
'• -, 

since 1962 to 

of Senior the 

National Museum New Delhi as 

he was promoted to 

Lecturer and remained there 

the r1""1"nnaH-ict ·""'"""''"'"'rl his MA examination in the 

year 1958 in Ancient and Archaeology 

subject from Lucknow 

1. 

I, Rakesh Datta Trivedi aged about 71 years son 

A.P. Trivedi, resident of F ""'."" 17/111, sector 8, Rohlni, Delhi, do 

hereby take oath and state as 

l\FFIDAVIT UNDER OREDER 18, RULE 4 __ Code of Ci\:!LProcedy_r_g 

Shri Rajendra Singh & 

Lala virajman & 

No. 5of1989 

!·UGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PH'· AM1Al"l>.All'. 

lUCKNOW n>::nR .e-a, UJ(:KNOW 
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and Sculptures Temple Indian 

and remained engaged in research, interpretation of 

Survey of India the deponent worked as Head of the 

service tenure during 6. 

program of Government of India. 

exchange also Monuments in 

number of Archaeological sites, Museums and 

a the deponent the Archaeotoaical Survey of 

Survey of India, New Delhi, During his service tenure in 

Archaeological 1993 as Director 

in retired in the year 1974 New 

Archaeological Survey of 5. That the deponent joined 

and West 

Czechoslovakia several museums of 

specialized 4. 
of French. Government scholarship. 

the scheme Museology in France 

Delhi the deponent underwent specialized training in 

in New 

3479 



other structures 

excavation at the dispy,ted site proves the existence of 
~--,, 

remains of massive···~ structure underneath. The 

10. That the structural and architectural remains found in 

the study and research of temple architecture and 

was connected with the deponent 9. 

instructions of the Hon'ble High Court 

under the site at on excavation 

Volumes submitted by the Archaeological Survey of India 

two went the report 8. That 

India and abroad. 

in various journals of Art and culture 

number of Articles and research papers pertaining to 

has also written a as the consort Siva. 

also with· Parvati 

Perveti" Published by Agam Kala "Iconography 

titled as written 

series of Architectural Survey of Temples. In Addition the 

of India in the by 

the Prstihers Period in Central J,r;dfa""which has been 

titled as 'Temples r. 

3480 
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13. That the Architectural and "''"'"·"!-'''"'' 

pranala 

pattern, architectural pieces 

remains like l"1akar"' 

in foliage 

with Patra-Lata or 

mentioned here that Pushkarini is associated with Hindu 

temples. 

(Pushkarini) 

It may be 

remains water 

the Rama 

it are ~"~"-'"''°'"''"' 

encountered 

the pillared structure facing has a Vart-rnarqa 

(Pranala) on the northern side to serve as an outlet for 

water which is found in temples. To the east 

back earlier to 

the existence a big Mandapa. 

12. That in the Southern side of the disputed structure, the 

and front side on lateral 

was 

surface of 

much bigger area 

further proves 

structure which was 

them fully, other partially and a 

exposed (some of 

of them traced in 

50 

is found 

existence of an and pillar bases further indicate 

3481 
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temple remains were Mosque which establishes 

affidavit is true nh,..,,.,....,,,.,...,."' of the· original book plate 

XCVI re-erected pnlars of Qutub 

Tarapcrewalla sons 

Brown titled as "Indian 

by D.B. 

Private Limited, 

remains of 

1 of 

15. That 

(ratna) pattern and ceiling slab carved with lotus relief, 

pieces of broken amalaka, qhatapaltava pillars, 

fragmentary foliage and flora' carvings, Shrivatsa mark 

carved on stone in low relief, carved bricks with Ardha 

ratna and rope design; all are indicative of a 

temple repertoire. 

carved with diamond 14, That the architectural 

definiteJy belong to some earlier temple structure, 

portion of brick wall reused in diamond) 

bhadraka-tvpe pillar part of an octagonal 

pillar carved with foliage pattern, architectural piece 

carved with alternating· padma ratna (lotus and 

orthostats and kalpa-valii 

3482 



15 to 17 are 10 to 13 

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

do T 
J.r 

sculpture of Divine similarity to 

indicate' 

plate 

S.P, Tewari published 

on Antho'oqica' Verses, book Hindu 

of the original 4 

1998-99 a 

Archaeology 

No. 3 
~ 

affidavit is true 17, 

also & 2 of 

1 

is true 

' 
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at 

understands the contents of this affidavit which have been 

deponent that he satisfied myself by examining 

Lucknow, I have 

Sri Aja Pandey 

Trivedi Sri 

before me on Solemnly 

Advocate 

Lucknow 

to me. above in 

Datta I 

me God. 

concealed, So he!p material has false and 

true to my knowledqe based on record. No part of it is 

7 
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state 
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on 
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one come 

out is not a case 

to a 

( 

of structure itself which 

members 

are ignored for a while 

was noticed 

were 

were were 

were structures 
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It was not 
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at 

to ( 

you 
cross 

for about 300 

Ujjan 

from 

to 

east 

known today 

heydays 

Narmada in. 

·12 

::JSfJ2 



stone 

study 

Nagbhat, Bhoj, 

to 

· I am not aware 

( 

as 

13 

,3503 
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·vvere constructed . 
the 

Temples 
O'YVIl. 

name is noticed 

-:12th 

of ASI 

me. I course 

14 
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is a 
term 

case of 

is the name of style known ori 

some 

names 

rules 

Is 

15 
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l 

· portion. By narrow 

narrow 

16 

arc of 
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on 
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one after the other. 

. . I 

on 
continued 

S. 
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over two invasions. were 

to 

about .. 200 years 

book as 

hook. 

of these 

to 

to 

answer of 

can give the 

I 

book 

after consulting my concerned I can tell. 

·19 
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it 

as can 

of 

Chandellas were also 

exact date. couple years, I don't rememner 

I. am 

yr • xanauj 

not 

20 
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The 

[6 

or not The region ruled by 
his father 

a 

is no name 

was a 

Di.After 

50 years or 100 

I 

4 words find 

two 

16 of his statement towards last 

(Shikher) etc. I wall 

21 
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I is 

it was over 

dynasty'. I don't 

heard the name 

were 

major factor 

't of 

over 

over I 

22 
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of 

was 

vogue 

? 

Do you mean 
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or one 

the 

is 

area 

3514 
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to 

I 

were 1 

Solanki sub-style of 

temples. This sub-style was prevalent in Medieval times in 

of Medieval 

to . I 

sub-styles of 

the 

I have 

25 
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sanctum 

is 

near 

Orissan 

arc common are 

all 

conunon are common 

features are 

26 

I . 
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on 

]\To 

types 

were 

arcnnecturat formations. 

as other is round 

'D. 

is 

27 
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~v ..... ..,J ..... Besides 

other 

are 

' beginning develops 

0.0.S No. 

d 

continued on 

cross 

i ' 

'· ', 
28 
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( 

I am not aware 

a 

stated 

In 

are 

29 
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) 

us 

examiner ( 

( 

surrounded 
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is 

( 

name 

same as 

objection 

to 

( 

31 
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like 

south. 

cases temples some 

some areas 

( 

? ; 

I 

. I 

32 
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as 

I . 
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C.? 

to 

to 

33 
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as 
means 

some of 

statement rs 

I 

are 
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is 

on 

means 

are 

'Shilpa' of temnies. 

or Patra-Lata 

an 
are 

an I 

35 
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means means 

means 

water is common to 

on 

•, •, one can 
I • 

36 
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m 

is 

rs common to 

the 

as it rs not 

37 
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.... 
I , 

0 

( 

on 

38 
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on 
cross 

( 

( R. S. 

on 

39 
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originated 
irn0lc'"""~ , bronzes 

Griva 

text as 

'• ·-· I . 

40 

other 
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can I 

assume 

are ten am not aware 

me. I have never tried to count the number of Goddesses. I 

one Goddess 

are 

one broad 

are 

no concern 

3531 
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consort of is 

to not seen 

I 

as 

r , '1 

I can 

I ' 
I 

across 

come 

42 
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one 

Varahi, 

consorts. 

lS 

43 
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on one cart 

even 
or four 

on can be 

alone. Ishvari 

without 

are 

lS 

is 

1S 

44 
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is 

cross 

the 

~) 
; 

as 

( 
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of 
is 

as associated 

-vvere 

means a 

of the 

name 

46 
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of 

it is that the 

As 

we come across 

It is true 

am 

1§ 

on 

47 
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H1 

'! '• 

I 

layer 

48 
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come My 

it 

as periodization. 

of Archaeology, 

""''°"'"'11""H."'' of common 

""''""''"'''"' architecture and H"•r..nAnr.,.<>o/>!~;.,;J 1-!">a?<'.>TA•'A I am not aware 
. of n.Jio1c!>t·!-i.Ar dating of 

"'"T'""' ·""' architecture 

this sense I know archaeology. 
..., ••••.• ,..,.,, .• ,..., r-t- ... >r ... i-1nw.o. is 

oath, on hP>!"•"'1·i- of Mohd. 

No. 

As I 

0-2006 the cross 
continued on 

( In continuation of "'~"''r"'"''""""'"t" 

examination of O.P.\V. 19 

5/89 ( R. S. Lucknow Bench.Lucknow uassec 

Bhagwan 

Others Versus 

Beforer-Commissioner 

49 
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,. 

'°'!"""'"'"' ... "" raised 

has already been 
P~1i"!1f'>r tnererore same n<u1:.c1·11nn ,-,H.,JU•.U not be ''°''"''"'"""'in-<"•rll 

a 

or or common 

I , ····, enough to 

the a structure 

a structure ,,,.,,., .. to·in<'.' to 

other structure. of a temple complex it 

opinion 

its 

of 

I 

of a co nun on 

are 

architecture IS 

of a 

50 

3540 



or not 

are 
ASI 

drawing 

except to 

objects that some 

reports have been 

this 

of photographic 

I 't that 

Have you 
i-\.SI report submitted 

Yes. 

volumes of 

in a position to recognise the of above other two 

structures, 
I have read excavation report It is two 

a structure 

elimination I am not 

I am able to recognise the 

or of it, it means that by process 

opinion on give 

to me, I can recognise Ans, It depends on the structure 

the ·rernains of the temple structure 

that 

51 
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four things are not 

.... "n•us is not possible. 

and it can be ,-.o::;.,.l~nr> rln+.n.-PJ 

Only wood is "'~·cr,':i'Yll'll" OIJH:~C~t, 

organic metal 

I . 
1, •• 

other objects which can carbon. dated? dated 

eliminates 

can be carbon 

excavation, whereas the 

of the objects found in 
w·.,:q·n,q,r there are ,-op.·1-t-0111n Q. 

Whether ""'"'""''""" 

dating the layer 

method, is now 
r!".l-tn~nr is 

layer 

I am aware of dating the are 

noticed 

52 
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"c14 01 - an 

objection that. this 

therefore this 

C14 test piece of stone, 

is tested or the , ... , .... 1"'r""' which comes over the 

.. Q. 

C14 dating. am unable to give more ""'"''"u."'"' 
~ 

I know details about C14 '~"'t-'""'"" of wooden materials. 

I am not a man of so I 

it can on 

is produced 
inorganic -i-n<::~'.t""~·1Q1 If 

Ans. 

asked.) 

come on a stone piece, Q. If certain amount 

whether carbon dating is ,,,,"-'~'''-''"' 

Kumar Pandey Advocate 

53 
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objection 

perm itted to be 
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I am not aware 

or 

some 

1, •• 

I • 

relied or totally aware whether ASI 

relied upon this c14 r><n•nr,n r!•:>T1r1,n; 

test or not I am not on 

account 

of different levels? 

on 
i,.-,....,....,~~,.,.,. as 14 for periodization 

of 

of the Learned cross 

L 

taken into results of those 

Ans. Some samples of material have been got tested by ASI 

54 

the ASI 
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same with excavation 

iconography as 

on that I amnot 

this 

' done 

not I 

page 271 has relied 

say this regard? 

attention of the 

asked following 

Learned cross 

witness towards last 

I run 

on 
contradiction in ASI 

the process 

have 

correct? as 

55 
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-2006 

on Put up 

and verified. 

examination only to such points 
I have gone through the reference to 

...,..,,,..,+"''"" '"'' fragments and remains, which is my 

field of study. 

confine the cross 

which you view, Q. Kindly indicate the 

have studied this 

of 
I have 

testing, it 

in the 

56 
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other 
use 

performance of 

lS pillared 
meant for assembly of devotees 

religious 

A. 

( continuauon of 

Others. Rajendra Singh 

Sri 

R. 

'• '• 
I • 
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I arn 

to 

same 

cross 

is being 

( 

for 

ever noticed 

use of a was I 

5B 
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( 

natcnes, Chappers, 

country 

A: 

used in earlier 

structure to be 

"""'"'"'!"·•"'"'"' is whether 

are being used' or 

except 

is not repl:y:Jng this 

the 

11 of the affidavit 10 

objection learned cross (In reply to 
PVGtrl'Ht'IPW submitted 

has stated 

of excavation report therefore 

,,HV'Ul."1! not allowed to 

being this evidence objection to above 

recorded only on 

Y!U'¥cH<VH relating 

raised Ajay ( 

') 

whole of 

59 
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a 

a 

,,~U''-"'''''iJ'-" as a ~>V•.••"°'H<V 

-"'·'·•N·-~ ... ~ structure it 

there 

If you 
'""-"!]"'" of Mandapa ._.,,..n_,,..,,,, u1:,1th.n.ut 

Yes I follow these terms. 

these terms baithaka .cow­ 

thatched cnanner 'I 

Do you 

0 ..... ~,_,,.._,,", madarsas, 

are the question but 
' . 

by you A: I have seen some 

such question court 

the 

60 
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structures one other at shape 

was 

floor number at which this circular shrine was noticed 

on the floor 

remember the 

was raised 

""'''-'""'""'· The d,..., ...... ~0r1 °1'•·-,.,-.-t-,,, e- "" was raised in 

disputed 1528 

after structure 

I am not aware 

been raised of 

A" 

Mosques 

Hindu temples ? 

"'•'' the Mosquesor 

demolishing the 

Are 

a as I 

61 
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disputed a the 

structure the 

) stated that going through the 

the 

where the 

') or it is 

on ASI was 
structure 

same thing as . level is 

· working level, if 

as 

far as I 

structure has to 

62 
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cross ( 
' 

is 

( 

63 

3553 

r , ., 

I • 



structure is demolition of you infer 
,/ 

They can 

structure. This 

disputed structure were 

sentence on 

,..,./ 

of the ASl report which says 
structure? 

indicated by you at 

sentence or phrase as 

to 

against an the recorded in leading case which is to 
'"'"'"1°1"""''"'' to the case. 

JS why is being the other 

common case of one are 

another that 

The 

the learned cross examiner has no right toraise the 
<.,-· 3<•',,.. 

come to name 

, '( Ved 

64 
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gap 

.,~, ... .,.~"'"" structure or a soon 

It is not possible to give 

to 

to 

case 

scattered mostly 

case the suggestion 

agencies 

over the same 

given here. 
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on on 
structure 

it is 

to 

can be 

objection to the 

not 

., .s.. s, ................ , .e a- happened 

the 

the 

Ved Prakash Advocate, 

m~e:smm that the .... u ...... ..,_,., 

material. 

above 

:50 years, 10 years or 5 years? 

of 100 you give 

ss 
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can we say that 
"f"AP'>'Y1'C>YH'"'' a ·•"%'.>lr'TH''"''>r 1/t:>·n·-,•MiA na>!Hlnf~<C' to a as 

\Ne 

such .,,,. 1'"'"' and later such .,,c,~ -.- • .i."'0 

plan 

is also on your 

earlier also 

me 
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I 

· rnore or less 

are 

J.1,_s I have 
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or 

to 

seen 

? 

is 

69 
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'! 

at no 

are 

U<l?.i.>.HPW< which 

Ar'1'11f-'1't"i" of H•'-'''-~"-"''· ... ''~' 

There are 

so on? 

of 

is 

Is there some 

temnies on the basis 
dating of 

portion The sequence 

so 
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on 

no or on 

me , It is 
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also 

The Gargaja Mahadev y,.,,,.,,., .... ,.,,. 

Mandapa is 

5/89 o.o.s 
5, on 

cross 

No. 236/1989) Bhagwan 

•''-"'~UH L»Hi.%UU &. 

( R. S. 

Ram 

dated 20.09.2006 
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it is 

1S 

It's 

inscription engraved on 

size of circular 

.., ... ,~ .... ~,,,.. shrine as far as 

I the 

Mahadev temple. I don't 

deviations are 

a Hindu norm 

is A: Between Grabhagriha 

as 

as 

of closely 
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As 

to 

self 

inscription on 

instance but I got it • 

0A: 
I have 

am not an 

the 
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the 

A: I 

of any 

or so I 

with 

I am not an 

same on the 

are or 

dating of above 

I article or 

I 

seen 

above 't 
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D. 

It 

? 

to 

to 

site 

the same 

temple located 

another 

H 

dating the 
'- 

into also 

76 



come 

I • 

1, -, 

.common 

lS 

? 

said to found 

belongs 

alleged circular Whether 

77 
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) is a 

assigned 

names condition of 

is visible 

to this 

rn no question 
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an octagonal 

found 

Plate no .. 39 

lintels or door jambs of a temple. The same piece is shown 

over is 

temple to 

In volume Il of 

shows a been partly chiselled. 

one rn 

no. 15 shows the 

the other, the 

· another foliage decoration. 

fragments with temples, It illustrates a pillar showing Ghaat 

Pallava at the base, foliage coming out at a pot The upper 
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-2006 11 

( 

on 
for further cross examination on 

court Put 

lotus medllion and architectural member carved with ratna 

no. or 
over the base portion of the 

3570 
I • 

'• •, 



myself. 

they are to be 

are 

of 

'·"· I . 

on oath, on behalf of 

statement continuation 

Others.) 

20.092006 

High 

(R. S. 

Court, 

81 
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m 

'·'·'"'H"~"·' seated on lower part of 
r•nn1l'''"'"' are under 

Ghat 

and no. 81 

plate no. 79 shows rechiseled lotus ~· .. .,1i-r0····~-. and plate no. 80 

small niches. Plate 

on no. 

addition to the yesterday I will 

of Flt~'-'"'"'k" .• ""F'''''"' illustration and give 

this question. Otherwise it is not possible for me to 

some more I can published 

v 
together negated.I shall not a position to any 

thing independently. I have already given yesterday the 

on of ilie 

source 11 I and nature 

3572 
i ' 
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most 

m are 

have 

ASI 

as 

1S 

representing a 

seem 

111, 

90; 95, 96, 97, 

no. plate no. 

shows lotus petals design and foliage pattern respectively. 
v 

no. 86 and 87 door jamb with semicircular pliaster, 

shows no. of a of a 

a 

is shown 

83 
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above question that the witness 

objection on the 
Ql.-;:.arl·u stated that two 

( 

? 

side as side corner of shikhar 

1) has got 

another figure visible the said figure. You have stated 

these are one. whether in the 

As I have already stated yesterday and ev9n earlier 

repeatedly that the Bhumi is utilised at the Karna 

of a a VVH<U<''>#• 

in' this no 

objection that the Ajay ( 

1s installed on the Q: Whether 

surface of the corner oftemple ouucma structure? 

L 

Learned cross attention of the 

on page B 

84 
I • 

•, ., 
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remote structure as I 
"""'..-1 ........ ct""i-'"'"'.""''"t while asked by 

or to 

structure ? 

the lower one 

A: As 

thing again 

narmnz en the same 

The learned asking one 

11?ade to confuse the witness by repeatedly effort is 

question is irrelevant and an 

in figure 59 are part same object figures 

85 
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as 

the 

l/ No. 15 and tpe witness to the figure marked as reg. 

asked.) 

come itself In these 

come on 

side tracking. The 

replied- 

question by applying the method 

objection submitted that the witness is deliberately evading 

cross to the above 
I 

\ 
J 

the 

been asked 

( 

? 

it 

parts of a Hindu 

1,.:., 

I . 

86 

3576 



are cross 

( the 

seen some text 

I 

this well earlier 

a reference m this 

') 

religious text come across 

,.. .... ...._ . ...., ........ significance. 

·whether you 

temple and 

Adhisthan or wall portion of the '""114'"""" 

This also adds to the h."'"'"*°'" of 

is generally fitted on angles. . the same object from 

same and show A: These two figures are one and 

. following question.- 

Q: Are both these figures one and same ? 

asked is just above figure 

87 
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is no question of So at the not be 

it can is 

got any mark of religious significance ? 

said Q: 

pillar. 

base of the drawings. The lower one is plan 

the 

was shown to 

59 ( page 1'21 

stated on 

extreme at 

the same sense. 

the above two ioined together, Some J 

are sentences 

These are two 

I 

.. u.,,~,~,.- He has not come 

English literature I n-r0rnr'n.0?· therefore such question should 

be """""'''.,"!~ ·•1"1",::i·rll 

the exam m 

( 

the to I • 

lj •, 

88 
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0 

on 
on 

temple to form its ceiling. 

is 

place? 

the ,....,,~.""''"'" 

temple building, if so 

angles. The lotus flower carved as shown the drawing has 

as 

89 
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'foliage decoration'. These 

also. 

three terms 'foliage ,...,.,,f-t-~-. e-e -a ' 'foliage design' and 

used by me 

r 
religion but I have some 

religion. I am not 

on 

statement 

( 

of 
dated 20.09.2006 

High Court 

J I 

1, •, 

90 
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it 

regard 

those on a 

( 
\ 

no. 

shaped design on the you notice Q: 

other not represent beings and 

object as far as I know. 

It is 

a stylised facial 

Q: 

A: 

i"ll'li"'•'"'\!'!'1"'"' of foliage a 

pattern joined by a 

foliage. I have 

is meant 

meant a 

lotus medallion is 

'Ghata 

the same sense. The 

91 

3581 



the building ? 

outlet of water. 

is an no. 23. 

such decorations common parlance the common people 

a can not so 

sides there lintel in 

this decorative supporting any 

0u•·"'-P"'·"" design over 

wooden decoration. These are mere decoration here. 

this question is common use 

the 

be 

disputed 

foamed ( Learned cross examiner 
•,;., 

J ' 

question 

92 
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it 

he has not seen. 

( 

some 

I have not seen 

aware 

I am not 
? 

Q: Whether not sort of decoration 

in pranalas used temples and other ..,.,., ...... u .. ~~" except this 

Q: of decorations are 

noticed pranalas ? 

A: I am not aware of ''i•f-11-C->•·-'"''""1" 

even 
Q: 

93 
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06 

on ) ( 

it 

or 

design pranala 

he 
( 

say pranala having 

to have some 

e , ':1 

I • 

I floral motifs on 

a position. 

not noticed 

sol am 

f\: I have never 

can 

94 
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same 

is 

( 

name is 

I not seen these 

........ "'"''.klL'W. raised objection to 
should not be 

. . ( 
? 

common building would 

buildings also, except no, 't 

A: I have seen these motifs 0""'1''"""'11hi represented in the 

other 

following question. 

ASI 
I 

'-"''-'A•U'V'""' plates of volume II 

asked 

continues on 

95 
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I have come across some 

Hindu seen Besides 

reason 

these 

other 
I 

come across 

Plate no. 

shows rechiseled 

"""~~·'"''""''~ ). These 

foundation 

,_,,.,,,,....,.~."' ? 

A: Plate no. 

A: I 

') 

seen I As I 

96 

3586 
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I 

objects narrated here A: I have seen 

? 

come 

or 

I have stated that 

88, 97, 103, 104 to 
uP.1ct·p1rri•::i1"t1 have 

plate no. 84, 85, 86, 

11 

cmne across 

any such 

the 

come across 

Hindu temples? 

I am 

of 

3587 
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sources so I am 

temples? 

ever come across or 

objects 

as 

I 

seen 

? 

seen 

seen I 

so is 

98 
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these 

volume I. 

attention the 

I 

are 

going 

earlier. 

of 
motifs on some 

so I am not in a position 

except on the 

I have also 

regard earlier. ·stated in 

opmion 

are related to any 

objects for which 
are available as 

hH'1rt"Oi-u-.n of the 

of ASI report 

sources. 

other than Hindu 

3589 

objects being 

,_..,,,,,P'""""'· I not come across 
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of description but 

basis 

as other 

r!PCt~lctfinn,n given against these 

given. 

""'""'""" Il 011 

objects. 

no. 1 

100 
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13=10-2006 

be concluded. 

on 

or not 

as ' to any 

3591 

I . 
r , '• 



These stones to construct 
are not 

utilised as 

or. it is a foundation 

,..., ...... .ca 2 that sorne of the 

It is not 

or 

In of use 
to use or not the causes, it 

"'VJ. !tiil!U~,u OD oath, on 

No. behalf 

Sri M. Siddiqui, Advocate.) 

a ouuomg 

cross 

( 

OF JUDICATURE AT fN THE HON'BLE lUGH 

102 
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a 

a arc 

site 

orstmaursnes a ,_,,u,_. .. ,.,, s , H remote 

On the basis of the other ~·"""''"'""'· .,.,,, 
r!H:,rrn,•·p,r,:.•fi at the site 

members found at 

a· Hindu temple. 

of a 

of a Buddhist 

· is no difference 

Buddhist and a Hindu temple 

l don't think that 

sanctified. It is 

.>.v ..,.u or at any 

not seen 

Buddhist temples, 

whether such ¥11"".l .rn-."\Pt'1ff 

of a temtue, 

can 
With the demolition ofa """', -s- ..,,...,. s , ,,, 

of no.28, 

aware of the fact 

temnte was '"'""''·'V""'~A,.,,, ... or had fallen on 

3593 



I 

the 

Generally, 

I . 
'• '1 

of the pillars. 
nr""""''""' ,...., .... , ..... -.,. excavation at 

as-Pillared 

these can be 

the 

··104 
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I 

you see cannot say 

said that regarding other 

. On 13.10.2006, 

or not. 

Garudadhwaja dated has its ASI 

as . I 

an 

of 11 to 

of temple 

""'~·0•·1''"'ic'r"" ' I have dated the said ,,.,....,,,.,,~"'""'._.·:.·.1-.~· ... or a s, ' of a Hindu temple 

date a structure 

evidence 
of 

answer since J am 

11-1 Century AD and 
• d 

"""'+nr•c. of 

. The pillared mandapa is uu&.au.1.11.1 

at 

was more or floor 
answer 

105 
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l 

x 

Sunni 

'-'V''''"''~··"'""·''"" a comparative study 
secuiar buildings. 

It is in favour of one 

of the litigation. Since I am an exnert of North .. Indian Hindu 

not of other oalaces etc, 
l 

therefore I have 

to suggest a wrong It is 

one or 

more 

3596 
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first of 

the suggestion that 

of the Sultanate I 

Sultnate period. I also 
ntiTOl"'i<Hl'irl·H'!. Aibak was not the 

Although I am 

that Quttubuddin 

I agree 

I 

Sultanate period is ~~v e., ,,. ., •. ,. 

'"""'r·1n.n1 started during the period of 

PVr\01 .... - of Islamic history, I can 

as 

J ........... .,.Fi.., of the ASI' s 

the ASI's r1""''""''""''.,,,...,, 

.. as 

.., ..... A'-' ... "· The 
,...,,.,,., ,,..,.i VI. 

ASL 
to 

I can say 

nomenclature 

.As I reco Hect, 
as I rPt111Pt'Yih("Y 

I) 
0h •:n"it-P.?c do 

I cursorily 

some 

the 

the findings or 

the 

of the same 

107 
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the 

structure was 

structure was 

r1 ... ,. .... ,..., the 

its 

I am not aware as to 

its 

is recited in 

is 

fate medieval. I 

r"lllC'N°"t'''U of these 

history. Period 

l) 

because there is no orsuncnon "'"'1··0'"''""" 

centuries. period 

as referred by AS! 

level. 

A.D., as have studied Ancient .s.a ""°'·"u' ....... ,"'., .... -v r 

of 

108 
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in Vol C at 

demolished before the construction 

summary which ASI's report, are c.s e. _ _,.,,.,v ..... 

suggests a Hindu 

of ASI's 

there 

to me 

of a Hindu 

109 
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1 

in 

the 

am not aware 

AD. or 

nothing which is indicative of the fact 

there is is true that in 

distinctive features found associated with the temple of 

any such 

Q. ls it correct to say that the last lines of the aforesaid 

sentence of 

concluded ASL 

page 
structure as has 

the 

's 

110 
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on as to 

1 

I 

the 10 of 
AS rs 

. above but on other portions of the 

on 
pnor 

i 11 

I . 
'· '• 

3601 



a 

meter 1 

I am not an 

17 rows :> 

their 

on the basis of 50 

regarding existence of 

·""""'""'""" is 

me 

on 11 

112 
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16. 

construction 

'113 

3603 
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have been 

U.P., 

on 

cross 

( 
\ 

AT 

3604 

r • '1 
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including drawings, I 4.... ....... , 

details of pillar . drawn, are based on ASI report. 

are furnished in 

sure 

might 

A.D. Said again, 
estimated size of the garbhagrah of 

the 

were not <!A-""'a!c~"-~H 

uac_,,_,,,...,,, ..... area. By now I 

bases no.25 to are 

ah'".:l1r!.i1TH> of figure 

. depicted. It is 

figure. count 

as I can 
reliance on figure 

put 

inference, I 
of the ASI's 

For on 
such an 

sides 

of the 

south north 

115 
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to 

or 

across 

not come 

., .. , nn·n '""' 0 f 

I have 

not 

east. i am not sure 

extending to 
It is CO.lTCCt 

""'"''"'·'"""'""''''· starting 
There is a ,.,,,..,.,,.,.,.i .... i-.n.. 

pillar 

.L ..... ,,, .. ,., .... P""· which might existed at the site in dispute. The 

garbhagrah would have located of the aforesaid 

PB-31, PB-37, PB-43 and PB­ 

the length of 

PB-7, PB-10, 

such being lacking 

disclose the size of the 

figure 3A the existence of 

. PB-15~ PB- 22, PB-25, 

in one 

3606 



I I mean a 
of temple. Since 

excavated. 

has not been 

it is a 

are ·not a 

I mean a 
affidavit, I 

existence of 

""""'''"'···,.·""''"" of 'garbhagrah' 

I have inferred 

of these pillars. 

on 

the site 

are visible plates nos.Sz 

same pillars 

seem to 

such 
indicate that the 

although they 

The 

o:n the surface 

size assess 

3607 

I I 
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its 

,.,, ..... 01"••n,-.'l'•r.;n of 

the 

16. 

years older to 

l I 

17 too was 

west 

its 

· structure 
disputed 

A.SJ. 

I have 

The description of 

bases funned 

bases 

Massive structure, as 

of the 

3608 

I . 
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found 

of 

not to an 

of Ayodhya 

oeronaec to the 

I 

11 

can go 

can go the 

the 

might sub-period 
P<'>4''rnr;.: A.D.? 

AD . 

end of the 

·119 

3609 
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I . 
1, •• 

excavation, so 

You have 

of the 

I cannot answer 

am an 

gone through the said anncncrxs 

therefore, I cannot say that an the """''""'''" are there regarding 

that I 

are 

ASI in its report has any where given the floors of 50 pillar 

to recollect whether are on the same floor or 

the this 

be on 

120 
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were 

it correct to 

as on 

4 or not. I 

was 

to 67 

the 

I 

bases were found, 
details of the 

same as given 

A, I think, I am not .,,,,,.,,,.,,-"''"'''~ 

I , nn·nncn;, 011 the Said pillar 

"'''""'H"'"""''"' the details 

1, '• 

about 

i2i 

3~511 



cm 

court. Statement 

an 

same not 

bases could are 

same sense. 

It is not contradictory atl ...,,.,,,.,,u,_,,·.,"' I have gone through 

cursorily 1 have 

be contradicted by your statement given today. 

on 
bases only .I

., 
·' 

·122 
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I , 
r , '1 

No. 

of authored a 

not heard about 

I have not studied 

on 

0.0.S N0.5 OF 

(RS. No. I l 

3614 



I read the English 

a little bit of 

no.289 C- 1S at 

the said society. I 

I ' 
i 

is a reference to 

was published 

K.V. Ramesh 
one 

I 

125 
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at 

as 

I 

statement at 

name occurs 

It is correct to 

not 

I arn 

foot 

l 

1~?6 

3616 
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It is 

it 

cannot 

17. I 

wall 17. I 

a 
'"""'"H'1"Ftl.~>'!'U-,,Vi of wan no, 16 

I 

100 years 

or ..,_,,_,. e.s.e.a a, 

noJ7 f-n·;•-n·;·,c•fi 

the •Y•<c•CC'1!1;17'-"' .-:--t•n1,-.-t1'H'A 

12? 

3617 
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length base would of 

Jhopara 

existence. 

have 

Perc:y Brown 

pillars visible in it arc not 

pillars to support 

of 

Generally the 

I have not seen 

some 
of 

said 
I 

alleged pillar 

four When you are not aware 

128 

3618 
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are on 

roof of the 

same book of , figure plate No. 
clear. 

it is 

the mosque shown 

are x2 

a 

129 

3619 



•t ,, 
I I 

! 

soon before the carving were got 

cannot 

I 

same 

to me but it appears 

is an The 

was 

were re-used 

were 

were of 

the ceilings 

the ceilings 

on same 

3620 



same ·are on 
the photographs 

the 

could 

roofs are 

said Mosque. area 

seen the Qutub Mosque 

The design 

131 
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not be 

132 

3622 



no. Plate 

that the 

l 

own 

'• •., 
I • 

on 

the 

ALLAl:IABAD, LUCKNOW BENCH LUCKNO\V 

0.0.SNO. 5 

No. 

133 

3623 



us 

figure 1 of plate design decoration 

are 

common parlance ·it can 

~~ ... ~·u~'"·au, but 

base. There is 

I of plate 

temples, this base. 

not 

pillar. Although scale is 

could 

of 

joint is 

square part of the 

sixteen sided 

is usually 

the above book states xxxy 
l 

The capital 

g·nt,,,,P.<:-or to of a 

no. 

same and· similar with a XXXIV 

a 

of some Hindu temples and reused this Mosque. The 

vv• .... ..__,, ... in figure 1 of plate ~XXV of the pillar 

were the 

134 

3624 
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of 

it is 

ratna 

I 

northern India. I 

no. XXXIV and 

<·V,.JL'-<1'''-' and <"C»•r<C;,'H 

whether these n•"'"'"' 

were pillars of a .,. ,_,., .. ~ s a ~""""' 

.. ·. 
I • 

is 

not exactly 

. Said again 

ardha-ratna that I 

an base, 

as I see it is 
the 

on one side 

n""'1"-'"'~'-"•·nr, .... r, design) visible on 

motif this 

sides the 

this motif It is 

·135 
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an 

a 

as to since I 

lintels 

fragments stored in .I saw 

is of a 1, 

The building visible as sacred by Hindus and Muslims 

was 

were 

that I have seen 

The pillars roof of the 

I 

or other religious places of 

is or is not used in Mosques 

.., ..... ""·'"",·"·"· No other motif is 

not 

3626 
I . 
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was constructed 

additions to it 

was 

and 

as "Delhi 

posted at 

aware 

A.D. I am not 

this I know when these fragments were lying 

Sultan Ghari building was constructed 

137 

3627 
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had not century, 
. figure .1 of plate 

you have 

additions and datable to l 

special features 

I 

Sultan Ghan 

However, J do not remember 
,,...,,,, • .,.-i- .• "'"'""r! in his book about 

was 
Ll" century. The 

on 

as 

are several 

'138 

3628 I . 
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It is 

Vll, there 

or 1, •• 

I • 

Ghatapallava, 
VH1'1r~r'ti~1u"<:!I at 

the nature of 

Building, figure no. I,. In 

is also of l 

side, 

I 

now I am 

,-1H:w·n1·,11"" to I l th 00Frh"'""'' 

the 

special studied 

notes after having inspected and 

of the 

A 1 had not taken 

139 
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figure 

is no 

no.I, 

building is not 
.,._,M,.+,. .. e-e on the arches ~H'"""" 

I 
rP->'-r1 P•n"!. ir\0•·r that 

nnnrcssron for 

of the said ouuamg 

Since the 

you not 

were of 1 lth 

Is it correct to 

no.I of plate no. 7, 
11th At 

not remember 

building is not a 

structure over 

The 

3()30 
r , '• 

I . 



The 

These pillars 

on 

1, '1 

I • 

as I can guess. 

on page 88/3 rests on 

bases may 
The are 

on 
is resting 

,.,,."''"'1-••u.n1-•r.< .... of the said 

been made 

Roof of the building 

I 

2 no.I 

141 
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I cannot imagine 

of height of 



visible features, it 
,,.,,,,,,1,..,,.,.,,,,. to a Hindu used 

<:>rt'~1,.,.,"<P~'nP1:.,.l" of 

appears that· the 

a mosque and 

'buildings .general other 

use of such .., a.r a e.e.a ,., 

about the Hindu 

temples about the 

I have visited 

l on page 

the 

not such placed as is 

type of decoration. I 

are 

it is a 

Cr'tiCl•<">i-·1,-,, "'"'"'r<l'•rll of 

the basis of the 

pillars and the decorations in 

nomenclature to 

foliage design. 

,._.,,""' e as.a a.a Architecture, I 

the lower 

of the said pillars, 

base. 

142 
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.. ·, 

open court Statement 

was 

rows. It appears 

no.112 

when the said 

and they are large 

I mean 

143 

3633 



were 

structure. As 

Of x.ama-vai 

foundation 

served 
as I 

some 
rAh::>.1•r,::•rl to 

I 

,.,,_,,..,,.,,"""""'""' on 

"'··'""'' ..... e.s.s Board of 

O.P 

oath, on of 

U.P., by Shri Zafaryab 

3634 
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or 

13 of 

I can answer 

I 

1 

l 

own, was 

or so. I cannot 

it was 

foliage 

I 

3635 
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us on 1 

not 

as a 

I 

seen 

3636 
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are 

of 

1S 

r , '• 

is 

no.Io. 

as I 

same 

was 

on 

( 

]47 

3637 



you 
no.I". Which one of these 

was found 

or 

stone 

was found in D-7 

7 

lS 

3638 



i ' 

'• ', 

to 

is never 

lt is correct to as 

water 

of 
used 

So stone 

the walls" courses 

serve as 

courses 

are 

3639 



is 

it is 

site, it was on 

or of 

or 

foundation and not 

same This 

temple 

no. as 

stone 

same 

3640 
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or 

i ' 

'• .•, 

or 17. 

no.Io 

was 

stone. 

is a full 

6 or more, It is 

stone [cannot 

the 

A As I 

to 6 

constructor, 

The size of 

or used 

stone a is no 

151 
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and 

l 

wall, 

I answer 

3642 
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17 

site. I cannot I am not sure as I no.I? 

l~ on 

no. 16? no.I? 

slab Is it Q, 

In the plate 51, the structure visible is the foundation of 

wan no.16 alone. 

same 1 of plate 

same same I can 
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figure are dear. The 3 round 
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visible m 
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Special Full . of 

1 11 

High Court 

1 
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at 

of 

333C1/2 to paper 

the visible of the pillar resting over 
. · photographs. 

you mean 

my affidavit as 

the excavation 

or not? 

like the pillar 

is 

333Cl/2,.to 

of northern Indian 

1C""""e""'1"' architecture. 

no. 333C are 

no. 

no. 82 83 in ASI volume similarity is in 

base of these pillars in respect of square formation at the 

Figure no. 1 of 

visible Plate 

on the 

Plate no. l seem to 

1 
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the ,.,.a,.,....,,.."'" 

floor 4 feet 

no. 

represents 

significance which 

also serves 

Chakra 

name. 

of of 
right side of pillars. 

floor. 

2 or 4 feet are part of the 

2 there is Wheel 

of 
These: 

is no. the 

to support the 

pillar base. 

pillars which bear.perhaps 

whereas the 

two central 

no. 

same dimension as are by you as pillar 

the themselves ? 
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are 50 
t"'l<hATr>Ht-'•<:l"t'\l·"!C' of an these 50 

and 11 

plates. 

floor 

same appear to be 

of plate no 129 (paper no. no. 333~ 

· 333C 

no. 

no. 

l, 

no. I~, of Plate no. 11 

resting on these 

In 

feet 1 
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seen arel S 

not 
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no. 

no. 

the stone blocks 

? 

no. 39, is there octagonal 
even in the alleged pilaster member '-"""•J•V~"'"" in plate no. 

As I sec . there is 

on to be 

on 
corners showing foliage motif is 

foliage design 

in plate no. 

the base of the pilaster 

corners of both of 

are cut on one side to 40 as 
is 

1S no. 

3C)58 

I • 
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110. 
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._,,.,, 
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I I 
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Q}· 

' ' f' ~~· . »-> ~· » , _. -rs. :f· .:>uaB 

(H1.RI · .. SHRNKER. ··.·DUBEY) 
( U e s, D .. ) RJ BM 

If approved, above mi stakes may be ordered to be 

correC:ted as per report. 

which is incorrect. !4: ought to have been written as 

list 120 Cl/1. The d at;e mentioned in '.the list is 15. 10e 89 

IU"chi tecture0wr.1 tten by Percy Brown has been filed through 

( 4) In o .. o. S. No.. 5/89 the book e:nti tl ed es 11Indi en 

is incorrect.. ~ t ought to have been written 

numbered as ,_20 C1/34 The date mentioned on the list is 

Thanas Patrick Hughes has been filed.. This book has been 

book entitled as 11 A Dictionary of Islem'1 written by 

(3) In O@O•S* No. 5/89 through list 120 Cl/1 the 

been numbered as 121 C1/1-A. 

been filed and numbered as 120 C-1/69. It ought to have 

(2) In ovo. s, No .. 5/89 book entitled as "Indian 

Architecture" (Islamic period) written by Percy Brown has 

to have been marked as paper no, 119-C...1/C..1 to C..10. 

No. 3 had filed ten photographs through list no, 119C-1/C. 

These photographs have been rnmber ec as p ep e r no, 109-C..1/1 

to 10. Numbering of photographs is not correct. It ought 

My Lords, 

{1) On 4 .. 8 .. 96 Sri Deoki Nandan l\gar-wal plaintiff 
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stone it 

time of excavation 

or it was 
I was not r;t•F•CP11"1T 

Part 

stone 

In plate no. 

Central Board 

cross PV0:>1'"11n<>"t•0.n 

on 

dated 16-11-2006 

Court 

No. 5 of 1989. ( 

( ,._,.VHH•IHvuHJH"''' ·~•·">1~,,,";H1l'l"Ar! 

of Hon'ble Special Full 

l 

the 
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of trench F-6 seems to be no . 
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·no. 32 is 

of 

fact on the basis 

the xx1,,,.1nhr 

side 

stone block. in seems to be 

I can 

same ? 

octagonal sand-stone 
with the weight of ceiling. 

Q: In 

no. 39 

stone-block in position 

the pillar ·over. this 

so 
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a a source of It is 

your ASI as a conclusions 

your have Q: Do you 

11. 

It is 

UA>.V~V"'1l pillar 

of an alleged extensive bases indicated the 

? ofthe 

or on page no. 

called 

on 
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of 

no. 2? it was resting on 
on 

no. 

no. it is 

3 which was 

contemnorarv to 

been utilised 
r» """ t""' .,..,.., "'""' .,.,,,.,.,. r to 

base seem to 

on Floor 4 

17? 

to 11th 
so 

treated the 

63 

l 
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is partially no 
side the above 

seem 
on No, 

no. 32 is fully 

no. 39? 
Whether the 
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39. 

,/ 
I see 

Whether the 

on 

m 

cn1 stone block is about 

is near the above 

no.32 
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seems to 

? no, 

course 

no. 39 
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or 

same 

40cn1 is the lht:u,ncht- ofthe said pillar base. 

Pillar 

be 

and 

base should A: I 

pillar, 

pillar base should 

an octagonal 

Size size 

no. over 

are 

seen 
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no. 38 

are not 

same 

correct. 

no. 

on l 

......... the 

I 

stone 

consist of one 

~~ •. ~,.,,.,.,. ... r•·. This side 

znu·yih,'"'"' of pieces of solid 

base is square 

square shape. 

·The· 

am also stone blocks. 

the four sides of 

the other 

Plate no. 38 

the pillar base stone. These 

same 

means 

1 
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scale is can the length of the · in 

') 

no. l on page 56 of of pillar column against the 

as the 

next column deals 

the pillar base . 

orthostats 

. ASI as 

I • over 
1, ·, 

no. 5. 
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not be of 

on 
11.2006 

not 

gives the size 

not 

no. 5 
of the orthostats is mentioned as 4 7 X 

base no, 5 is 47crn and length 

? 

stone-block described as 

includes 
I 

, ·A: The additional £'VU'"''"'' given in column 

the ? 

7 the same 

1 
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state I am 

no. are visible 

bases visible plate no. 9 are also 

is 6 or 7. It is 

110. 7 In 

Central Board of on 

1*2006 the continuation of statement 

( R. No. 236/1989) 
Sri 

of Hon'ble Special FuH Bench of Allahabad High Court, 

5 

1 
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no.9 
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you mean to 

plates 9 

plates. 

which trench 

I did not 

had not seen studied the 
s-a-s-e-e v-s s-s .. ,. .. dated 

Q: Does it mean 

10 at 
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I not 

l I • 

I have assured the figure no. 3A and 
'• ', 

') . 
10 

para 

not 

9 is 

l 
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the fact being put 

A: I don't 
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have consulted 

stated that I 
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the visible resting on the lower 
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Therefore 

so 
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at 
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expert 

Q: Whether so 
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norms 
are not 

to be an 

labels Q: Are you not aware 

base is located. 

as E-6 seems 
In no. 41 
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out of so 

198 
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in plate no. 86, 

arc likely 
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· can not be said that nothing has 
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associated with 

base 

can it 

As nopillar 

are related 
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was on was on 

this pillar base which continued through floor no. 2 which - . ~ 

A: 

on 
no. 

ASI volume-I the said page 63, of Q: 

as not so it can 
on 

A: 

no. 32 it 

no: association with the alleged pillar base no. 32 ? 

was 

so cal led octagonal Q: 

an 
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course 

3 over 

structure was on 
of the same were recovered 

12th century A. D. were. reused in the disputed structure and 
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order to the has raised the 
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on 
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/ 
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corner 
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is visible in plate no. 43 is of 
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visible 
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structure as 
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figures .. 
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plate no. 18 is correct or not 

218 
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title page, and 

At this stage 
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not given invasions 
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· A: I 
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statement of this 

witness 

were one 

work 
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DEPONENT 

VERIFICATION 

Verified at New Delhi on this the 2stti day of October, 2017, 

that the contents of above affidavit are true and correct to my 

knowledge and belief and no part of it is false or concealed 

therefrom. 

DEPONENT 

years, working as Officer· on Special Duty, Home Department, 

Government of Uttar Pradesh, Lucknow, presently at New Delhi, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare as under:- 

1. That in my aforesaid official capacity I am well conversant 

with the facts and circumstances of the case, hence 

competent and authorized to swear this affidavit. 

2. That I have read and understood the contents of the 

accompanying applications and I state that the contents of 

same are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 

belief. 

· 3. That the annexures/documents are true and correct copies of 

their respective originals. 

.. RESPONDENTS 

. APPELLANTS 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

MOHD. SADDIQ (D) THROUGH LRS. 

VERSUS 

MAHANT SURESH DAS & ORS. ETC. 
AFFIDAVIT 

I, Ashok Kumar Singh S/o Shri Virendra Singh, aged about 49 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

CIVIL APPEAL N0.10866-10867 OF 2010 
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