not be carbon dated?
- Ans. Only the @%ﬁ;ﬁ@@‘ég made of organic materials are dateable
by the C14 method. |
Q. Whether stone, wood, clay, burnt clay, metal are organic
objects, and it can be carbon dated?
Ans. Only wood is organic object, rest four things are not

organic objects and their carbon dating is not possible.
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Q. If certain amount of carbon has come on a stone piece,
whether carbon dating is possible in such case?

(Shri Ajay Kumar Pandey Advocate raised objection that this
is imaginary question which should not be permitted to be
asked.)

Ans. Carbon is produced only in organic material and stone is
morganic mai@ria? If there is any growth of organic material
on the stone it can be an object of carbon C™ dating. As I
have said I am not a man of Archaeological Chemistry so |
am unable to give any more details about C'* dating.

I don’t know details about C'* dating of wooden ma‘tzzriais,

Q. Whether in C* test the very object the piece of stone,
wood or brick is tested or the carbon which comes over the
same is tested?

(Sri Ajay Kumar Pandey, Advocate raised Qﬁjeeiém that this

witness 18 not expert of an carbon dating, therefore this

. question should not be allowed to be asked.)

Ans. As 1 have repeatedly stated I am not an expert of ch

- dating so I am unable to reply the details.

Q). Whether the ASI in its report, vol. 1 has based its report
also on C" test regarding periodization of different floors and

layers?

7
i S
{«}\g\%&?%ﬁ/ ‘*wwj .
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Ans, Some samples of material have been got tested by ASI
and the results of those téstsz have perhaps been taken into
account in dating the layers and floors. 1 don’t remember
instantly whether I have read such references in the ASI
report vol. 1.

Learned cross examiner drew the attention of the
witness towards para second on page 271 and 272 which
reads “The site has also proved ..... occupation of the site” of
ASI report vol. 1. Following question was asked:.-

Q. Wheihea“ the ASI has 'relied in this para on radio
carbon dating test cmézmmﬁy known as C"* for periodization
of different levels?

Ans. In ‘tﬁw.pma under question as far as [ understand the
ASI has analysed the dating of NBPW and taken into account
the dates provided by the C'* dating methods. I don’t know
whether ASI has totally relied on this test or not. [ am not
awaré whether ASI people have partially relied or totally
relied upon this C" carbon dating results,

Q. Whether C' test finding place at page 271 and page
272 of the ASI report vol.1 was carried by the AST itself or by
some other agencies?

Ans. [ am not aware in this regard.

R ”

Fesg ‘
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Q. Can you say that the conclusion deduced by the ASI

as per C'* test finding place at page 271  correct?

Ans. 1 have not been associated with the process of

analysing the material so what ever conclusions might have

~ been drawn may be corréet.

Q. Whether you have noticed any contradiction in ASI
report on the question of periodization based on C'* testing?
Ans. I am not aware of them.

Learned cross examiner drew the attention of the

 witness towards last para at page 37. and asked fblloiwing

uestion:-

Q. Whether you notice any contradiction in this para and

~ para 2 of ASI ;‘f:p%:;s’t at page 271. here at page 37 the ASI

has disagr@édfiﬁey result of C'* test and at page 271 has relied
| greed the pag

upon the same. What do you say in this regard?
Ans. As I have emphasised repeatedly that I have not
done any excavation or written a report on that and I am not

an expert of C'* dating so I am not in a position to reply this

" question, better the same may be asked with excavation

experts. My field is limited to architecture and iconography as

given in my affidavit.

V}Z’%\»“wz‘?:ﬂi{éj’im"\
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Q. The question whether any contradiction exists in the

report does not at all concern the expertise in C'*

testing, it
concerns only, the reading of the report?

| Ans. I have not gone through the report with this point
of view,

Q. Kindly indicate %Eé»s points of view, with which you
have studied this report enabling me to confine the cross
examination only to such points of view?

Ans. 1 have gone through the report with reference to
sculptural fragments and architectural remains, which is my
field of study.

Statement read and verified.
. (19-10-2006

Statement typed on my dictation in open court. Puf up

for further cross examination on 10-10-2006 .

)

oA ;?5\ ) v 4
E\?\% “%\s"’*/“ % e

QW | ( H. 5. Dubey } b

’C@mmiggmn@%
09-10 -2006
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Refam:m{fﬁ:&m:nisﬁ@iwr Sri H.S. Dubey ,Additional
District judge/Officer on Special Duty, High Court,

Lucknow

(Commissioner  appointed  vide order dated

20.09.2006 of Hon’ble Special Full Bench of Allahabad,

" High Court Lucknow Bench,Lucknow g:sas;ﬁged in 0.0.8.

No. 5/89 ( R. S. No. 236/1989) Bhagwan Sri Ram

Virajman at Sri Ram Janam Bhumi & Others Versus
Rajendra Singh and Others.

10.10.2006 O.P.W 19 R. D. TRIVEDI

( In continuation of statement dated 9-10-2006 the

- cross examination of OP.W. 19, Sn R.D. ”%:févedi,

continued on oath, on %‘:ag;:haif of Mohd. Hashim, defendant

" No. 5 in D.O.S} No. 5/89 by Sri M. A. Siddiqui,
' Adwc&té,) | “

The piiim‘&ﬁ base structure in temple complex is

:meafa.t for assembly of devotees and also performance of

certain religious rituals. . | .

Q: Is there any other use of pillared base.Mandapa

like structure in India besides its use for devotees and other

" religious activities pertaining to Hindu temple 7

. 3 i’ 5\
{")QL,’S e 7 AV
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A: T don’t recollect if there was any other use of a
Mandapa in a temple complex besides the assembling of
devotees and observances of various religious rituals.

' Q: Do you not want to reply the above gquestion as to
whether in India at-any place you have ever noticed
pillared base Mandapa like structure being used for any
other purpose except its use pertaining to temple ?

( Sri Ajav Kumar Pandey Advocate, raised the
objection to above question that this question is being
asked thrice. While proper answer of this question has been
given by witness twice. It appears that learned cross
exzmﬁm;*‘ has scarcity of relevant questions therefore in
order to waste the time of the court and witness same
question is being asked repeatedly, therefore same question
should not be aliowed to be asked repeatedly.)

( Learned cross examiner in reply to the above
question submitted that the witness is deliberately evading
to reply the question and I am pained to notice that my
friend has also said that the question has been properly
replied.)

A: T am not evading at all to reply the question as I
have understood it. T have specialised study on temples of

o _‘ P i/
Rt
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northern India and the question covers the whole of India
in the temples of which I may not be conversant.

(J: Have you 3@3*‘&%3 knowledge of rural life in India ?

( Sr1 Ajay Kumar Péﬁ@ﬁ}" Advocate raised the
objection to above question that this evidence is being
recorded only on the point of excavation report therefore
question r@i&'séng to other subjects should not be allowed to
be asked.)

(In reply to above objection the learned cross
examiner submitted that in para 10 and 11 of the affidavit
the witness has stated about Mandapa structure to be
associated with ‘E@mg}%@ and as such the question is whether
in the country Mandapa like structure are being used' or
have been used in earlier days for any other purpose except
its use pertaining to.temple. The witness is not replying this
question and he is being encouraged by my friend Sri Ajay
Kumar Pandey Advocate not to reply the question.)

A: Yes, I have some khowledge of rural life in India.

, Q: Have y@ seen ‘Baithakas’ of Thatches, Chappers,
Cow-shades, Madrsas, Varandas particularly in the country
side in the shape of g"séﬁamd% strocture ?

( Sri Ajay Kumar Pandey Advocate, raised the

objection to above question that this question is completely

R 'S
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' beyond the evidence adduced by the witness and has been
‘put to the witness only in order to waste the time of the
" court and witness and to harass him therefore such question
 should not be permitted to be asked.)

. A: T have seen some of the spaces as asked by you in
the question but they are not called a Mandapa, as far as,
know. I don’t know the éxa@ga@m@ﬁm;&mm of such spaces

prevalent in wﬁ@s parts. &éf India.

Q: Do you follow these terms viz baithaka .cow-
shades, madarsas, varanda and thatched chapper 7

A Yes [ follow these terms.

Q: If you notice a pillared base structure in your
saving of Mandapa shaped without any Garbhgriha there
how will you determine it fo be either a Mandapa
pertaining to temple or a baﬁ‘i%m%%& Vmﬁnd& cow-shade,
pathshala or a madrasa ?

A: A Mandapa is associated with the Garbhgriha of a
" temple and if the Ga@&hgz‘ﬁm is not visible it may not be
associated with a particular temple. If the construction of a
‘Mandapa as a scheme of pillars which is indicative of a
- religious structure it may be associated with a temple.

The scheme is meant here to show the arrangement of

pillars. T don’t remember whether there is any prescribed

. .
o3 i %{ .
S .
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scheme in Shilpa-text for a pillared Mandapa. As far as |
know the usage of such scheme is not prohibited for other
purpose.

Q: Are }?01; of the yiﬁw that in India all the 'I\/Easqug&}r
majority of Mosques hava %I;’:Cﬁ raised by demolishing the
Hindu temp?es; ? o

A: Some of the Mosques have been raised by
demolishing Hindu temples. I can’t say abouf: all.

I am not aware of any other Mosque in Ayodhya
except the disputed structure which was built after
demolishing a temple. The disputed structure was raised in
1528 A. D. The disputed structure, which was raised in
1528 A. D, was a Mosque.

Learned cross examiner drew the attention of the
witness towards para 12 of his affidavit. The circular shrine
mentioned in this para was constructed on the floor
dateable to 9 _,mfh century A. D. [ don’t remethber the
floor number at which this circular shrjne was noticed
during-excavation. I &m’i_mmamber whether ASI people

have mentioned any floor on which this circular shrine was

situated.
Q: Do you know that in archaeological excavation of
' ' . - Vaffpe eV
vertical shape if different structures one . - other at
. PR
. L4
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different levels are found @()Qrmg for such structure has to
. be done and such if"E@Q}g\%}be -numbered ?

A: If the ﬂoer;are found they are to be numbered as
l.:far as I know. Buﬁ in this case I don’t remember the floor
- number as stated earlier by me.

. In archaeological parlance it may be called as
' workiﬁg level, if the floor is not there. Floor and working
- level is the same thing as far as I know.

Q: Whether your perception that disputed structure
was raised after demolishing a temple is based on ASI
report only or it is based on some other material 7

A: My perception is mainly based an'ﬁxe report of
excavation conducted by the ASL |

Q: Kindly indicate the page and para where the ASI
n its repﬁﬁ has said that disputed structure was raised after
demolishing a temple. ?

Ar On being permitted by the commissioner the
“witness after going through the report (vol-1) stated that - N

~ page 272 of this report suggests the remains of pillared
| Mandagm Trcihitecmraémd sculptural fragments of a Hindu
temple jlgf;’; below the wall of the disputed structure

‘suggests the existence of a temple below the disputed

R

D . . S
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' structure. Which implies that the earlier remains of a
- temple V;mm reused after their demolition.
Q: Do y@ul feel that you have replied the above
égswa@fs'i‘é{m? |
{ Sri Rakesh Pandey raised the objection to the above
question that the witness in unambiguous terms has
mentioned page 272 where/in a conclusion of the report is
given and the witness also stated that he formed his
" opinion on the basis of this conclusion of ASI. Now there
 remains nothing to be answered by the witness but the

learned cross examiner intends to humiliate the witness as
* such he is gmiﬁng such type of question )
( In reply to the above objection the learned cross
examiner submitted that there is nothing to humiliate the
witness who has been requested to state whether the reply '
given by him replies the question. ‘Mr Ved Prakash the
~ counsel for the plaintiff whose witness is being examined

has not felt any humiéia‘tion to the witness who i§ very
' much sitting here and M. Pandey who represents another

éaﬁy has come tdrescue and protect the witness. Raising
“such iypé of Q%}j@a:ﬁon is nothing but to waste the time and % .

su ggest the witness not to reply the question properly.)

3 i’kﬂ g o ﬁ g)’ Af
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.:{ Sri Ved Prakash Advocate, submitted that since his
name has come in the above objection therefore he has to
~ say that the learned cross examiner has no r;ﬂf%%t m raise the
question that Mr. Rakesh Pandey mg’%@%@m& E@ another
- party. The court has already seen that in both the sides
there are various parties but they have common case of one
side and the other that is why the evidence is being
recorded in “§$a§éﬁg case which is to read against all the
parties to the case. Therefore Mr. Rakesh Pandey Advocate
has equal right to raise the objection )

A: Yes, [ have replied that above question.

Q: Kindly indicate the sentence or the phrase as
indicated by you at page 272 of the ASI report which say;f
about the demolition of the structure ?

A: The @@m@mi& last sentence on page 272 indicates
that all architectural fragments and other remains used
below the disputed structure were reused under it. They can
be reutilized after demolition of the earlier structure. This
part reads as “now viewing in totality .......... int the temples
 of north India”.

Q: Can you indicate the particular phraseology by
E "
which you infer t E“s@ demolition of earlier structure is

stated?
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A: The architectural members and their fragments
“utéliseé can be obtained only after demolishing the temple.
Though-the word demolition is not specifically given here.

Q: Do vyou find any difference in demolishing a
structure- by human agencies and raising another structure
‘over the same and disappearance /demolition of structure
by other causes 7 -

A: When a structure is demolished by human
agencies its members are mostly fragmentary in nature and

 their utilisation is not in the f’g}a;@mr gﬁ‘i&@@& So in the
- present case the suggestion is ?e%’ards the demolition of
earlier structures just below the disputed structure. If the
scattered mostly in their original forms. I feel that in the
present case the demolition was effected” by human
agencies. to raise. the disputed structure, The earlier
structure was demolished prior to 1528 A. D. to raise the
~ disputed structure.
It is not possible to give the exact time gap between
. the demolition of earlier structure and construction ©of the
. disputed. structure.in 1528 A. D. This time gap may be
~soon before the construction of the diggﬁe@ﬁd structure or a

few years before raising the disputed structure.-

P s :
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Q: Can vou ;;rgsws any lmit of this' few years'to be 100
y@m‘ga‘.:ﬁ@ vears, 10 years or § vears 7

( Sri Ved Prakash Advocate, raised objection to the
above question that the question is presumptive and not
based on any material. Since in 1992 the incident happened
before us we could asses the time of demolition of the
@isgmﬁ@d structure - which took 4 or 5 hours but the
i demolition which took place earlier 500 years ago nothing
can be estimated as to how much time that took in
~ demolition such question should not be allowed fo be

@E{Sé )
Ar I am mnot in a_position to give the answer of
v aaﬁ W%

stipulated U@W"gﬁ en i the question.

[ don’t find any phraseology at page 272 where it is
mentioned that the earlier structure was demolished by
human agencies. According to me circular shrine can be
dated in 9™ —10" century A. D. I have dated this structure
on the basis of analogy given in the ASI report and also on
my information that I have gathered by seeing circular
temples of that period. The plan and formation of the
~circular shrine is comparable fo other contemporary
. temples. I remember one temple known as Gargaja-

 Mahadev m;:gge at Indor Guna District { Madhva Pradesh )
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which g@mﬁit@ 'm@ earlier than the circular temple in
question. I don’t remember any other temple of this kind
existing prior to 9" century A. D. in = India. I don’t
remember instantly whether circular shrines were raised in
India after 9" —10% century A, D. I did m{r@m@mber two
days earlier also in this regard. I don’t remember whether [

o

knew this fact 2 years back or not.
- 1’0?,;4&' W

Q: You have stated . alleged circular shring to be
) : SR

dated 9" —10" century and this dating is also o<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>