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IN THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
ALLAHABAD, LUCKNOW BENCH, LUCKNOW

0.0.5.NO. 4 OF 1989
(Regular Suit NO. 12-61)

The Sunni Central Board of

Wakfs, U.P. and others veeeenennePlaintiffs
Versus

Gop.al Singh Visharad

and others " iieeere....Defendants

STATEMENT OF P.W. 24
PROF. D. MANDAL

Prof. DhaneshWar Mandal s/o Late Shri K.N. Mandal, aged
a,bQQt'6-9 years, occupation: Professor '(Retd.)'Deptt. of -
Ancient History Culture and Archaeology, University of
Allahabad, Allahabad R/o Bajrang Bali Road, Nayagaon,
Post‘Jamalpur-811214-, Distt. Munger (Bihar) solemnly

affirm on oath as under-

.lﬁ'l passed my high school from Patna University and
thereafter passed my graduation and M.A. from‘ Allahabad
University. My SubjectvinM}_.A. was Ancieht History Culture
and*vArChaeology. | didn't do Ph.D. mYself but many
obtained Ph.D. Degree under my guidance. After obtaining
M.A. de‘gree"ll was appointed as Exploration Assistant in
Ancient History Culture and Archaeology Deptt. of
University of Allahabad and retired from the service after
servihg in as Lecturer, Reader and Professor. My
apr.ihtrhent took placé in 1960 in Allahabad University and

retirement took place in 1993.
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Archaeology is called Puratatva in Hindi. | did the'
teac'hing and regional archaeology under the 'Ancient
Histbr,y Deptt. of the iAllahabad University for about 33
'yeak.s.j And in the f‘ield of regional archaeblogy, the
archaeological 'sites pertaining to all stages of ancient
human development were duly excavated. and with duly,
excavation | mean the excavation based on scientific
methods. The:period includes Upper Paleoli.thic, Mesolithic,
Neolithic, Chalcolithic'and‘Hiﬂstorical., During my service-
period, | had the excavation done on, at least 5 important
archaeological sites and exploration work of about 200

sites. -

Under archaeology we study the development of
hum.'a.n‘ and ‘human society. Under this, the study mainly of
material parts of living world is only made. Under this
subject the study of parts relating to spiri.tual world is not
only difficult but is impossible. The scope of this subject is
very-very wide. Study of complete quaternary which
incluid'es Pleistocene and Holocene is m‘_ade under this,
from geology point of view. Archaeologically the Stone Age
and lron age is studied. The main modzss of archaeological
research include survey and excavation. Special training is
mandatory for the excavation work because for this
excavation work, complete preparation as like medical
operatioh, has to be made. For determining the date of
buildingjresidues, -theré are two methods, relative method
and absolute method. Bdth, archaeological material and
archaeological evidence are diffefént. Humanly
manufactured any thing can be an archaeological material
but for the arcﬁaeological eVidence, it is very ess»ential that
it is relatevd to its reference. The thing related to its
reference can only be counted vunder archaeological

evidence. If the archaeological material is produced as
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evidence, it is essential that it was nrocured through the

scientific method. Its linking with the reference is essential.

'Procuring a license is essential for undertaking
archaeological excavation work and survey work. License is
issued by Archaeological Survey of India. License is
essential so that only trained persons undertake the
excavation and survey work. |

- Recording plays an important' role in excavation.
R_eco,rdihg mainly include photographsv, drawing and
measorement eétc. The excavated things must be taken on
record. Pho’tographs play the most important role in this. In
Hindi in-se-to photograph can be called " Yathavat
Chhayan‘kan”i and the role of in-se-to' photograph in

photographic recordihgiis‘ most important.

In Ram Janambhoomi Babri Masjid dispute, the
archaeology has a very important role to play Because if
th,e dls-pute is linked with the material under the ground, it
is dlfflCU|t to resolve - dispute without involving
archaeology Regardmg the disputed archaeology, we have
written one book entitled Ayodhya, Archaeology after
dem’o'lition It has been published by Orient Longman. lts
first publlcatlon came out in 1993 and again the reprlnt was:
issued in 1994. On this point the attbntion of the witness
Was“drawn by the learned advocate of the Plaintiff towards
'pape| No. 198 C-2/1 which is at page 1, annexure 242, and
the W|tness after seelng the same stated that it is the same
book which has been written by us. The ‘book has been
num'bered as Exhibit 63. The book relates to the areas of -
the Babri Masjid and its néarby landed area. The source
material of this book is a booklet entitted 'Ram.
Janambhoomi Ayodhya néw Arohaeological Discovery'
publhis'he'd by Historian Forum. In this booklet, a photograph

of excavation work on the southern side of the Babri



5945

Masjid, taken by Hon'ble Shri B.B. Lal, is published. Th‘at
photograph is an integral part of the %sourc’e material, with
regard to the source. (On this point;the Advocate invited.
the attention of the witness towards t‘he paper No. 118 C-
I/35 . filed in other original suit No. 5/89). On inviting
_atte_.n‘t_ivor) towards the picture on. back side of the title page
the witness, after seeing t‘hat, stated that it is the same

photégréph; mention of which has been made by me above.

.

g

| | have exhibited this picture in my book at page 34 by
the hame of plate-1, plate-Il, plate-Ilil and plate-1V. What
has been exhibited in 'plate-‘IViis callqd Pillar Base. These
Pillar bases are made of bricks. After $tudying this picture,
we arrived at the conclusion that there ;}Nas ho temple under
the Babri Masji;d. As this pillar base is :tjjot completely made
of bricks and because bnly pieces of bricks have been used
in it, ‘thereforga, it was difficult for it to bear the burden of
the ét.on'e piilar's. In addition to this we foun'd that these are
not t_h‘e 'pillér bases, these are‘components of the wall. (On
this point the attention of the witness was drawn by learned
advocate of the Plaintiff towards paper No. 118 C-1/35 page
1, filed in the other ori'givnal suit No. 5/89),‘Seeing that the
witness said that | have studied the page at 1, upto the end
and | have called this archaeological material mentioned in
the book as discovery No.2 and discovery No.3
respectively. Similarly | have pal?ed ‘the photograph
mentioned above, which contains the Fillar base in my book
as discovery No. 1. | will consider discovery No.2 & 3 as
archaeological material only and not as archaeological
evidence. We} Wouid not ca‘|l it a material duly excavated.
Undér discovery No.3, there is a brick wall and two pits.
With t.he discovery of No 3 paper No. 118 C-I/35 written by
s'om.é :séholars,.. there were two loose gheets enclosed, and
these Were'the archaeological section's drawing related to

discovery 2 and 3, which are not enclosed with this book.
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Aftefseeing paper No. 118 C-1/95 filed‘ in other original suit
No. 5/89, the witness said that it was related to discovery
No.3. That is it was the drawing of section of the material
which was obtained from discovery No.S‘. After seeing
paper No. 118 C-1/94 filed in this very case, the witness
said that it was related to discovery No.2 but the drawing of
section of discovery No.2 is not available here. | have
produced the drawing 118 C-1/95 of the section relating of
disc'over'y No.3 at page 24 of my book. The section related
to discovery No.2, the reference of which is given in my
statement and which is not available iin these papers, has
been shown by me in the book at page 21. The learned
Advécate of thé Plaintiff invited the attention of the witness
towards the book filed as paper No. 289-C-1, App:endix-B of
page No. 289 C-/211 in other original suit No. 589 and the
witness }afterlseeing the same, said it was the inscription
shown in it. | have heard and read also about this
inscr.jption. When Babri Masjid Wasv demolished on 6th
Decerhber, 1992 and the materials understood to have been
procured from there and the mention of which was made in
the 'ne\)vspapers in India, those materials were called fresh
d,i_sgov-ery and | have studied this fresh"discovery, the detail

of which is given in our book, Exhibit 62, at page 49 to 55.

'I presented a paper in "Asha" conference with regard
to thé record stated to be procured after the demolition ofl
the Babri Masjid. This conference was hveld in Calcutta
‘perh.'aps in 1998 or 1999. With Asha | mean” Association for
the ‘study of History and Archaeology". The above stated
Inscription in my opinioh is 'only an archaeological material.
| have stated above b'that ‘the material procured for the
archaedlogical eviden¢e must be related to its reference.
The”recc‘)rd Which is being discussed here is not related to
its r-éference hence that iS'o'n’Iy the ‘material and not ’ihev'

evidence.
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- i
If any inscription is built in a WaH the mud, plaster on

that inscription has to be there and if there is some dlspu»te
in regard to the inscription, the analysrs of the mud, plaster
is essential. The wall on which the in >cr|ptron is stated to:
be built, the mud plaster of that wall <hou|d essentrally be
chemrcally analyzed to establish the mfentrty of the mutual

L)

relaticn of the both Whi'Ch' is very important.

The drawing of the section relating to discovery No.2,
which was not in paper No. 118 C-I/35, has been shown in
paper No. 289 C-1/206.

In my above statement in which | have stated about
the methods of arohaeologrcal science, is originally based
on the book namely" ,Archaeology from Earth", whose

authior rs Sir Martimur Wheelor.

I'I am thé member of the Indian His‘tory Congress. |
was fyt'he ‘President. of Archaeological section in the
conference held at Bhopal in December, 2001 The address
| delivered in that session, in my capacity as Chairman,

was also published.

The cross-examination on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara

Respondent No. 3 by Shri Ranjit Lal Verma, Advocate.

XXX XXX XXX XXX

My subjects in B.A. were History, iPhilosophy, English.
I gotfth:e education of Ancient History in B.A. | do not
remember if or not | had studied 6 Darshan Shastra in
Philosophy but as far as | remember | had taken education
in modem philosophy. | do not remember if or‘not' | had

offered the subjects Vedant in Darshan Shastra and Boadh
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Shastra. After B.A. and till to date, | didn't acquire any
knowledge in the subjects of Vedant and Boadh Darshan
Shastra. | do not remember, which of the Philosophers
theory in modern philosophy was studied vay me. | didn't
read philosophy of “Pfinoipal Co of Doubting" which was
written by Philosopher Laipneez. | possess the knowledge
of two languages i.e. Hindi and English. In Hindi | know
Devanagri script and in English | know Roman script.
Except these two scripts, | do not possess knowledge of
any third script. In addition to English iiterature | have also
read Hindi literature though a little bit. | have intensively
studied the Ancient Culture and Civilization of India and the
d_eve.lolpr.ﬁent of primitive mankind. In cu'lture, the -eating
habits, living and thinking etc. are included. The study of
Iiterature, poetry and buildings etc. is :;also included in the
culture. The language and script of that time shéll both be
included in culture as well. Culture shall also include the
method of Weaf'ing C|(.JthS: and ornaments. | have not studied
any»vancient literature of India. ‘I have heard the name 6f

Ved_as in ancient literature but ‘have notf studied them.

o am completely an Atheist. My parents are theist. |
ha.ve‘ heard about Ramcharitmanas by Tulsi, Rarh,ayana by
Balmiki and Mahabharata by Vyas but | have not read them.
My parents are Sanatani Hindu. | was br.oughtvup under
theif care. The day | grew to understand, | saw my parents
reading Ramayéna and‘ Satya Narayan Katha, but | didn't:
have any interest in them. Therefore, | listened only a little
bit but | didn't read them. | have heard the name of Rama. |
passed my B'A. examination, as far | remember, in 1954-
55. 4lv passed‘high school in 1950. | passed M.A. in 1957.
From high school to M.A."in one of the yeérs, | didn't sit in
the.examination. That one ‘year's*'peri()d | spent in
Allahabad only. The period‘du'ring which | passed my M.A.

whethler or not Dr. Ishwari Prasad was the Head of History.

g
i



Deptt. | do not properly remember. Ancient history culture
ah’d‘Archaeolc;gical Deptt. had been separated from the
His.t,b}ry Deptt. since very long. When | did my M.A. (Laté)
Prof. G .R. Sharma was the head of the Ancient History

Culture and Archaeology Deptt. As far as | remember Dr.

Ishwari Prasad had retired from service before | passed.

M.A.. It is correct to say that Dr. Ishwari Prasad is
considered to be a great historian. | had never been his
stud_.én_t.'l have learnt many things from Prof. G .R. Sharnﬁa
rather our training in Archéeology has been obtained from
him {)nly}. Prof. G .R. Sharma has been the Archaeologist of
world fa'mous.. During the regime of Prof. G.R. Sharma, |

was  appointed as Exploration Assistant in Allahabad

University. As far | remember my appointment on the above

post took place in 1960. From 1957 to 60 for three years, |

was’ ‘undergoing traihing as a Research Scholar in
Kaushambi Excavation Project. The' excavation work of
Kaushambi Excavation'Project from the very beginning was
continuing under the supervision of Prcf. G.R. Sharma. | do
not -khow, who sponsored that excavation work. As far as |
remember tHe said excavation work continued upto 1965. In
the .ab'ové» Excavation Project thé{re ‘was no other
estajblished Archaeologist except Prof. G.R. Sharma. The
Kaushambi Excavation work was undzrtaken vide License
issued by the “Archaedlogical Survey of India". | remained
Iinke’d to the Kaushambi Excavation Project till the end from
1957 'to 60 in the gap of two-to four months. | do not
remember exactly that what was my subject for research in
the above excavation project. It isl correct to say that the
Kaushambi excavation work has been very important part in
my life. . | have not written any article independently on
Kaushambi Excavation: In my yet another book "Radio
Carbon Dates and.lndian 'A.rchaeology", mention has been
mad'é_about the dates of carbon C-14 during Kaushambi

Excavatjon. That book of mine was published in 1972. |
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have = not’ Exhibited ‘any picture of the Kaushambi
Excavation in my book nor have | made mention about any
picture. i : |

“-Prof. G .R. Sharma has written ;t;\«/o books relating to
Kaushambi excavation. In one of the books, the name of
which is also "Excavation of Kaushambi", the mention of my
cooperation has been made. As far as E remember, the first
book;of Prof. G.R. Sharma was published in 1972 or 74 and
the 2nd one in 1980 perhaps. The subject of Prof. G.R.
Sharma,_was also the Ancient History. It is correct to say
that Prof. Sharma possessed knowledge of many languages
and many scripts. He possessed very good knowledge of
Sanskrit. He also had the knowledge of mythological
literature such as Veda, Vedant, Purana étc. | didn't learn

from_' Prof. G R Sharma about Veda, Vedant, Purana i.e.

mythological literature as well as about the script. It is not

correct to say that | was doing only supervisory work in
Kauéhambi Excavation Project rather |' used to take part in
the -exoévaticn activity there and my work was related to
the survey and getting excavation of the archaeological
sites vand study the things eXtracted out and prepare a
report-oyc the same. |

The survey included the survey of archaeological site
ah-d'aléo research of new archaeological sites. With survey
I.m_ean i‘nspe(v:tﬁon and not merely measurement etc. only. If -
the excavation' work is undertaken little far of a building,
the distance from that building of the excavation site, if
considered necessary would be measured. The survey of
the archaeologiical site is done with some objective, it has‘
its purpose and that purpose is calleé’? the objective. Any
_site..which is excavated, the objective of the same must be
close to the purpose. -Said again, the‘ ar_chaeol‘ogical site
which is excavated Sh,ou.ld be in conformity with its

purpose.
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I was doing my research work, in Kaushamébi
Excavation Project under the superyision of Prof. G.R.
Sharma. He was my guide It is Wrongto say that there was
no relation of the subject of my Thesis i.e. "Early Potteries"
Wlth that of above excavatlon project. In 1980, | have
written a book alongwith Prof. G.R. Sharma which has been
writtezn on the excavation report. As far as | remember Prof.
G.R; Sharma retired in 1984. | wo*ked as Exploration'l
Assietant for about 10-12 years. | was appornted on the
post of Lecturer in 1972. As far | remember my appointment
was made on ad-hoc basls- and not aqalnst the' promotion
quota. To say that my ad-hoc appomtment was made by the
Education Commission is not correct rather it was done by
the Umversrty and Prof. G.R. Sharma was the Head of
Archaeologlcal Deptt. at the time of my | above appointment.

My appointment as Reader took place sometime"
perhaps in 1980. | cann'ot say if my appointrhent on the
post of Reader was done direct or by promotlon Probably
in 1985 1 was promoted as Professor. Volunteer: - my
memoryiwith regard to dates is weak. My memory has gone
weak for the last two-three years. As far as | remember, |
Worked on the post of Professor from 1985 to 1993.

1 became the member of "India History Congress" in
2001. During my tenure as Professor, there used to be
semin.ars in the department on Ancient History subjects but
thes‘e were not held on . mediaeval perinod history.

Statement certified after hearing
Sd/

D. Mandal

20.2.2002

Dictated by lus in the open court and typed by the
stenographer: . For further cross-examination on
26.2.2002.Witness be present 'l

| | ' Sd/-
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Dated 26.2.2002
(In continuation of 25.2.2002 P.W. 24 Shri Dhaneshwar

Mandal'é statement on oath begins)

.-'Amongst the great scholars of Indian Culture are Ram
Sharé;‘n Sharma, Romila,Thapér, Govind Chandra Pandey
etc. Dr. Govind Chandra Pandey has also written a book on
Indian Culture. It is correct that Dr. Govind Chandra
Pandey has attributed the source of the book to Religion
Philo'sophy, Art, Literature Education and the organisations

connected with it.

Question: Do you agree with it or not?

Answer: | am unable to express my opinion on this point.

Question: Is ilack of knowledge is the reason for your
| inability?

Answer: No.

Que_stioh: What is the other reason of this inability?

Answer: The main reason for this inability is that | am
basically the student of regional Archaeology
and the area of my vilorks basically is
archaeological excavation and our main study

part' has been the stratification in the field of
Archaeology.

| have never taug‘ht culture as a subjéct in Allahabad
Univérsity. During my service period | taught Ancient
History in the beginning and basically archaeology to the:
studeénts of B.A. and only archaeology subject the students
of M.A. | have studied culture as a subject. In the process
of hkgman development sophisticated mental development is

also .included.



Question

Answer:
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. Will the sophisticated mental development of any

person, be the study of Religion, Art, Literature
and science?

It is correct that the basis for sophisticated
mental development of a person will b:e religion,
Art, Literature Philosophy, Education but the
basis of all these is economics i.e. basic basis is

economics.

~The Historian has many sources for knowing' history

but the main source is Archaeology. Apart from this there

are ‘_desc.riptions etc. of the travelers. The main bases of the

Archaeologist are the evidences procured from excavation

and sur'veys. Except this, there is nothing else. It is correct

that for an Archaeologist, the knowledge of History,

Inscription, Epigraphy and script may be essential but not

mandatory.

Question

Answer:

Quesfioh

Answer:

Question:

Answer:

Question

:What is needed as a resource to know the

ancient history?
If with the resource you mean sources then |
have already answered the question as above

that its main source is archaeology.

- |Is the Vedic Literature the first basis or not, for

knowing the ancient history?
It is not the main basis for knowing ancient

history but I‘agree that it is a sec'ondary basis.

Which material comprises the Vedic Literature?
| do not possess any special knowledge for the

same.

:Does or Does not the Shatpath_.Brahaman come

after Rigveda in Vedic Literature?
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AnsWer.:: | being basically an Archaeologist, my
knowledge in literature side is very-very limited.
Hence | am not able to answer this question. As
| have not read- Atharvaveda, |, therefore, can
not say if Atharvaveda is essential for knowing

the genealogy of history.

‘l‘ am aware of the period of rule of Birhbasar. In order
to know the history before the period of Bi’mbasar, the main
sources are the evidences procured from the excavation of
arch'aeological sites. In addition to . this the period of
Bimbasar in 61;:h century B.C. and the evidences procured
from the excavation of archaeologic‘al sites before 6th
century B.C., throw light on the period pefore Bimbasar. To
know the history be'fore the perio‘d of Bimbasar, a
comprehensive survey was made during the period of
Surveyor General Cunningham. | would not be able to tell
as to 'when was the first survey conducted to know the
histdry of that 'period but | only remember that this survey
was conducted 'in North-India in Ganges Valley. | do not
remémber who conducted the first survey. | came to know
through }the study of reports of the Archaeological Survey of
India that the first survey took place in North India in
Ganges Valley. | do not remember correctly at present
Wheth.er‘ or not the Archaeological Survey of India was set
up in 1934. |

Q.ue.:sti'on : After that survey, éfter the excavation, on the
basis of excavation reports from Ganges Valley
in ‘North India, on the basis of the knowledge
from excavation, did you, come to know about,
that' period and the Ruler of that period by‘
studying those reports?

AnS\./\'/er: Before 6th century B.C. there was very limited

information initially in regard to the archaeology



of North India. At that time, there was very
limited knowledge of the history of 6 century
B.C. in North India. It was like a challenge
before the archaeologist of the ‘»time. From this
angle the excavation of the archaeological sites
North India is important Ahikashatra, Hastinapur
and Kaushambi all the three sites were

important.

, | have heard the name of‘Parjitori. He comes under the
category of an Historian, he is not an archaeologist. | didn't’
read his book. | do not know if Parjitor first of all had
draw_-n, the attention of the Archaeologist of India towards

]

‘the historical importanoe'of-Purana.

1 have heard about Smrities but I have not read them.
| have not read Purana, therefore, | would not be able to
tell if there is:any mention of the Ramé-Mandir on disputed
site. | do not remembe-r if | have denied that in my book or-
not. | do.not remember at this point of time whether or not |
have denied the claim if or no Bhagwan Rama was the
incarnation of Vishnu. May be that in ;zcaéual discussion it
wou!dhlave been denied at some placé. | have no definite
information if or not any Archaeologist have determined the
peri‘odvo:f Ramayana. ‘

"There are many disputes about the period of
Mahabharafa, but | have intensive infdrmation in this
regard. In my capacity as Archaeologist | have made efforts
to know the period of Mahabharata. The facts which have
come- to light from the excavation of Hastinapur about the
period  of Mahabharata are controversial. From
controversial | mean it is wrong or right both. It is correct
that this controversy also exist amongst Archaeologist.
Volunteer: — it is th‘ere amongst Historians also. The main

controversy over this issue is whether or not excavation in
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Hastinapur throws light on the period pf Mahabharata. The
period of Mahabharata can not be determined. | have ﬁo
knoWledge that any Archaeologist or Dr. B.B. Lal, has
som'ewhere made mention to this effect that the period of
Mahabharata Wwas 500 years B.C. Igdo not know about
Unani athhOr Dayakraya Soétimyami. .

- The books and articles mentioned in my book have all
been read by me. The article of Dr. B.B. Lal and Dr. S.P.
Guptia, which have been referred by me in my book, have
been read by me. The context in which | have mentioned
the articles of Dr. B.B.v Lal and Dr. S.P. Gupta in my book,
does not contain any reference to Shri Ram or Ramayana. |
know that Ramayana is a Mahakayya and Shri Ram is its
main hero. It is correct that the period of culture is divided.
| do not know if or not it includes ancient culture period and
civil culture period. The culture period which has mainly got
the fecognition, has been divided into two periods, first is
the - Stone Age culture of mankind and record — metal
p_erio.d,' CUIture. It is correct that in the Word culture both
History and Archaeology are included. | consider Dr. B.B.
Lal as an established Archaeologist and a Historian. | have
studied many books of Archaeology in order to acquire
knowledge of Archaeology and these books are main books
written by Prof. J. Deéménd Clark, Sir Mortimur Wheeler. In
addition to them | have also read the books written by Prof.
H.D. Sankaliya, Prof. D.P. Agarwal and Prof. B.B. Lal. Prof.
B.B. Lal is like'a mentor to me. | do nct know if or not Prof.
B.B. Lal had written a book namely Archaeology to Indian
Sbegies, published by Anal Oriental Rfiszsearch Institute. As
fa”r'as.l 'remem?ber, it is not the name of the publisher's but
it is the name of a Jourhal and perhaps Shri B.B. Lal would
have got an article published in that.

Bithoor is' an Archaeological site located in Kanpur:
Distt. It is correct that in the excavation of Bithoof, Bichl1iya

and arrows made of copper have been found. | do not know

]
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if or not. Shri B.B. Lal has written that the arrows etc. of
copper were of the era of Lav and Kush. ;Voluntéer: - the
excavation of Archaeological site Bithoor pertainsz to copper
period. It is' specially known as O.C.P. (Orcard Colour
Pottery) and the things found from there belong to this Era
only. | do not know that from which language the word
Neolithic, has been evolved. It is COFFGC'[F that: the word
Neolithic is made of two words - Neo and Lithic but that
bot.h: these word are of Greek language which is hot known
to me. | know as from which word the word Archaeology
has been evolved but from which Iang‘uage' it was evolved,
is not known. It is corréct that the Hinci,iii version of Neolithic.
is Navaprastar, period. Right before N.i{avaprastar period is
Mesolithic period i.e. medieval stdne period. Before
_med‘i"e.\./al Stone Age, it was pre-stone age'whic‘h is called
Paleolithic. In the context Qf India, the new stone age was
fromi-abfout'seven thousand B.C. to two or three thousand
B.C. It is correct that Nava'pra‘star period was represented
by the forefathers of those people who had the knowledge
of metals and started ‘maintaining ordér. It is correct that
the metal Era was divided in T'amrayug and Louh Yug. It is
also -correct that Tamra Yug preceded Louh Yug. It is
correct that Neolithic period ended about three thousand
B.C. It is also correct that after the end of it, Tamra Yug
started. | do not know that excavation work was conducted
in Panihar and if or not the arrows cof copper were found
theré"al'so.ll completely disagree with the concept that
mere[y by I.ooating thé érrov\/s of copper or copper itself, the
exisfence would be determined of the three thousand years
B.C. | also do not know that the Ramayan Era is
established three thousands years B.C,' and which is
confir.med from Vaidic Sahitya, Janak Vrihdaranyak,
Chhandopnishad and Shatpath Brahman Granth.

According to Archaeology Louh Yug is continuing at

present Historical period is the Iparii; of Louh Yug. For
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knowing the history of Tamra Yug, knowledge of History is
not .required but to know the history of Louh Yug, the
knoWIédge of history in a particular situation is essential. In
India thé Louh Yug started in 1000 years B.C., on the basis
of Radio carbon dating. In order to acquire knowledge of
history, “it is essential to know the history of 6" century
B.C. Louh Yug because at that time the use of history as an
evidence had started. | am unable to express my opinion on
this’poiht. For knowing history, the use of literature books,
Conhebcted with 6th century B.C. is relevant to be known. It
is COrrect to say that Gautam Buddha’s history is
recoghised for the period 684 B.C. It is also correct to say
that Buddhist literature is available in anﬁple quantity. |
havéheard the name of Boudhayan Grihsutra but | have not
read it. | do not know if or not the extracts of Shlokas of
Geeta have been given in _Buddhist literature. | have not
read it that in the Jatak Kathas of Boudh, Dhasharath has
been shown as, Rama's'father—in—law. I havesimply heard it.
| do not know, if or not Great Poet ;%Bhas_hya has written
three Epics i.e. Dootavakya, Karandhar and Panchratra. |
do n'ot know if or not the period of famous poet Bhashya
was 450 B.C. | | S

a do not know if Bhashya Kal istpreceding Ramayan
Kal and .| also do not know if or not the mention of the
(Patras)} actors is available in the books of famous poet
Bhashya. After Boudh period, it ‘_was Nand period and after
Nand vit was Maurya period which are found in»sequence
from history point of view. Patliputra city did not exist in
Buddha pericd ratherit was in Nand peribd and Maurya
péri'od.‘ | have not read the Arathshastra of Kautilya.
C.ha_hakya was not the contemporary of Buddha. Similatly
Raja.’ Nand was also not the contemporary of Buddha. As far
my knowledge goes, the use of firm bricks has been started
for the buildings during around 100 years long period of,
Buddha. | do not know, if or not the period of Maurya i.S.
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known as the period of Shudra Sanskriti. After Maurya
period, it was the reign of Shunga dyﬁasty. It is correct to
say that Pushyémitra Brahman had oc;‘cupied the throne of
Mau.kya by killing Raja Brihdrath the last king of Maurya
period. Broadly the Shunga dynasty k:aas been recognised
as the period 2nd century B.C. It is bcorrect that Yavans
used to attac‘k;Pushyarhitra regime. It is correct to say that
Ayodhya was situated with in boundaries of the kingdom of
Pushyamitra. It is correct to say that Pushyamitra took over
Patliputra by defeating the Yavan King Minaindar. | do not
kﬁdw if Pushyamitra, after this victory, had got an
inscription installed at Ayodhya on which it was written that
Ayodhya was defended from Yavanas.

| have not read any book written by G»regt Poet"
Kalidas. | have heard the name of his book Raghuvansh. |
have no knowledge that in great poet Kalidas's book
"l\/lall"vik‘a'gni Mitram' the mention Ofi celebratibn of two
Ashwamedh Yagna has been made and whether or not, two
such' inscriptions, are installed in Ayodhya. | do not agree
with the reference of Hindu Era. In fact this Era is
recognised th‘é Era of ancient history which started from 6th
century B.C. and contihued upto 12th century B.C. It is not"
correct to say that allvthe kings from 6th century B.C. to
12th ‘Cehtury B.C. were the followers of Hinduism. Rather
some Rulers who came from outside did‘not follow Hindu
religiio'n :and they believed in all the religions. During the
above era, no such Raja came from akroad who might have
esté‘blished ‘his rule in the entire India, The reign of Hoons
was mainly spread in Ganges Valley and .before them the
rule of the Yavans was also spread upto Ganges Valley. In
the history, | have not read the medieval period history of
Sultanate dynasty and Mughal dynasty‘kings. | do not have
the détailed knowledge of their rulers. It is only a little bit. |
have not read about the Islamic culture in India. In my book

Exhibit-63, para-2 of page 20. | have quoted Islamic
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medieval glazed ware from other publi‘l‘cation. The reférence.
of these publications is givén at’page‘ 19 para 3. From this’
quofa”tioh also | could not possess the knowledge of Islamic
culture and this quotat-:ion was made only for referencing. |
have read all the books from which | have given reference
in my above book.

~ The Rule of I\/Iagadh existed between 6th century B.C.
and-12th century BC Rule of Kaushal was also set up
during this period. Duringﬁ this period the, reference of
Kaushal Rule also come. The capital [of Kaushal Kingdom
was at Ayodhya also. Ayodhya' is alsq;;called Saket. | have
nevevr"been to Ayodhya but | know thatfrive'r Saryu, which is
also known as Ghaghara river, flows there. In addition to
this the Ganges river and Tamsa river were also known
from these names during the above period. It is correct to
say that the places like Lanka, Rameshwaram in south and
other places such as Hastinapur, Kaushambi are known by
these names even today.

It is not correct to say that during this period i.e. from
6'" century B.C. to 12th century B.C. the King was not the
owner of the land. At what point of time during this period,
the King_.became the oWner of land is not known to me. | do
not 'khow that ‘the King used to get the share of crop or
produce', as produced on the land, from the occupant of the
land. |

| "1 do not know anything about Islam Religion. | do not
possess the knowledge either of the fact that the custom of
procurement of crop or produce‘continued upto the last of
Mughal dynasty. | do not possess information that if any
Muslim King having won a battle in India, would not have
distributed the land so acquired from his victory. The period
of‘ Mughal rule started from the 16th century. I have no
pér‘t‘icﬁlér knowledg.e about the history of the rule of Babar.
| shall not be able to tell as to from where Babar hailed

from. | also do not know either whether Babar was Shia or
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Sunni;- The common knowledge which | possess. about
Babar"is' that h‘e was the Ruler of 16th century, except that |
do not know anything about Babar.

. Thé information contained in second para of the
editorial preface by Romila Thapar, of my book Exhibit-63,
that the Vishva Hindu Parishad, BJ.P. and R.S.:S. first of
all, raised the controversy that the Babri Masjid was built
up at the same place which once was the birth place of
Rama, is not known to me. | also have no knowledge about
the mention made at page 10 of the above preface whether
or’ niot it is correct that Ayodhya has been the pilgrim place
of Rama Nandiya sect. |

| have heard the name of Adi Shankracharya but | do
not have any more knowledge about him. | have heard the
name of Kabir Das but | do not know if or not there was.
rule of Bakhtiar Khilaji during his time. | do not have the
knowledge thét Kabir- Das was the disciple of Swami
» Ram.:é_nalndji. | have no. knowledge that Rama‘ Nandhiya
Bair'ag‘i Sadhus consider Rama as their favored God and
Sanyasi.. SédhuAShiva ‘as their favored God or not. The
Draftsm,én of figure 1 in my book page 18, Exhibit 63, is
Shri Laxmi Kant Tewari and he has made figure 2 at page
20, figure 3 .at page 25, figure 4 at p.age'31, figuke 5 at
page 32 and figure 6 at 36. Shri Laxmi Kant Tewari was
posted in University of Allahabad, in the Dept. of History
when he made the above mentioned figureé. | do not know
his educational qualifications. Shri Laxmi Kant Tewari didn't
make these figures by making on the spot visit, rather
figure No. 12 &3 were prepared on the basis of figures
attached to the book No. 118 C-1/35, filed in the court,
whic_h" at p}esent arelnbt annexed to that book but two out
of them are filed in this file as paper No. 118 C-1/93 and
118 C-1/95. in figure No. 1 the distance of the disputed
structure has'not been'shown from places‘bf discovery No.

2 & 3. Kuber Tila has been shown 220 mtr. away from the
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disputed structure. There is no knowledge about the
phot"ogrephy."l have read and written about the research
conducted in Khambhaj Khari, which has not yet been
published. It is not correct to say theq the above research
has generated controversy in the courjting'of period. From
Archeeol'ogical angel, Indus Valley Civilisation is first big
civilizeti',on. It is correct to say that Incus Valley Civilisation
is 2500 years B.C. old and Mesopotamia Civilisation of
Egypt ,4000'years B.C. old. It is not correct to say that the
invehtion of Khambhaj Khari has led to conclusion that the
oldest civilisaion today is 7000 years old. | know Dr. Jagat
Pati’_. Joshi, who was former Director General,
Archéeological Survey of India. | am not aware of his
saying that anything pertaining to archaeology cannot be
said with any certainly. | am also aware of‘the contention .of
Dr. S.P. Gupta that nothing is permanentvin archaeology
and the time counting remains changing. It is not correct to
say that the stone is subject to “Carbon dating”. It is wrong
to say that | had written any book - Exhibit-63, for earning
money. It is wrong to say that | being an atheist, have come
to stand witness againet the followers of Hindu religion out
of prejudice and it is also wrong to say that | have no
knowledge at all, of ancient Indian History and Culture.

Statement r‘ertlfled after hearing
- , Sd/-
Prof D. Mandal

26.2.2002

On behalf of Nirmohi Akhara, Responi;‘ent ‘No.3, the cross-
examination of Shri Ranjit Lal Verma, c%oncluded.

. f )
Dictated by us in the open court and typed by the
stenographer. For further cross- examlr‘atlon on 27.2.2002.
Witness be present
Sd/-

26.2.2002
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Dated 27.2.2002. _ |
(In continuation of 26.2.2002, P.W. 24, the statement of

Shri Dhaneshwar Mandal begins, on oath).

(On behalf of Shri Umesh Chandra Pandey, Respondent
No. 22 by Shri Vireshwar Dwivedi, Advocate).

b
|

XXX XXX XXX XXX

As far as | remember the communist Party does not
have any green card rather they have red card and one is
in-,my' possession. It is correct that | a;m not the believer of
religion. The book - Exhibit 63, written by}_me though has‘ ,
n.c.)t' been written in series yet has been published in series
and the name of the series i‘s "Tracts fbr the Times". | have
no kniowledge to the effect that any publication brought out
under the "Tracts for the times Series" is meant gnly for'l
critiéising the religious organisations. It ié correct that a
book namely "Khaki Shorts with Saffron Flags" has been
’pubvljished under this seri'es-but | have not read this book. |
do not have any knowledge that this boo_k‘ was written for
criticising some re|igio‘n.' It appears to me from its title
"Khaki Shorts with Saffron Flags"” that the bbok is related to
(R.S:S.). In n:my opinion the (R.S.S.) is not a historical or
archaeological organisétion._ It-is correct that it is cultural
organisation. Since | do not have any particular knowledge
in th‘ié régard hence | shall no{ be able to tell whether this
organization related to the culture of a particular country or
cast, ‘The meaning of faith in Hindi is (Astha). | have no
knowiédge about the book of the same series "The
Que’stiloh of Faith" and | have not read that. | know that
undér’_ which series the above book has been published.
There is no relation of faith with archaéological history. | do
not remember correctly if or not undelr this series a book

"Kashmir towards Emergency” has' been published. |
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remember the names of two members of editorial board of
this‘series - First Prof. Romilla Thapar and second Shri
Neeladri Bhattacharya. | do not remember the names of
other members. It is correct that one member 'of the.
editdrial board is also SarvaPalli Gopalji. (Volunteer:). That
he is the son of Dr. SarvaPalli Radhakrishnan. | do not
know if or not Shri S. Gopal is a person of communist
ideology but Prof. Romila Thapar is having Marxist léaning.
But | do not know if or not she has any connection with the
Communist Party and according to my knowledge, | have
not seen her as a Pracharak of Communist Party. | do not

know if or not Prof. Neeladrn Bhattacharya has any leaning
towards Marxism or his any relation with the Communist

Party:

It is correct that the editorial preface of my book
Exhibit-63 has been written by Prof. Romila Thapar. Prof.
Romila Thapar was a Prof. in Jawahar |.al Nehru University.
Shirin Ratnagar was also in the same University. She was a
teacher. | do not know if or not she is still working as
teacher in the Jawahar Lal Nehru University. The name of
my wife is Basanti Bose. It is wrong to say that she was
earlier my student. It is correct that l\/;iis. Basanti Bose is a
Bengali Kayasth.

Questioh : Are 'you or are you not a member of scheduled

| | casté community from Bihar?

Answer ':, | shall answer this question only if ordered by
the court. (In the opinion of the Court this
question is not relevant hence there is no need

to force the witness to answer this question.)

It is totally wrong that | married second time despite a

living spouse.

:F_’rof. R.S. Sharma was initially Prof. in Delhi
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University and he also' became head of department later.
Doctor Shirin Ratnagar wavs’a teacher in Jawahar Lal Nehru
University but | do not know if she 'is still there or not.
Shirin. Ratnagar being the holder c;)f Ph.D. degree in
A'rch:aéo.logy, is more intelligent than me. | have been in
contact with her for 10 or 12 years. My wife Smt. Basanti
Bose is not a scholar of any subject of history. | have
expressed my gratitude to all such persons who have
helped me in writing this book. When | was busy: in writing
this book, my wife Ms. Basanti Bose was helping me in her
capacity as my wife. | have expressed my gratitude towards
all the concerned persons in my book- Exhibit-63 who have
helped me in writing this book. Except this she did not
render any help to me in writing this book br making
m'atéri'al' available. It is wrong to say that. I have:put in my
wife',.s name only for publicity sake in this book - Exhibit -
63.

I know the name of Prof. Suraj Bhan 'as an
arch_-aeo‘logist. | have heard the name of Prof. Attahar Ali
‘but'| do not know him personally. | have also heared the
name of Prof. Irfan Habib ahd | know him also. | have heard .
the han;e of Dr. Suresh Chandra Mishra and | know him
also. He" is a teacher in Satyawati College Delhi University.
I‘ha.\./e no knowledge that Prof. R.S. Sharma, Prof. Suraj
Bhan and Ms. Romila Thapar claim themselves to be
belonging to a group 6f historian or not. In my opinion all
the three are independent historians. | have no knowledge
about who are called independent historian. As far as | feel
Dr. S.P. Gupta is not an historian, he is basically an
archaeologist. | consider archaeology separate from
history. -Volunteer: - Both these are 'separate disciplines.
Again said ] Both are related also. History is a discipline in
itself and, lt»he questié)n of there being any more disciplines

inside it, do not arise. It is correct that of the different
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organs of history, the archaeology is also an‘organ but
archaedlogy is a disciplin_e in itself. Numismatics is also a
part"‘vof 'history'as well as, also a part of archaeology.

Slmllarly Eplqraphy too is a part of hlstory and also a part
of ar(,haeology

- The word meaning of archaeology is to study the old
things. In the definition of archaeology, all material goods
of th.Ae;earIier times can be counted under the archaeology.
It is co'rrect that the time of the gnods so procured is
determined bv the archaeologist. WhiCh periods are
mcluded in lt’? ‘The answer of this que‘“tlon has been given
by me in my statement at- page 2 but in addition to them
theré are middle Paleolithic and lower Paleolithic periods.
To determine the period of any good‘s, their physical and
scie'n-t‘ific test are also essential. There are two main
methods of determining archaeological period - relative
method and absolute method. The relative method is
directly concerned with statification. It is called " Star
Viny.as Vidhi". Under that Absolute method, first -
Carbondating method and 2nd Ther'moluminises method are
the main methods. It is correct that the archaeological
material is procured by, digging, and that can be procured
otherwise also. |
Question : The stratification is neither done nor can it be

o donQ_ from the material procured from other than
excavation ‘methods because stratification is
| done in excavation?
Answer : It is correct to say so.
If any thing is procured through a process other than
exca}’v.‘ation, then whether or not its physical:soientific test is

essential, depends upon the nature of ‘he material.
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‘If a 10 storied building falls down due to

earthquake and any stone or inscription may
come out fro'lm inside the ground, how would you
determine its age?

We would like to know firstly that the particular
inscription was procured or not from inside the
land and thereafter we would excavate the land
to determine the relation of that “particular
inscription or stone with the stratification of the
area and on the basis of that relation, its age
could be determined. | have not heard about the

excavation of Saraswati Ghati Project. | possess
knowledge of all specific excavations undertaken
in . India. No excavation has taken place in
Saraswati Ghati but if any iparti_cular
archaeological ‘si/te at Saraswati Ghati area has
been excavated, I shall be able to tell whether or
not the excavation took place provided the name
of that site is revealed. | have heard the name of
Lothal, it is in Gujarat. [t is an important:
archaeologiéal site. At present it is not
remembered. by me in which Ghati it is located
but it is certainly not located in Saraswati Ghati.
It is not in my knowledge that excavation of
Lothal was undertaken under some project or is
it known by the name of some project. | agree
tha:t as a result of an earthquake a river get
converted inio a hill and the hill to that of a river."
It is called ~tectonic movement. | have no
knowledge if or not any such thing had taken

place in Lothal or Saraswati Ghati.

It is correct that the rocks are of many kinds. | shall

able to: tell ‘the names of some of them - Kwardgite,

chalsadani; Quartz, 'sand-stone etc. In ‘addition to this
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'not‘r‘emembered | have not done any’specific‘ study about
the stones to know as to how many colours the Basalt
have. Apart from this it.is entlrely a subje(‘t of Geology. It is
corref‘t that these stones have grea? relations with the
archaeological research. It is also cquect that | have not
undertaken any specific study of these stones but thé study.
WhiCh is required to be’un'dertaken by an Archaeologist,
has been undertaken. There is difference between Churt
and Basalt. Basalt is a volcanic rock and Churt is not a
volcanic rock. Formation of Churt happens under the
sedi-m‘en'tary rock and the formation specifically takes the
shape of a module. | do not remember presently if or not
Shishth is also a varlety of stone. | do not know if or not
Shlshth is included in sedlmentary rock. The colour of the
salt is black also and has many shades. Basically it is black
onIy."and difference is just of é degree. It is wrong to say
that 'i.am hiding any facts over here. | shall not be able to
tell the names of other shades except black basalt. | shall
hot be able to tell when was the use of black basalt made
for inspecting a building first of all - said himself - Building
architecture is a part of Art and Architecture and its experts
are separate people. It is wrong to éay that | am hiding
some facts over here. | am aware that in the reputed
building, the use of black basalt stone was made. It is
correct that in constructing a building‘;;f.he use of rocks and
large piece of stone is made In my opinion rock and large
‘p|ece of stone is the same word. It is'correct that in such
buﬂdmgs some’ inscriptions are also ertten on stone and
such written pieces are known as insctriptions. | ‘knew that

there had also been inscriptions in the disputed building.

| know where Were the basalt and inScriptions in the
disputed building. Volunteer: - This information | got

through reading. It is correct that | .have not seen the
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disputed buiiding till to date. Thel inscriptions put in the
disputed building have not been physically tested by me
and as such | have also not physically tested the basalt
stone. From: the archaeologist point of view the age
determination of such basalf and inscriptions stone is made
through scientific tests. It is correct that the age
deterrhin‘ation cannot be made in absgnce of tests. Before
and ,af'te.r the demolition of the disputed buill_ding no stone or
pillar of stone. was brought before me physically for the
scientifié test. The conclusion in my bpok Exhibit-63 is not
based only on some article. My conclugsion"is based on the
material given in the book (118 C-l'1’36) written in this
connaction and filed in suit No. 5/89 and the original
photographs (paper No. 118 C-1/35) which is related to the
excavation made by Prof. B.B. Lal near the Babri Masjid.
The basis of conclusion given in my book Exhibit-63 are the
ek’trécts of the report given by B.B. Lal from the book
namely Ram. Janambhoomi (paper No. 118 C-1/35) and
resubmission of photos taken by him (paper No. 118 C-
1/36). In addition to this it is based on the statements given
in the book namely "Ram Janambhoomi and Marxist:
Historian" by Dr. S.P.-Gupfa the publication of Which was
done'byv Historian Forum and four booklets part 1, part 2,
part‘."3_ and part 4 of this series which are not here in
origi'nal. It is correct to say_‘that | arrived at my conclusions
takihg t'he brief.report of B.B. Lal (paper No. 118 C1/35 -
Ram dahambhoomi Ay;odhy‘a) and resubmission of photos
taken by him as ordained by Veda. Volunteer:. Three things
are ,e’ssentia'l‘ for Con_ducting,_archaeological or hiétorioal,
research and these are first study area, 2nd source'
material. 3rd the objective. The conclision of our research
is mentioned in our book. In this the stud»y area is Babri
Masjid and its adjoinihg areas. In source material a book
namely "New Archaeological Discovery! filed in original suit
No.'.5/89 (p.aper No. 118 C-1/35), published by Historian

4
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Forum and the mention of which has been made above. My‘
main objective, was to determine whether or not there was
a tefhple under the Babri Masjid. It is not correct to say that
my book, Exhibit 63, contains the criticism o;ﬂy, of the
conclusfons drawn by Otherl archaeologists..vlt is also wrong
to say that the basis cjf my conclusions is only secondary
evidenc'e, whereas primary evidence was existing. | have
studied the réport of Dr. B.B. Lal. | hav'e studied the report
of the excavation undertaken by him near disputed site in
Ayodhya. ,

The cost of the book written by me Exhibit 63 is Rs.
40. .I' fedeive royalty fér this book. It is not correct to say
that:| _wfote this book, only for pleasure sake rather | have
written it with a purpose. The purpose of writing this book
Was'_ not to hwake the public aware:',‘ rather the correct
versi‘(j)n is thatithe misuse of archaeological science during
the leveling operation on the disputeq_land which we had
read_.on the newspaper was to be qhecked and for that
purp‘o‘se | wrote my above book and during that period only,
| took interest about the disputed site. 'Since the basic
source material had become available "for the above
purpose therefore, | didn't consider it necessary to go to
the disputed site. This source material, bodklet No. 118 C-
[/35, | procured from my colleagué in my departments in
Allahabad University. That booklet | got it from Prof. Vidya
Dhar Mishra. | considered this booklet as basic source
material from archaeblogical point of view because |
considered the photographs given at back side of title page
and marked as 118 C-1/36 as the basjc source material, |
d'on'_t' know if these photographs are the repetition of some
earliér published photographs. It is correct to say that these
photographs are original photographs! It is wrong to say
that | am giving a misstatement regarding the originality of
the above pvhotograph..The above photograph is hot a copy
of the earlier photograph‘ published byE Prof.\» B.B. Lal. | was
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not at site at the time of taking the above photographs. This
photograph was neither taken before me nor under my
directions. Even then taking these phofo'graphs as real
basic. source, | did research on it. It :;s also correct that |
criticized the, article written on the basis of these
photographs. (Vo|untee.r:). Any research undertaken of the
duly-excavated work, and its reports, photos and related
material, forms part of basic source material. It is correct to
say that there are ideological differences between me and

Dr. S.P. Gupta with regard to the disputed site.

| Many of my colleagues inspired me to write the book
Exhibit 63. After writing it | showed the above book to my
colleagues. It is also correct that | requested 6ne of my
collé’agues to write the introduction of my book and that
colleégue is Ms. Shirin Ratnagar. Thet preface is included
in my book. | didn't ask any editor to write the editorial
preface. Dr. Shirin 'Ratnagar is also an archaeologist. She
is” a field archaeologist. I‘don't know if or not Dr. Ratnagar
had‘vgone on the disputed site. | also don't know if or not
even Prof. Romila Thapar had gone to the disputed site. |
havejnot heard till to date the terméhology namely table
archaeologist. | also didn't hear the terminology.namely:

arméhair archaeologist.

Que",’st‘i_'on :Do you thi_nk there is difference between a
person who does archaeolggical research after
visiting a site. and a person writing an
archaeological article while éitting at home or in
off'i:ce? "

Answer: If the archeblogist writes an article while sitting"
in a room br'office after having procured the
basic source materiél then there is no difference
between him and a p‘erson writing an article after

going to the field and making{ research.
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With field archaeologist, | mean to conduct research'
by going to the field. A person conducting} research will be
calle‘d field archaeologist. The person while sitting in a
-roorh ~-conducting research or writing an .article on
arch',aeoflogy is known as an archeologist.fl will put myself
in the category of an ordinary archaeclogist on the basis of

the book | have written.

It is correct to say that Laxmi Kant Tewari who-
prep'ared‘ drawing of figu'res' for my bc:;ok was not my paid
assistant. It is correct to say that he bérepared the drafting
as per my orders. Laxmi Kant Tev&ari was an expert

draftsman in Allahabad University.

.| didn't -see the disputed site before or after the
demolition ‘of‘disputéd structure. | never went to Ayodhya. |
acquifed knowledge by réading booklet 118 C-I/35 that
disputed structure was a Masjid. My friend or any other
persdn didn't tell me that the disputed structure was Babri
I\/Iasj‘id. It is correct to say that | continue to say that
dispUt.ed structure was a Masjid on the basis of studying
the book 118 C-I/3 5. It is wrong to say that | am making
wrong statement relating to the djsputed site out of

prejuldice.

1 have ‘read many books of Martimer Wheeler the
name of which are as under - Archaeology‘from the Earth,
The Indus and civilizatioh,_ Beyond Ffontiers, Early India
and Pakistan 'etc. On the subject of aréhaeology | have also
read_t,he. books of some other authors the name of which

are as under:

1) * What happened in history by Garden Child

2) Paleo Environment and Pre-HistéEry in Sone valley by

3
o
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'Prof. J. Desmond Clark.

3) Indian Pre-history and Proto History by Prof. H.D.
Sankalia - '

4) Excavation at Hastinapur by P.rof.‘ B.B. Lal.

5) Archaeology of India by Prof. D.P. Aggarwal etc.

| have heard the ‘name of Sir Thon Marshal but not
heard the name of Prof. Pitt, Prof. John Marshal has
oondu_cted many excavation works and written many books
and rep_Orts. He has done he excavation works in India
o»nly‘.,‘ His research works relating to Indus valley civilization
are outstanding. Except Prof. B.B. Lal none of the above
aroh.aeol.ogist did the excavation work at disputed site. But
Prof. S.K. Narayan who was in Banatas Hindu University,
has done the excavation work on the‘ disputed site and |
have read his report. He did the excavation work before
B.B. Lal. Prof. S.K. Narayan did the excavation work in the
yeak- 1969-70. Prof. B.B. Lal had gone to the disputed site
in 1969-70 and had conducted the survey at that place but
dld not conduct excavation work. As far as | remember he
had. gone to the disputed site. We the hlstorlans have used
the words B.C. | have no knowledge if or not the Historians

have -used the word C.E. | also don't have the knowledge

that (Before Christian Era) has been used or not. When we

the historians use the word B.C., we mean with that B.C.E.
and when we used A.D. our meaning is after Christian Era.
.The*_{fo_omplete meaning of A.D. is after death and full form
of B}C'. is Before Christian Era. When we make use of B.C.

the use of E. is implied in-that.

After oonduotpng the Physmal test of stone, its age can be

determined. | am not aware of the method of conductmg»

physical test of stone. Because determining age of stone is

a su'b'jeo’t pertaining to geology. | cannot tell the age of the

salt stone and similarly | don't know how to determine the

/
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age-iof buff stone. There is no stone.as buff stone rather
buff-is a colour of the stone. | have mvade}mentioned of an
inscription in my book Exhibit 63. Because | have not,
conducted the physical test of that st’onge. | shall not be able‘
to té]l that which stone that is. | do not know its name.
Bec_é’use the language uséd in the article and engraved on
above stone is in such a script and language th‘at | cannot
tell as to what is written the're. |

1 have go‘i this information through the newspapers
that ver'y important material- has become available after the
demolition of' disputed structure. After getting the above
information | became curious to know as to which material
has.been procured after the demolition of the disputed
structure and | also became curious to know that in what
cont_é;{t that material became available. The above curiosity
ema-natéd in my capacity as Archeologist. The meaning of
the context with the material is IN-SE-TO photograph which
mea:n‘s whet‘hér the material related to the wall, or dome or
debris. The reference was not of the material that became
availrable under the ground. Because it was stated that the
debr'.i-s became available after the demolition of Babri
I\/Iasjid above the ground so the question of taking out
debris from under the ground does not arise.

Statement certified after hearing
| Sd/
27.2.2002

Dictated by us in the open court and typed by the

stenographer. For further cross-examiration on 28.2.2002.

. |
witness be present ‘
‘ |

Sd/-
27.2.2002



Dated 28.2.2002

(In continuation of 27..2.2002, P.W. 24 Dharmeshwar
Mandal, statement on oath begins ). :

It is correct that the conclusion drawn in my book
Exhibit 63 has been drawn from the point of view of an
Archaeologist. | agree with the viewpoint that an
arch‘aeoiogist has to take into account the residue material
time-and period for arrivin‘g‘ at some conclusion. But | don't
agrée"wi_th thei saying that he shouldv-»;sim‘ultaneously take
into account the social wisdom. No ma‘%:ter whether it is the
theory of Prof. Suraj Bhan or anybody else. In order to
arrive at Con«olusion in Exhibit 63 | had the primary
evidence of material stage. It is correct that the material
residue was not available. That material residue of which
the primary evidence was available with r‘n‘e, thé evidence
of the period of which it belohged to, was also available

with me.

Question : Which evidence was available with you to
determine the period of the so called material
residue?

Answer: The stratification of that excavation.

| The evidence procured in the form of photograph of:

the éxcavation is an open book for any archaeologist. This
evid'ence was not givén to my by anyone rather | had

>proc*u'rfed it myself throUg‘h the study. This evidence became
available to me from the material in the book which is paper
No. 118 C-1/35 and about which | have given a statement
earlier, as well as the material given in the booklet "Ram
Jana‘mbhoomi: and Marxist Historian” which has been
published in four parts by Historian Forum. | have made the
mention of that in my abvove statement. | have determined

|
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thé period of these residues in my book Exhibit 63. | have

determined the pefiod of discovery No.1 between 13th to
15th, 16" century in my book Exhibit 63. | have not

determined the period of discovery No.2 in my book.

Similakly no périod of discovery No.3 has also been:

determined in my book. It is wrong to say that since there

was no necessity from my poiht of view to determine the

period of discovery No.2 and discovery No.3, hence, | didn't

detérrhine their period in my book.

Question :

Answer:

Was there any necessity for determining period
of discovery No.2 and discovery No.3 before you
and still you didn't do that 7 | |
Tojsay SO is also.wrohg be'cause discovery No.2
and discovery No.3 was not the material duly
prociured from excavation and the status of those
materials is simply material and not evidence
because the reference of these materials is not
avai}able. The in-situ photog;graph of the various
stages of the excavation of f?he materials too are
not available. Because of this reason, this was
not required. All my above statements are
correct. The word "in-situ" is used in a particular
sense in archaeology and it reveals the status
i.e. in situation. | agree with the saying that any
stone is at least three dimensional. | had the
three dimensional photograph of discovery No.1.
Volunteer: that the . available photograph
revealed the complete picture of three
dimensions. Three dimensional photograph of
discovery No.2 and 3 were not available with me.
The primary material for discovery No.2 and 3
became available to me from the material given
in paper No. 118 C-1/35, 93, 94, 95 filed in
(original suit No. 5/89). Volunteer: the figure
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rela;[ed to it is not available in the file but | have
made the mention of that m my statement given
abO\l/e. In 'paper No. 11.;%8 C-1/93, 94, 95
measurements have been g;iven. It is wrong if
somebody says that mealsurements are not
given. | have read about the constructions
related to figures mentioped.in paper No. 118 C-
1/93, 94, 95. The source material of which | have
mentioned earlier is contained in booklet namely
"Ram Janambhoomi Ayodhya - New
Archaeoiogical Discovery" which in paper No.
118 C-1/35. Except this | have not read it
anywhere. It would not be correct to say that |
have criticized that book in my book Exhibit 63
Volunteer:. | have not only criticized it in my
book rather | have made research of the
evidence obtained from it from archaeological
point of view. It is correct that | found my book
113 C-1/35 researchable document and |
researched it. It is correct that | have not studied
any other book except this book that is 118 C-
I/35 on these subjects. Again said that the books
studied or the research paper studied are the
written ‘material used with regard to this
research, have all been me‘ahtioned in my book
Exhibit 63 as reference. | have also read the
report given by Prof. B.B. Lal on this subject. It:
is correct that | read that }'ep‘éort after if had been
published. | don't remembe- correctly at present
that | have ‘expressed regret in my book saying
that had the bobk of Prof. B.B. Lal published
earlier | would get more help. That is an
archaeological evidence. It is wrdng to say that |
haye not read those books of which | have given

reference in my bo‘ok. | have myself read my
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book after it was published. It is correct that
there are printing mistakes in it but | don't
remember at present as what kind of mistakes
these are. It- is also correct th_ét | have not felt
the necessity of rectifying them. (On this point
the learned advocate (:rosé-examining the
witnessdrew the attention of the witness towards'
the acknowledgement of Exhibit 63 filed in other
original suit No. 4(89) seeing the same, the
witness said that Ms. has been printeo,i instead of
Mrs. which | di_dh't know. Ms. have been written
there for Mrs. As per my knc}wledge Mrs. can be
written as Ms. also. It is correct to say that there
are some pr:inting mistakes in my book. The list
of the books | have referred »to in my book"
Exhibit 63 is given in my book. This list is given
at page 66-69 in my book. It is correct that |
have given t‘hem under the caption notes. NAD is |
not an archaeological abbreviation. | have
explained NAD in the beginning. of my book from
N‘B'P abbreviation | mean Northern Block Polish
ware and this: terminology has been fully
recognized in archaeology. In this research of
mine, NBP ware was not found. Volunteer: its
reference had come. Ware was found without
N.B.P. It was Islamic glazed ware. In my
research this ware of other vafiéty too was not
found physically. It is correct that the material or
source, from which | got the second variety of
ware, has been made in my book and in the
statement given above. It is correct that | got the
mention of it.in 118 C-1/35. |

It is correct that | had tried to write a thesis with title

"Early Potteries". After registration when | joined the
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service | could not -dQ any work on the subject. | don't
remember when did | got the registration for my thesis. |
joined service in 1960 and | don't remember after how many

days after joining the service | left my research work. What

l only know is when | left the research work | was an
Exploration Assistant. As far as | remember | was
appointed Lecturer in 1972. | don't know correctly at

present how many years before becoming lecturer | left the
work of writing of thesis. | got the registration done for the
thesis after doing my M.A. but | don't remember after how
many da'ys after doing ‘M.A.. | had the registration done for
the thesis. At present | don't remember when did | get the
registration and when did it lapse. Any researcher when
does some survey he makes his objecﬁ;ive the basis for the
research and when he draws the conc!Usions he makes the
evidences proéured as his base. It is correct that the
person doihg research makes the bease of the ‘materials,
inscriptions, ‘vv.ritten articles and coins found during
research for arriving at his conclusion,flbut it depends upon
the nature and the objective of the research. It is wrong to
say that | made my research on the book which is paper
No. 118 C-1/35 rather | have made it the source material
for my research. The main objective of my research was to
find. out whether or not there was a temple under Babri
M.asjid.. | have already told that | have made the mention of
sodfce material in the ab_ove statement. | have made
research on this subject for about one year (On this point
the léarned advocate cross-examining the witness drew the
attention of the witness towards paper No. 118 C-1/35 file‘sd:
in original suit No. 5/89). After seeing the same the witness
said';that the paper didn't contain the date of its publication.
After reading it | didn_'t.arrive at the conclusion that the
publication was after 6th December, 1992 rather it was of
the earlier period. In my book | have made the mention of

such materials as are also mentioned in pa‘per No. 289 ClI.
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The materials lused by me have already been published in
paper No. 118 C-1/35. | know some of the persons and
dont know the others mentioned in p."\per No. 118 C1/37.
These person are Dr. Y.D. Sharma_Ex-Deputy Director
General and Dr. KM Shrivastav, E,Z‘x-Dir'ector, Dr. S.B.
Gup»ta former: Directof, Allahabad I\/lus’e‘um, Prof. K.P.
Nauti{yal, Vice Chancellor Awadh University and Ex-head of
Dep'artment.a ‘Ancient» history ~ and  Archaeological:
Department, Gharwal University, Prof. H.R. Sri\)asltav Ex-
Dire-ctor ICHR, Shri Devendra Saroop Aggarwal and Dr.

' 'Surendra Mukherjee, Delhi University and Dr. Mrs. Sudha

I\/Ialalya Bhopal. Dr. AK. Srivastav, . Dr. Surendra
Mukherjee are not known to me. Shri Surendra Swaroop
Aggarwal is the scholar of Lipi Shastra. | don't know if or
not Dr. Sudha Malaiya is the scholar of Lipi Shastra. Dr.
Sudhé Malaiya has done some work in the area of
arch'.aeolvogy about which | d‘on't have sufficient information.
It is correct that Dr. Y.D. Sharma is a famous
archaeologist. It is aléo correct that Dr. S.P. Gupta is a
famous - scholar of musicology and archaeology. Dr.
Nouﬁyall is an archaeologist. The book which is a paper No.
118 C-1/35 has the contribution of ajl the above persons
and the above mentloned 8 persons are its authors and it is
lmportant because of these reasons. | have written many
books on archaeology. Book namely "Radio Carbon Dates
And  Indian Archaeology”, "'Excavat%on at Mehagada”,
"Neoij’thic Site in the Belan Valley" were jointly written by
me and Prof. G.R. Sharma. Apart from this "Beginning of
Agriculture"” which have many authors"including me. "Paleo
Environment and Pre-history in the Sole Valley" (the editor
of which are J. Desmond Clark and G.R. Sharma). My
article etc. is also published in it. | have also made
research in less populated area. The name of that
archaeological site is "Mahadha and Sarai Neha Rai". It is

located in Pratap Ghar District of U.P. | conducted this
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research with and under the direction of Prof. G .R.
Sharma.' | have done most of the archaeological work under
the d!i’reCtion of Prof. G.R. 'Sharma. It is correct that | was
the favorite stordent of Prof. G .R. Sharma. It is also correct
that | was the student of Prof. G .R. Sharma. | joined the
service during his time and became the Lecturer and
Reader also during his period. It is also correct that | had
gone for the excavation of Kaushambi along with him. The
period of Kausrrambi has been determined. It is correct that
| don't ‘detern‘ﬂne the age of material }excavated there
because | was not in a position to delt}ermine the age and
arrive at the conclusion but | got the education as to how
the age-is determined ‘and also got the experience at the
time of exoavatron of Pratapghar | had become adequately
mature and also was in a posrtron to give advice and that |
gave also All the persons who Worked in this excavation
work | rendered my co-operation to them collectively to
arrive at the conclusion. It is wrong to say that during the
excavation of Pratapghar | was not in a position to give my
conclusion with regard to the determination of period. | was
Lecturer during the excavation of Pratapghar. | don't
remember now as to when that excavation Work was
conducted probably it was conducted in 1972. | had done
the stratification of this archaeological site. Volunteer:.
Whichever excavation was undertaken by my department
ao'diifn which | was involved, the stratification of that place

was. done by me.

~The meaning of stratification in excavation is basically
section which is related to interpretation of the section. In.
brief-the meaning of stratification is to determine the level
of the place: with a special scientific method and
.arch.aeollogical-method.‘ - ,:

]

The attention of the witness was drawn towards
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Exhibit 63 page 56, filéd‘invothe}_r original suit No. 4/89 and
after" feading para 2 said, | agfee with it 'anv}d my ‘opinion is
also ‘s..ar.ne". Volunteer: further for its interpretation please
read.the words written'before and after. | have written the
fo'llowihg sentence about the report of B.B. Lal. "These
finds will certainly throw light on the issue when published
With‘_' all including the smallest deta'is. I' have read the
report of Shri B.B. Lal in this regard. The report of Shri B.B.
Lal hés not been published so far in detail. It is wrong to
say that some other person has got tHe report of B.B. Lal‘

published and | have read that

Question Have you read the report prepared by B.B. Lal in

-7 original? _
Answer | have read the report by Per B.B. Lal published
in Archaeologlcal Survey of india journal - Indian

archaeology.-A Rewew

- The report of Prof. B.B. Lal read by me is also the
basis of my research. It is also correct that had the full
repo_‘rt: o.f' Prof. B.B. Lal been procured by}me, more light
would have been thrown on mine research. | understand
that the report prepared by eight scholars, the reference of
Whieh has been given above and on the basis of facts given
in thét | have conducted my research. That report is an
origi'hal report and contains original photographs. It is

wroh‘g to say that | wrote my report Exhibit 63, for publicity.

“Ms. Shirin Ratnagar didn't help me in writing original
report (Exhibit 63). | have expressed my gratitude towards
her for writing the preface. She has hé!ped me in editing. It
is correct to say that the preface written by Ms. Shirin
Ratnagar is given in first fifteen péges of my book Exhibit
63. It is correct, that she has also given many figures in the

preface written by her. It is wrong to say that a thing which
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| could not make to understand in my book was clarified by
Shirin Ratnagar in her preface. Volunteer: that Ms.
Rathagar helped in understanding the detailed facts written
by rh’e. in my book in-her preface. It isiwrong to say that I,
Ms. “Shirin ‘Ra'tnagar and Prof. Romilia T}hapar wrote the
book (Exhibit 63), its introductory and editorial preface for
mere publicity sake ‘onIy. It is correct to say that except
book -Exhibit 63, | didn't write any other book on disputed
issue of Ayodhya but one article in Hindi has certainly been
written. As per the research done by me through
stratification the proof of there being the population from
level 1 to continuously upto level 10 have been found. The
symptom of population even below that are also available.
During my research | have determined the period of level
10 as 13th century. On all the levels from level 1 to 10 the
proofs of population havé‘continuously been found. It is
corréc_t to say that the proof of the existehce of population
during the beginning of 16th century have been found and
proof of existe'.nce of popuiation on that site eVen before
that have been found. In the 16" century proofs, mainly the
Islamic Glazed ware has been found. The existence of
popu‘lati‘on below that level is also based on thé proof of
Islamic Glazed ware. It is correct to say that the proof
found for the existence of Islamic population below the
level of upper level on the basis of Islamic Glazed ware,
were Isliamic‘only. It is correct to say that the proof of
Islamic population found below the level of Islamic glazed
ware in the beginning of 16th century were fhe prbof before
the."1‘6th century. Further said - it is correct that
constructions of the 16th century were made on the
buildi‘ngs constructed on the symptoms below thé buildings

found in the beginning of 16th century.

Queé,tion : Finding only' of Islamic Glazed Wares does not

o prove that th,'efe was only Islamic popdlation?
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Answer:  If pon-Islamic Glazed Wares are not found along
with Islamic',G'Iazed wares then it is proved that

there was only Islamic population.

| agree with the views that the life of glazed ware
utensils'is more than earthen made utensils. It is correct
that lndlcatlons are found for existing of other kind of
populatlon than wares of ordinary knd should also be
available along with Islamlc Glazed ware In uncommon
utensns the ware like cup, plate, etc. which are kept on the
table are included In 6rdinary wares c=arthen pots, Basin
of earthen, Kulharh Handi etc. are mcluded As per my
research, in the study of stratification, only Islamic Glazed
‘ware were found upto10th level. | have given detalled
accc‘)unt{ of this.in my 63 chapter 1 & 2. On the basis of
research done by me and the books boo‘k; Exhibit | read
and the-sources | used, | acquired the know'ledge that upto
the1.0th-levell5 of stratification there were found Islamic
Glazed ware. The book from which | acquired this
knoWIedge has been erit’ten‘ by 8 scholars. Exhibit 118 C-
1/35. "According to my research the proofs of initial
population in Ayodhya are available since 6th - 7th century
B.C. With reference to period | know that since when there
was‘pOp‘ulation in Ayodhya but | don't have the information
as in which period there had been Hindu population. | can't
say 'cbrrec.tly' from which date to which date there was
Hindu pbpuvla"tion. It is wrong to say that l'ém deliberately
hiding the fact as during which period there was Hindu
popu‘viation. | have the kndwledge that, the Islamic
popu'l'ation existed from 13th century to 15th-16" century.
This knowledge | gathered from my research and this
knowledge | procured from the sourge materials | have
mentioned above. The materials | have mentioned are
arohéeological material and some .evicences. In my book

what is written in respect of discovery!No.1 comes under
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the category of archaeological evidences and what is
mentioned in respect'of discovery No.2 & 3 and fresh
discovery which are given from page 49-55 in the book, is
related to archaeological material and not the evidence.
Because it‘was a part of research, therefore, | have
desc,r‘ibe'd fhe archae‘olbgicél materialin detail. It is wrong
to séy that since | was to vcontrovert the facts mentioned in
book 118 C-1/35 therefore, | considered it necessary to
discuss the archaeoiogical material in my book. |
discuésed the archaeological materialiin my book because
anythirng manufactured by the human being could be
archaeological material but it can not take the form of an
evidence until and unless it is attached with its reference
e.g. if at any point of time while ploughing the field, a coin
or inscriptions are found then that 15 an archaeological
material-and not the evidence. | do net know if a person
when démolishing‘any building out iof rage, would be

gathering or keeping the thi'ngs found in debris or not?

_:I: have seen the Amluk construéted in the temple.
Generally the Amluk is constructed in the front side of the
temple. .I do no‘t know if the construction of Amluk is the
sign .of completion of the construction of the temple. | also
do not have the knowledge that if the shape of the Amluk is
just like half fruit of Amvala. (The tree Emblic myrobalan).
In the book 118 C-1/35, written by eight scholars, it is
menvtioned that an Amluk made of stone was found near
the dis,p’uted site but it is not an archaeological evidence
ra.ih'_er it is an archaeological material. It is wrong to say
th‘a-t.'__the'Amluk made of stone procured hear the‘ disputed
site, will noticome under the category of archaeological
material because of its linkage with thé reference of temple
rather the correct thing is that the Amluk is an :
archaeological material and not the évi‘dence. | have heard

about the pillar made of black Basalt stone‘in the disputed

(]
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structure I have read about the black Basalt stone pillars

in the source material used for my research | have also

seen the photograph of those pillars |n‘:that material. Seen
in that material i.e. in book 118 C-I/35. | have also seen
that"_n"raterial which is engraved on the piH‘ars. I have not
seen en_graved; design carefully. | have not seen it carefully
because | do, not‘cohsider the engraved design is an
e\'/‘id'ence for my research. | consider it simply an
arc,h:aeo-logical material. | don't remember if or not | have
described the above engraved design in my book under,
the archaeological material. | have nct seen the similarly
engraved black pillar 'in any temple or in any Masjid
because neither | have ever gone to Masjid nor | have ever |
gone to the temple. It is wrong to say. that’ | do not go to
temc'le and Masjid even in connection with excavation and
research work. It is wrong to say that | go to such a site in
connection Wrth the ‘archaeological research after
dem'clitiOn of temple or mosque. Rather the correct portion
is that I have no obJectlon in going if it is required to go to
such a srte fcr archaeological research. | say on the basls
of source material, which | studied and used during my "
research that the disputed site was the Babri Masjid. |
didn't do any research to know that it was Babri Masjid
because it was not the subject for: my research It is
correct to say that | recognized the disputed structure as
Babri Masjid on the basis of the same source material. It is
Wt’OhgiO say .that | called the disputed structure as Masjid
out ofprejddice. |

I do not know if any structure or building is called
I\/Iasjid. It is correct to say that | also call it Babri Masjid on
the basis of that source material on which the other people
call the disputed structure as Babri Masjid‘. "For this reason
| call it Babri Masjid otherwise Babri Masjids finding, is not

the subject matter of my research. | have heard that some
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people also call the disputed structure | as Ram
Janambhoomi. It is correct to éay that | do not believe on
those people who call the d'isputed structure as Ram
Janam'bhoomi and because of this reason | have not called
it Ram Janambhoomi and otherwise also it was not the
subj'ec.t matter of my research. It is wrong to say that my
intention in this regard is malafide. It is wrong to say that |
am favourihg Muslims and disfavouring Hindus out of my
prejudice. It is correct that | have staved in Allahabad for
many years and have seen Hanumanji'{s temple there. | do
not khow in which posture Hanumanji‘is in the Hanuman
temple. The temple of Hanumanji is situated at civil lines. |
know that Allahabad was earlier called Prayag and is so
called even today. It is correct that later on the name of
this city was changed to Allahabad: | do not know if or not
the name Allahabad was given by any Hindu Ruler. | do not
know either this namelwaé given by sorhe Muslim Ruler
and 'l didn‘t try to know it as an historian although | got my
education and also did sérvice while staying at Allahabad.
I have ‘written the book Exhibit 63, myself. | have
exclaimed myself both ways as per the context, as | or we.
It is wrong to éay that | exblaimed myself as | somewhere
and we at .s.o:me places, as per my convenience. | do not
know in which .Context' I hé\_ve made the mention of new
arch-éeological discovery. I, in para 3 pagé 17 of my book
have made the mention of new archaeological discovery in
the context of afore mentioned 'péragraph.' In the same way
the -réference of fresh discovery hasbeeh made on the
basis of'_sayiﬁgs of other Archéeologist‘s. In para 3 at page
17, my intention wit.h hoard of stone of sculpture is with the
stock of stones which has been mentioned in the;book 118
C-I)35 written by eight scholars. | also agree with this

term'inology.

According to archaeological research if in any wall '

it
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small :pieoes of bricks are found or the piecés are found to
be us_ed'_ then it is assumed as the re-used material. With
re-used | mean those bricks which were used earlier and

2nd vtime also used.

Question by the Court - In your above statement you have
said that in the stratification process, Islamic
Glazed wares are found in the 10th lay or, these
are, however, not seen in the photograph. On

4 what basis you have said so?
/-\“nSWVe'r:' The basis for my research is the same source
material on the basis of which | have rhentioned

about the finding of Islamic wares in my book.

“For exain:ple in para 3 of page 19 of my book', in the
extracts of the report of the excavation works by Prof. B.B.
‘Lal,ﬂ_é;mention has been made that Islamic Medieval glazed
Waré, ‘vv,,ith ~white basé and blue floral paintings, were

procured.

Statement certified after hearing
Sd/- -

'D. Mandal

28.2.2002

Dictated by us in the open court and typed by the
sten.o_g'répher. For further cross-examination, on 1.3 .2002.

Witness be present. | |
| Sd/-
28.2.2002
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Dated 1.3.2002 | |
In continuation of dated 28.2.2002, the statement of P.W.
24 Shri Dhaneshwar Mandal on oath bégin.

| had seen the photographs of black stones in the
book — paper No. 118 C-1/35. | didn't do any research on |
the photographs of these black stones. Apart from this the
phot'ographs' of other stones are also given in this book. |
had.see'n engraving of human being on them. The stones
which’ h’avé been m'en.tion'ed, | had made archaeological
research on some of them. | made archaeological research
on the photograph of the stones given in paper No. 118 C-
/41 and of the three stones given in 118 C-1/45. No
resea'rch was conducted from the point of view of
deterrﬁining the period of these stones. As the research
cannot be conducted regarding the variety of the stone just
by seeing the photographs, therefore, | didn't conduct any
research regarding the variety of these stones. | conducted
the research for the reason to know as in what state these
stones could be found. vBecaus'e the issue of conducting the
research by me, w.as not -td find out whether these stones
Could be the part of the Mavsjid, hence | didn't conduct that
resear‘ch'. And for the same reason | also didn't conduct the
rése.éfch to ascertain that these could also be the part of
the temple.' It is correct that all the stones shown in paper
No. 118 C-I/41‘énd 45, are not the complete stones. Rather
these are part of the stones. | agree with the view point that
the stones shown in both these papers are prima facie part
of a stone used in the building. It is correct that human
engravings are made on the stones shown on paper No.
118 C-1/44 & 46. Because | am not the student of Art and
Archite,éture, therefore, | would not be able to teIZI, if or not
th.'es"e are the photos of Hindu god/goddesses. Volunteer: -
it'is a subject of Iconography which is a very specialised
one. | am also not able to tell if or not these idols prima-

facie appear to be of Hindu god/goddesses. Because | have
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never gone to any Masjid, | shall not be ab‘le to tell whether
the stones containing idols of god/goddesses, are invstalled
in a.'mosque. The figures made on paper No. 118 C-1/50 are
not Iof any rock. It has also written there that these are
made of Terracotta. | know with certainty that what
Terracot}ta is. The original material of Terracotta is with
earth ,‘and the material made o_f» earthli is called Terracotta
which is prepared in a specific temperature. In paper No.
118',C.-|/‘52 a picture of hand made of iTerracotta has been
shown. There is another photo of a piece of brick and same
is"written on that also. In paper No. 118 C-1/51 a photo has
b,e;eh shown which is of a beheaded person and the other
one v’its a torso without a head, feet of which are also cut. |
have not conducted any research on it. Because it is not
the p'art of thé'subject of my research, therefore, | didn't,
make it the subject matter of my research. "Terracotta".
which is written below this photo appears to me, as correct,
‘and,}-I am unable to say anything about what is written
ahead of it. "The Head of a Devta and bust of tl:\e Yaksha"
becausé it is the subject matter of Iconography.
|con-bgra’phy is not our ‘subject; The materiavl given in paper
No. 118 C-1/35, which |s particularly related to our subject,
has been int'énsively studied by me and my conclusion is
base"d on that only. |
Question : Whether rocks or large pieces of rocks procured
from excavation or otherwise are connected with

your subjecf matter or is it beyond the scope of

| your subject? |

Answer: “My subject" may be understood in the context of
| siudy area of my research. | have mentioned
about the research area in my above statement.

The imaterial procured from excavation and such

pieces of rocks, which are related to our subject

and mention of which is there in this book, have

been studied by me.
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It is wrong to say that my subject goe's on increasing
or d'ecreasing:; as per the research. Volunteer: - for the
research, determining érea of study is most important. The
subject matter of my stud'y is archaeology and our expertiése
is in'fhe' field of archaeology and statification method under
the field archaeology. It is correct that | have no expertise
at all 'about the early potteries. It is also correct that my
opinio‘n about the early potteries is not the final. With
regér’d. to potteries, which are a part of archaeology, |
cannot give my opin-ion as an experton this subject. It is
wrong to séy that | am making a wrong Statement, out of

prejudice.

(On ‘b‘ehalf of Shri Umesh Chandra Pandey respondent No.
22, the cross-examination by Shri Vireshwar Dwivedi,
concluded). | |
(Cross-examination on behalf of Mahant Dharam Das
respondent No. 13 by Shri Ved Prakash? Advocate).
XXX XXX XXX XXX

it is correct that my mother and father both were
theist ahd idol worshiper. They used to worship idols at
home as well as in temples also. | do not remember my
early childhood but | cannot say that | didn't go to temple
ever with my parents or didn't participate in woréhip at
home during my childhood days. Whenever | used to go to
templwe with My 'parent's', | definitely used to see the idols. |
can tell after seeing some éf the idols which are known to
me, whether these are the idols of Hindu god/goddesses or
not. | can recognise the idol of Durgaji and Kal‘iji. | can't
say whether or not my parehfs were the worshipers of
Ramé or Vishnu. | cannot also tell whether cr not they were
the WorShiper of Brahma or Shankar. Also | cannot tell if or
not they were the Worshipers of Hanuman. It is correct that
in .?'Ramcharitmanas" it has been written about the

character of Bhagwan Ram. | have not read that Bhagwan



Ram is also called Purshotam because of his character. My
parents used to worship Durga and Kaliji. There was no idol
of Ram iln my house buf my parents used to worship him. |
do n-o‘i know if' or not they used to celebrate Ramanavmi.
There was no idol of Krishan ji either in our house. | cannot
tell “you correctly whether or not my parents used to
worship him. We used to recite Ramcharitmanas at our
home meaning that"mvy.pérents used to recite but.it was not
celebrated collectively. | did not sit in reCitation with my
parents. | have seen the book of Ramcharitmanas. | have
also seen the picture of Rama made on it. It is correct that
eyes, hands, ears, face, mouth etc. all the limbs are made
of. god and goddesses. Volunteer: - The detailed
information of all, what they have, is' not known to me. |
have no knowledge tha.t the pictures of god and goddesses
are like human beings. It is correct that the idol of god and
goddesses seén by me were like the photo of human'
beings. | do not remember now if or not my parents used to
ask ’rhe to worship, said again - they must be saying. My
Wife'-.v.isvtheist. She worships Durgaji. .

Que'sti‘o,n :From which age you became forgetful or not

keeping things'in_mind? |

AnsWer:- For the last.two to three years.

-1 am atheist since 1950. | was a student of high school
at that time. It is wrong to say that a trend had been
devélope_d from that time that friendship be developed only
with. one who is an atheist. It is correct that from that time
onward the communist thinking started making impact on
me.

| I'’know Dr. S.C. Mishra but | didn't know whether he is
a theist or atheist. He has also given his evidence in this
pros‘e;éution. | do not know if or not he is a communist. |
know Dr. Sushil Srivastav. He is also a teacher in
Allahabad University. | have no knowledge that for

sometime he had gone to Baroda. It is correct that our
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relat'i_on.s with Dr. Sushil. Srivastav are good. But we are
not ':goihg to each others house. | do not have the
knowledge whether or not Srivastav is an atheist. | have
not seen him ever going to the temp!e». | also don't know
that Dr. Sushi | Srivastav is a ‘man of communist ideology.
| know Prof. Suraj Bhan as an archaeologist. | know that
he has also given his evidence in the case. When we meet
each other, we also discuss among ourselves | don't know
whether or not.he is an atheist. It is Wrong to say that he is
in fact a thelst and this fact is known to me and | am
hiding-it. | also know Dr. Suweera Jarswal We also talked
to each other | do not know if or not he is an atheist. From
his a-rtrcles it appears that he has been influenced by the
Marxism. With regard to Dr. SarvaPalii Gopal | only know
that he is the member 'of the Editorial Board of that series
in whroh my book was published. | do not know if or not he
is an atheist but he is a communist. | also know Prof.
Romila Thapar she also has been influenced by Marxism
and I do not know whether she is a theist or atheist. | know
Shri R.S. Sharma, Shri B.N.S. Yadav, Shri D.P. Aggarwal,
Shri §.C. Bhatacharya, Shri N.C. Ghosh and Shri Niladri
Bhatacharya and | have also talked to them. | do not know
if or not Niladri ‘Bhataoharya has been influenced by‘
Markism. | also do not know if or not R.S. Sharma is an
atheist but he has Iean'ing towards Marxism. | do not know
if or:’rrot B.N.S. Yadav is an atheist but he has leaning
towards Marxism. | do.not know if or not D.P. Aggarwal is
an athei.st but‘he has leaning towards Marxism. | do not
know if or not S.C. Bhatacharya is an atheist or has or has
not the leanings towards Marxism. | do not know if or not
N.C. Ghosh 'is also atheist or- has ‘or has not leaning
towards Marxism. It is not that till such time | was under
the rmpaot of my parents, | was theist and when | had the
Ieaning'towards Marxism, | became an atheist. Volunteer: -

there may be many reasons apart from it. But | shall not be
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able to express those reasons clearly. This reason is not a
secret one but it is not ‘striking in my mind just now. | have
seen a person of communist ideology going to the temple
such as my teacher Prof. B.N.S. Yadav who has leaning
tOwa'rds'Marxis_‘m but he goes to the temple as well. | do
not khow if or not he is a cadre holder of communist party.
From Mr. Sanjay Kumar photographer, the m‘ention of
whom | have made in}the acknowledgement of my book,
Exhibit 63, | got the photograph of the pictures given in the
book paper No. 118 C-1/36, written by 8 scholars and of the
photdgraphs of two figures published in pavper No. 36, 41
prepared and put them in my book i.e. he prepared those
photographs and published them in our book.

~ Therefore, in acknowledgement of my book | have
gi.v,e.in the name of Shri Zia-ul-Haq in the acknowledgement
as | got the manuscript of my book read by him. It is
correct that \rvherever there would be need to make
Correetion, hez-might have done that after reading the
manuscript. He is a very old person'ansd with which of the |
nhewspapers he was attached, is not knoWn to me. It is
vwronq to say that after some people delrberated in a
meetmg and thereafter only | started writing the book | do
not know Prof. Romila Thapar was agarnst Vishwa Hindu
Parishad, R.S.S. and BJ.P. |

Statement certified after hearing.

. Sd/-
D. Mandal
1.3 .2002

Dictated by us and typed by the stenographer in the open
court. For further Cross- examlnatlon on 4.3.2002.Witness
be present.

Sd/-
1.3.2002
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Dated 4.3.2002 P i ‘
|
. : A |
(In continuation of dated P.W. 24 - the statement of Shri

Dhaneshwar Mandal on oath begins ).

My acquaintance‘With_Z'iaful-Haq is about 20 years "
old. We didn't have any talk on writing a book on the issue
of te‘rhplle mosque with each other. We do not know if Zia-
ul-Haq had been attached to Babri Actibn Committee or
not.

.‘ It is wrong to say that the opinion of the communist
thinking people is that the religion acts as poison both for
the SOCiety.and the individual. | didn't hav.e any interest in
this dispute earlier. In my book Exhibit 63, | have myself
written this because it had become a national issue. | have
already made a statement in this regard. It is correct that |
consider the present dispute not a religious issue but a
national issue. At present | shall not be able to tell you
correctly that when | got the information about this dispute
first of all. At this moment | o not remember how much time
before writing this book, | came to know about this dispute.’
It is correct that | do not know as to What‘ are the views of
the 'resbeotive'parties in this dispute. | had come to know
about this dispute before writing my book Exhibit 63 but |
do not remember how many days earlier. The disputed
structure had been demolished beforé writing my book
Exhibit 63. T:he disputed‘ structure might héve been
demo!ished»4-5 months before my writing this book. | had
made up my mind to make research on the: disputed
structure before it was demolished but the work of writing
the book could be started only after demolition of the

disputed structure. -

Question : You have stated in your statement at page 38



that your objective was to determine whether or
not there was a temple under the Babri Mosque.
So why did you not go to the site and conducted
research when the structure was standing?
Answer:  Our; objective was to make research if or not
o there was a temple under the Babri mosque. My

objettive had no link with th;é} standing structure.

il thatit’ime, the material already procured was
adequate enough for drawing the conclusion, if or not there
was any temple under the structure. Because of those
reasons | didn't consider it necessary to go over there.
When the structure was standing all material as source
material was' available, as | have stated above. | do not

know what was the length and breadth of Babri mosque.

Question : According to you, was there or was there not any
archaeological importance of the building of

disputed structure?

Answer: The  disputed  structure  did have the'

archaeological importance but it was not
connected with the objective of my research.

-As, it was not concerned with our objective hence for

giving an impartial opinion it was not necessary to see the

disputed structure. Again said as my conclusion is

irhpartial, it Was not, necessary to ses the structure from

the ijectivity point of view hence | did not consider to see-

that.

Question : If a person Construots a building of a temple can
he or can he not construct rooms alongside the
place where the Thakur is to be installed?

AnsWer:: | .cannot tell énything in this regard. | also do not

know if or.not anybody can’built a temple on the
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land which is uneven, not anybody can built a
temple on the land which is uneven, without
making it even. | have made the mention in my
book Exhibit 63, about the distance of the

excavation work done from the diSputed site.

‘Being an archaeologist | never made any st’udy_ in
respect of construction of .a mosque. What kind of
construction temple should have, has also not been studied
by m.é, It is correct that | would not be able to tell you the
material which was obtained from the excavation site and
whether it was‘of a temple or of a mos,,;que.vVqunteer: - ltis

the work of a specialist of a temple and mosque.

Quesfioh ":Have yolu‘said in your statement that your
objective was to determine whether or not there
was a temple under the Babri Masjid? Did you
not \}\/rite yoUr book - Exhibit 63 for achieving this

‘ purpose?

Answer: It is wrong to say that | did not wvvrite my book for
meeting my above objective. Rather the correct
version is that | made this research and then |

wrote my book for meeting my objective.

Question : Should | take it that'you could conclude from the

" material obtained from excavation whether it
pertains to a tem'ple or to a mosque?

Answer:" If the procured material has been duly excavated

o and is attached to its context and is linked with

the construction period of any structure, on the

basis‘ that the scholars have identified them as

the pillar bases of a temple, fhen SUCh pillar

bases which are said to be of a temple, whether

or not contemporary, would depend upon the fact

whether or not, the pillar basis are of a temple or
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| am not the specialist to idéntify the material
obtained from excavation to conclude that it is of a temple

or mosque.

| don't know that the material obtained from disputed
structure has been preserved somewhere or not. | didn't try

to knbwit also.

Question : Do you know that the di,scuésion about this
disputed structure was going on before Shri
Chandrashekhar = when he was the Prime
Minister?

Answer:  No Sir.

' IAdon'tv have any detailed information regarding this
casé. | also don't have any infbrmation, if or not any other
caseﬁ except f.his case relating to this .disputed structure is
continuing or not. Volunteer: - [t came to my notice from
newspaper that the case had been referred to the Supreme ,
Court. | have no special information in this regard. .| came'
to know from the paper that the reference was made to
advice whether the temple was thers or not under the
disp"'ut'éd' site. This only was, referred to the; Supreme
Court. Except 1n‘ewspaper'nb information could be obtained
from"any persbh. It is correct that | thave ’imentioned this
fact in my bo:ok that the dispute has been referred to the

Supfeme Court but | don't know the detail of this reference.

- On this point the learned advocate cross-examining
the witness invited the attention of the witness towards his
book"Ex_hibit 63, para 1 10th line of page 16 "However. . ..

. ..and what is important" and asked, your opinion on this

print is that this dispute can be sorted out by the
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archaeologist only. After reading that the witness sgid that "
- In"my‘book, this statement of mine has been made in a
gen‘é;ral sense and noti in a specific sense. It is wrong to
‘say that the observatiovns' made in my“book, Exhibit 63, are
general-and not specific one, On this the learned advocate
cross-examining the witness invited the attention of the
witness towards page 19 of book, Exhibit 63 After reading
that"the‘witnéé;s said "At the outset. . . . . . . .. .. widely
respécted scholar and gsked what »\/}/ere' those findings"
which were not published". The witness replied that it is
relatéd to discovery No. 1. Ahd discovery No.1 is mainly
based on the evidences of excavation by Dr. B.B. Lal and
on thé :p‘reliminary report after the excavation and Prof.
B.B. Lal had also prepared a preliminary report relating to
the 'di_spute'd' site which was published in the "Indian
Archa_eo,logy - A Review" and | had read that. Being an
archaeologist | know that all the materialis procured from
the excavation are not mentioned in the preliminary report
and their mention is made in the final report which is still
unpublished. Therefore further materials from there might
have been found but we didn't have any knowledge about
that. | didn't make any efforts to know what else was the

material which was not published.

[t is wrong to say that YI have written in fourth line from
the bottom of this book "Neglecting. . . . . .. respected
scholar" with some malafide intentions. In my knowledge |
have the basis for writing such a statement in my book.
This basis was again published in an isolafed manner. The
mention of this | have made in my statement under source
material and also mentioned in the book Exhibit 63. The
special material which was not mentioned in the preliminary
repdrt was pubI.ished later c)n and | hasve'given fhat in my
book'. | have given the reference of that and also quoted it

at p‘age 19 & 20 of my book. It Confains those‘1 materials
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only which were not published in - "Indian Archaeology - A
Review". | have made the mention about them in my book. |
have'given the reference in my book of "Indian Archaeology
- A Review" in which the report is published in a short forrﬁ.
Question : Has, that part relating to excavation of the report
by Shri B.B. Lal, published in "Indian
Archaeology - A.lf?eview" which states that such
and such material was found, been shown in
| your book or not? \
Answer: No Sir.
It is wrong to say that the material which has been
mentioned in. my book at page 19 & 20, Was published in
"Indian Archaeology A Review". It is also wrong to say that
since all such materiéls Were published in the report in that
journal, | didn't quote the répo‘rt'of that journal in my book
deliberately. Again said - Such of the ma'terialé as were
procured from near the disputed site and which were not
published in "Indian Archaeology - A Review", are
pu‘blzished through the reference of Shri S.P. Gupta in "Ram
Jéri'ambhoomi and fhe Marxist Historian paft-2", which was
published by Historian Forum, and have been quoted by me
at pége 19 & 20 in my book. | fully agree with the report of
Shri B.B. Lal published in "Indian Archaeology - A Review -*
1976-1977". | '
Question : When Shri B.B. Lal was doing the excavation
| work in 1975-76, near the disputed site, did you
get the curibsity' to know as td»what has come
out from the excavation? |
AnsWer: | did not have any curiosity at that time.

. When | started my excavation work relating to it then
only I came to know that Prof. B.B. Lal had done the-
excévation work there. | started the Wbrk of writing my book
in Jéhuary - 'February, 1993 and it was published also in
1993, -

I 'do not remember correctly if orinot | have written in
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my book about further»excavation. The excévatio'n done by
Prof. Lal Sahib was adequate enough to meet my objective. .

-t depends upon-the 'quality o'f‘photographv to judge
whether the bricks used for constructing buildings, walls
etc.'_.‘.in_ photographs were made of mud or‘ were pucca or
made of cement and mud. The learned advocate cross-
exanﬁiné the witness drew the attention of the witness
towards picture No. 55-56 of the black and white Album,
prepared by U.P. ArchaeolOgiCaI organisation, the witness
after seeing éaid that in both the pictures there appéars to
be th'e pillars made of stone. .‘ln' picture No.9 & 10, in the'
same Album eyes, mouth or legs etc. are not being seen.
The material of which the things show;n‘in the picture were
made, was difficult to be stated. These appear to be made
of stone. What | can understand is that there appears to be
the résidue _O'_f. plaster. In this picture something like a pillar
is belng' seen. In picture No.1 05-1 06, appear to be parts
of pi_Har's rﬁade of sténé. | am not in a position to tell what
is there in the lower p‘ortion of picture No. 106. Similarly |
am not able to tell what is there on the lower side of the
picture No. 105. In both these pictures sdme figures are
made.'but | can't tell whose these figures are. | have not
seen as an archaeologist any such ydesign like figures.
Volunteer: - the source material on which | have written my
book, the design and stones of this kind have been seen on
those materials. | cannot séy what is rﬁade on picture No.
91. | can't tell whether it is lower portion ovf the half size of
any pillar. Picture No. 65 &}66.appears to be part of pillars
of the st'one. I can't tell as to what is engraved on the lower
partAof picture No. 66. | cannot tell what is made on the
upper.po’rtion of picturé No. 65 and lower portion of picture
No.66. | do not know what is called Yaksha. The learned
Advocate inviting attention of the witness towards the
album of coIoUred pictures of the disputed structure

prepared by U.P. Archaeological organisation. The witness
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stated after seeing the album of coloured pictures that as
compared to‘ black and white photograp.hé, the coloured
picture would be having more clarity or not would depend
upoh-the quality of the photograph and the object of which
the phofograpfn belongs to. In piéture No. 16, no figufe
appears to have been made. It is not clear in photo No. 16,
if or not a wall is constructed 6n the rear side. | shall not he
able to tell what is built behind it because it is not clear. It
is not clear as to what is built in picture:; No. 15 and whether
it is there in the open ground or not. Th‘e same is'theu status
of p‘i‘cture No. 14 and what is made on it is not clear. In
pictu‘re No. 13, a wall seems to have been built. | cannot
tell as of what material picture No. 13, 14, 15 & 16 have
been made. In picture No. 49 & 50 there appears to be a
part of pillars but there is nothing clear in picture;No. 51. In
picture No. 118, 119, 120 are the pillars made of stone but
the f._igures made on them are not clear, the_}refore:, | am not
able to tell as to what is made thereon. In picture No. 121
enclosed with 26, appears to be of pillars made of stone
but | cénnot identify the figure made on them. | am not able
to tell'what is made on picture No. 74. Similarly | am not
able to tell as to which material it is made of. It is wrong to
say that | am not able to tell what is made on picture No. 74
of which material it is made of because | didn't attend that,
interview. It is just possible that | may not be able to tell ofl
what material it is made of and what is made there on even
_aftér visiting ‘the spot. | have not written my book on the
basis of paper No. 118 C-l/36 rather it is Writ‘ten on the
basis of other detail cdntaihed in the book as well as other
reseérch materiAaI the mention of which hés already been
made ébove.: At pagé 53 of my book | have written
"HoWever, R also be fruitful"‘v\'/ith reference to the
detai.ﬁ given before and after.'The conclusion drawn in my"
book by me are my final results according to me. It is

correct that | didn't consider the necessity of having some
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chemical tests etc. conducted. As the source material which
| had got, was adequate enough and therefore, | didn't

consider to do more excavation. It is wrong to say that my

book is based on probabilities and surmises. Rather it is’

based on archaeological evidences and material. | have
written a correct thing: at page 39 of my book under the
‘conclusion at No.2. ’Velunteer: that this corclusion is
related to figure No.6 in my book. Similar[y what is written
in conclusion No.7 pageé 40 is also correct. It is correct that
| was a person of communist thinking. It is wrong to say

that  money .is everything for the person of communist

thinking. It is also wrong to say that | have written this book"

by ,ta,kin.g money. On behalf of Mahant Dharam Das,
(respondent N;o. 13, the cross-examination by Shri Ved
Prakash ‘Advoc!ate over). On behalf of Mahant Param Hans
Ram Chlandra Das (respondent No.2) through Shri Madan
Moh_an Pandey advocate.
XXX XXX XXX XXX

1t is correct to say that the area of my teaching was
ancient history culture and archaeology. | have studied
archaeology. | didn't get any. degree or diploma on the
subject of archaeology. It is correct that in Delhi and at
some" other places there are special centres for the
education of archaeology. It is also correct that such
centres are awarding special education and
Degree/Diploma after Post Graduation. The period of
ancient history is taken from 6th century B.C. to 12th
century. As per my study} and knowledge, the disputed
structure was for the period after 12th century. | shall not
be able {o tell the specific period of its construction. As per
my knowledge the Babri Masjid was co‘nstr‘u}cted in 1528-29
although. | have not undertaken specific studies for that. |
have read this from the source material paper No. 118 C-
1135. 1t is eorrect to say that on the basis of the source

material only | have cal.led the structure as Babri Masjid. It



is correct to say that in the book 118 C-1/35, the disputed

structure has been called at some plaCes as Babri Masjid
and at other places as Ram Janafnbhobmi. It is also
Correct that of:the photographs given in that book some of
them are written as Ram Janambhoomi site, but on most of
them'nothing has been written. In none of the photographs
of the book, it has been written Babri Masj"i.d. After seeing
the photograph paper No. 118 C-1/36 in the book, the
witness said that onl'y this photo is a photo of the
excavation done through a scientific method and all other
photographs of the book do not show the excavation has
been dohe through the scientific method. Photograph No.
118 C-1/36 is’ taken as the photo :of excavation done
though f.he scientific method because that excavation has
been done by Prof. B.B. Lal. | don't considér other photos
in the book as the photo of the excavation done through
the scientific method because the evidences required for
excavation through scientific methods are.t-OtaIIy missing in
them. Apart from this, the photograph concerned is related
to the material obtained during levelization work. These
are not concerned with the duly excavated work. | do not
consider the material received during levelization as
a‘ric'h'aeo.logical evidence. | do not conéider the two
photographs in bookv No. 118 C-1/39 felated to the
excéVation. | used the photographs paper No. 118 C-I/37 to
118 C1./51 as the source material and | have expressed my
views only on that. | have not used the pillars van'd pillar
base’é given in paper No. 118 C-1/53 in my book. The
'pub'I‘.i.C-ation of the book 118 C-1/35, as far as | remember,
took.place in July, 1992. It is not in my knowledge if or not
some of the archaeologist have studie'd’ or conducted
research on the basis of information givenv in this book. |
have no knoWIedge about ‘the law concerning excavation
but t'-h‘ere might be a law. It_ is not correct to say that the -

officers of Archaeological Survey of India. give directions
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for "'excavation or for conducting research relating to
a-rch‘:ae'ology to some person or to the inét,itution, by going
to the site rather some institution themselves submit their
proposals for the excavation or for conducting research to
the Archaeological Survey of India and the member of the :
Council issue license to them éf":er considering the
proposals and also give due directions. As far my
.knoy\:/l_e_dge goes there is.a committee, a body or a council
in Archaeological Survey éf India whi;ch does the above
Workv_. lt'. is no:t.correct, to say that the above mentioned
Iicehlse,'and orders are issued by Director General,
Archaeological Survey of India. There is definitely a law
relating to th'e preservation of ancient traces. It is Correct_
that the responsibility of presérvation of ancient traces is
that of Archaeological Survey of India. It is correct that
there is a institution namely Indian Council of Historical
Research (ICHR) which is related to history. It is quite a
big institution of the Central Government and | do not know
if it is regis_te,red one or not. It is correct to say that the
institution namely "Archaeological Society of India" is an
institdtidn 6f Archaecl)lo.gist'and Historians but it is not the
Government institution. It is not correct to say that ICHR is
not a government institution rather it is controlled by the
government. | have ne.ver remained the m"ember of ICHR.
The t‘op most officer that is Chairman ICHR is a salaried
goverﬁment official. | have no knowledge whether the
Chairman works in an ho'norary capacity or he is a salaried
person.

Statement certified after heard.
| ' Sd/-

‘ D. Mandal

4.3.2002

Dictated by us and stenographer typed it in the open court.

For further cross-examination on 5.2.2002. Witness be

present . -

' i - Sd/-
| 4.3.2002
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Dated 5.3 .2002

(In 'C'ontinuation of 4.3.2002 the statement of Shri
Dhaneshwar Mandal P.W. 24 begins on oalth).

The photo given in paper No. 118 C—I/36 was taken at
the time of excavation by Shri B.B. Lal. | came to know that
this photo has been taken by Shri B.B. Lal through the
source material. Again said - photo Woul‘d not have been
taken by Shri B.B. Lal himself but must have been taken by
his 'photographer. For the source material for my book, |
have not used only this book, rather | have used some
other material also, the information of which has been
g'ive‘h 3by me in. my above statement. The source materials
used‘ by me clearly indicate that these materials were taken
at the time of excavation by Shri B.B. Lal. That source
material was shown by us as Exhibit 63 also. | on the basis
of source rhat‘erials used by me have arrived at a firm
conclusion that the above photograph was taken »during the
time"_o:f Shri B.B. Lal. It has also been mentioned in paper
No. 118 C-l/48 that this photo was taken at the time of
excava‘t'ion by Shri _B.B; Lal. Again said — th}e words written
there clearly indicates that the above photograph was taken
during excavation by Shri B.B. Lal. It is wrong to say that
the .‘paper No. 118 C-1/48 indicates thaf the excavation
conducted by scholars of Historian Forum is confirmed by
the cbnclusion of excavation drawn by Prof. B.B. Lal. Itiis,
wrong to say that the photograph on paper 118 C-1/36
belongs to the excavation conducted by Hiétorian Forum in
1992. Some of the photos which are given in paper No. 118
C-1/37 to 51 & 53, are of the period of 1992, taken during
the levélization work. The picture above paper No. 118 C-
/37, 38, 39, 40, 42, 43 & 44 and the photos given between
picture V_No.4 7 & 48 éppears.to be taken at the time of
levelization i'r; 1992. But both sides ph‘oto No. 48, 49, 50,
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51 &%53.101‘ paper No. 118 C-1/41, 45, 46, 47 are not taken at
the .time of levelization work. | do, not know that the
levelization was got done by the government in June, 1992.
As.'it\ was not related to my objective, therefore | didn't
consider necessary to know that under whose care the
Ieveli,iation work was undertaken in 1992. The protected
monument is declared by the Archaeological Su'rvey of'l
Indié'._ For the excavation of protected monument the
perrh;ission from Arc‘haeological Survey of India is
‘necessary. It is wrong‘to’ say that there is no néed to take
permission  from Archaeological Survey of India for the
excavation of 'non-pr'otécted monument and that the
permission can be granted only by the‘localb administration.
If it is an -,:archaeological site, the permission of the
Government of India .for excavation is necessary. It is-
correct if it is not an alrchaeologicalfsite the permission
from GoVernment of India is nof necessary. The list of some
of the archaeological sites is a\)ailableg with the Government
of Ihdia:and of some it is not available. Ram Janambhoomi
Com.pl‘ex is an archaeological site. Again said - | have no
knoWIedge about the complex but the Babri Masjid and the
surrbUnding_ land is an archaeological site. The site which
was excavated by Prof. B.B. Lal is certainly an
archaeological site. | have no knowledge about the fact that
Dr. S,Waraj Prasad Gupta was assisting Prof. B.B. Lal at the
time_bf excavation. So far as | know Dr. Swaraj Prasad
Gupta was not attached with that project. | do not have any
knowledge of the fact whether the site excavated by Prof.
B.B. Lal is listed with the Govt. of India or not. It is wrong
to say that the Govt. of India do not keep the list of the
Archaeological sites. | have no definite information if or not
the exca'vated place by Shri B.B. Lal is there in the list of
prot'ecte:d monuments. Shri B.B. Lal had taken up a project
relating to the historical existence of Ramayana and he did
the excavation work near the Babri Masjid. It is correct that

i
i
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Prof;;B.B.,LaI‘ had undertaken excavation work at many
places in Ayodhya. It is correct that B.B. Lal had excavated
many sites f‘rom Ram Janambhoomi to Ram Van Gaman
Marg', in Ayodhya. The pre.liminary‘ report relating to
exca?_'ation of many sites by Prof. B.B. ,Lal,’-might have been
published in "Indian Archaeology - A Review" journal but |
do not know.,l;t is correct that the preliiminary report of the
excavation dohe in Nandi Gram Ayodhya in 1976-77 by
Prof. B.B. Lal, was published but. | do nbt remember at
presé.nt if or‘n;ot that has been mentioned in the report of
Nandi Gram. In Shri B.B. Lal's report there is no mention of
the research regarding»'pillar bases. Shri B.B. Lal has not
made any mention of the_pillar bases in his preliminary
report 76-77 published in 'Indian Archaeology A Review'.
Volunteer: - In this excavation of Ayodhya, remnants of
various periods have been found and according to him the
medieva._l period remnants are not important. He has stated
in his levelisation, report the various periods for which the
remn’ants have been found. It is correc¢t that he has stated
in his report that remnahts found were also of the 11th &
12th century. | do not remémbe’r clearly now if or not he
had stated that the clear cut proof of Muslim population
was available. Shri B.B. Lal has not stated anything about
the temple in his preliminary report. Again said that there is
nd name of the temple. | fully agree with the éonclusion
drawn by Shri B.B. Lal in his report published in 1976-77. |
have the information thvat Prof. A.K. Narayan had done the
exca_iVation work in Ayodhya. Prof. Narayan had done the
excavation on some other side. | have no knowledge that at:
what distance from the disputed site,? Prof. Naray‘an had
done the excavation work. | also do not have any
info‘r'mat-ion if or not Prbf. Narayan did 'the excavation work
with.i,n the 200 meter of.- radius from the disputed site.

o : : {

Question: In respect of the book 118 C-1/35 to 45 published
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by Historian Forum, on the basis of which you
have written your book, what are the places in
Ayodhya where the scholars of the Historian
Forum have done the excavation work?

The scholars of Historian Forum,must have made
basis for their research, the material related to
levelisation, stated to have been precured by
them. They have done excavation work in.
Ayodhya. | have no knoWledge as by whom the
Ievellsatlon work in Ayodh\a was done. | have
made some of the materncﬂ given at page 37,

en_closure 51 as the basis for my research in my
book., Apart from this, ;l have made the
supplement of the book as! basis. There is no
mention of this supplement in this book. | have
not made that book as appendix which is filed in
the tcourt but that appendix is separately filed in
the court and | have already made the mention
of the same in my above statement. Paper No.
118 C-1/35 i_}s' a complete book in itself but with
that supplement. At this point the learned
advocate cross-examining the witness, invited
the attention of the witness towards 118 C-1/93,
enclosure 95 the witness said after seeing the
same that on top of paper No. 118 C-1/93, it is
written part-1 appendix 2, and it can be the
appendix of ‘so_me other book als’e but the figures
given in that are of the same supplement of
which | have made mentionv in my above
statement. It is wrong to say that paper No. 118
C-1/93-95, is not the part and parcel of paper No.
118 C-1/35.

~Whatever material pertaining jto archaeology is

procured,

its ‘period is also determined. It _i's not correct to
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say that the period has been divided into three parts from
archiaeologica‘l point of view, first is Primitive Period i.e.
Stone Age, 2nd is Harappa Period and 3rd is Ashoka
Pericd. | have already given my statement regarding
divis'.ion of period from archaeological point of view. Under
the érchaeology the evidence of record comes much-much
later i.e. when the society became Iiterate‘where as in the
archaeological period the study is conducted even for the
period relating too much before the literate society came
into‘existence. Therefore, to say that the‘record is most
important in the study of archaeol'og_y/ is not correct. The
beginning of literate society took placg in 6th century B.C.
If this contemporary recorded evidence is available and
that is linked to its cont'ext, then it has a special importance.
The scripts are important as an archaeological evidence. It
is correct that the scripts show the particular period of
histo‘ry. We have no knowledge about the period and Rule
of IGovind - Chandra  Gaharhwal | and about  his
administration. [ have heard about theéAjar\ta cave. | do not
know whether it was fcund as a result of excavation or it
appeared all of a sudden. It s importent from
archaeological point of v‘iew. It is correct that | didn't try to
know }as to how caves of Ajanta were found. | have a
knoWIed‘ge that there is a Museum of the Central Govt. in
Allahabad. | know that Dr. S.P. Gupta was the, Director of
the 'sarne. It is correct that idols procured from anywhere
ar.e_:kept in that Museum. In my opinion, though, there is
impcrtance cf these idols, as a material. | also give
importance to other things from archaeological view point. |
do ndt know if or not a Buddhist monument from Bharbhoot,
near Satna is kept in that Museum. | have not seen the.
Museum of Lucknow. | have gone in the Museum of
Allahabad The articles kept there have been procured from
various places but I cannot tell whether the total material

procured there has been procured through the scientific
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excavation or from somewhere else. In my opinion if a coin
is found during the excavation from a well in a village, it
has its importance as archaeological material but not as an
evid'enc‘é. Theré is an Ashok Stambh at Firozsha'h Kotla in
Delhi, but | have not seen it. | have no information that 7
transcript are engraved o}n it. | also do not know that from
Whé're the Stambh in question was b‘rou'g'ht from. In my
opinion, it is an evidence from archaeology point of view.
After demolition of the disputed structure | read in the
newspaper abcsut an inscription having been founcj out. I'I
didn"'t‘ c-onsidelr it necessary to know the script of the
inscription. At the time of writing of my book Exhibit 63, |
“didn't consider necessary to know about that inscription. At
this time | have only that much of the information. That
inscription is a broken one and it is told to have been found
some where. | do not remember at this pbint of time the
period of scnfpt and the inscription. May be the script on
that piece of rock be of 110 g 12t century but | cannot’
express .any opinion in. this regard, because | am not
specialiét of it. May be that it’is in a Nagri script but | do
not remember at present. |
The meaning of Voodoo word is witchcraft and we
have used it in our book as an adjective linked with
arch'aeoiogy. Voodoo is not a form in archaeology. On this,
the learned Advocate drew the attention of the witness
towards laét two lines of paragraph%two the letter mark
"Voodoo Archaeology" at page 49 of!/his book Exhibit63.
Aftef,seeing that the witness said that the sense in which |
used {his, is clear from the paragraph.t
Question: In the above mentioned part of your book you
have mentioned about the Voodoo archaeology
prccess. In what respect and in which
circumstances that has been made?
Answer: In that book | haVe mentioned about the Voodoo

Archaeology and not of the Archaeologist and
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also not of any special article.
Queétioh :You have written in that book "Climax of 'a

. process". Who has adopted it?

Answér: | have alkready told that | have neither used the
 work Archae’olog'ist in that book nor used any
article. It only shows the circumstances of that
time. With the probéss | mean the process
emerged by the circumstances prevailing at that

time. .

It is corréct that this process emarged not because of
some specifit:‘, item rather it emerged out of the
circumstances Eobtai'ning at that time. It is wrong to say that
| wrote my that sentence or words to humiliate other
archaeologist. _ 1

-~ What is meant by "almost Certéninly“ and in which
context | have used this in my bool;;, has to be seen
essentially. The meaning of this depends on the context in
WhichAit,.has b"_een used. The use of ‘almost certainly' is
made ‘for "Lagbhag Nishchit”. On this the learned advocate
Cross-ekaming the witness invited the attention of the
witness towards first time of para one at page 28 of the
book Exhibit 63 "Our primary source. . . . élmost; certainly
by B.B. Lal." After readihg that the witness said that it is
relating to those photographs which is paper No. 118 C-
1/36. - -

It "is correct that the names mentioned in the
en.cl'osure No. 135 of the paper No. 118 C-1/131, are the
names of Archaeolpgists’a/nd Historians. | know some of
them - | know Shri R.C. Agarwal, Shri B.P. Sinha, Prof.
T.P. Verma, Prof. S.N. Rai, Dr. D.P. Dube, Prof. V.P.
Arora, Shri Devendra Swaroop Agarwakl, Dr. Y.D. Sharma,
Dr. S.P. Gupt‘a,v Prof. K.P. Nautiyal, Prof. R.K. Verma and '
Shri'Vidya Dhiar Mishra from this list. It is wrong fo éay that
| have writteh this book Exhibit 63, ‘out of prejudice to

'refu’Atev the book written by the Historian Forum.
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: zi _
(The. Cross-exémination on behalf of Mahant Paﬁram Hans
Ramchandra D}as Respondent No.2 by Shri Madan Mohan
Pandey, Advocate, Concluded).. : |
(Cro‘ss-exami\n:ation on behalf of Hindu Mahasabha,
Respondent No. 10 and Shri Ramesh Chandra Tripathi,
Respondent No. 17; by Shri Hari Shankar Jain, Advocate).
XXX XXX XXX XXX :

.. | have already told in my statemeht that how much
time was taken by me in writing the book Exhibit 63. It took
about 7-8 months to write the said book.. Basically, | had
started the work of writing of this book before the !
demolition of the disputed structure. It was stafted about
15-20 déys before. | myself got the inspiration to write this
book‘._F‘irst | collected most of the matérials, and then
started writing. This book was written by me only. At the
time'_of .writing the book | took cooperation from Draftsman,
Phot'ogr,épher. but | did not take the coopefation of any of
the historian pn archaeologist. | first wirotevthe hand written
MSS of the bloc)k and then got it typed. During the pe'riod of
writing my book, | never met Ms. Romila Thapar. After
writing the book | didn't show it to Ms. ‘Romila Thapar
personally. The editorial preface of my book has been
written by Ms. Romila Thapar. It is correct that the
introduction of book page 1 to 15 was written by Shirin
Ratnagar. It is not correct to say that the introduction given
in my‘bbok contains no meaning. It is correct that neither
any v,des'cri.ption has‘ b:een' given to the book about the
disputed structure nor that is related to it. | had given my
book first of all to Shri Zia-ul-Haq for seeing it. The
mention of which has been made in my statement earlier. |
neve‘r'.took my book to Romila Thapar. The name of the
series in which it has been published in "Tax for the Times"
and Ms. Romila Thapar is the Chairperson of that Editorial
Board and she has written the editorial preface in the same

capacity. The cover page under 'the title "Ayodhya



6014

Archeeology After the Demolition", of my book Exhibit 63
has_al:l beenfwritten by the publisheri l haVe thanked Ms.
Romila Thapar not for taking help rather | have thanked her
for pubhshlng it in that series.

In page 16 of my book Exhibit €3, under the heading
"The Dlscoverles , the detail given is related to the other
arch'eeologist and the conclusions drawn out are mine. It is
correct to say that the detail at page No. 16 of the
enclosures upto 25 are under the above headlng discovery.
It is correct to say that all the detail frqm 16 to 25 is a
research material and is the research of other
Archaeologist gand the research made by me is not included
in it..ﬂlt is correct to say that the details given at page 26
onward are based on the research rhateria_l given from page
16 to 25. The map figure- | at page 18, which is prepared
by myself, is based on the figures given in book No. 118 C-
1/35 written by 8 scholars. It is wrong to say that the said
map is hypothetical. As | have said above, the map is
based on the map at figure-l, supplement. According to me
the .m'apv given on supplement is a source material. | have
not made any enquiry to know if the map given in the
supplement is correct or not. Similarly the figure 2 at page
21 and figure 3 at page 24 also are based on the figures
given in the book written by 8 scholars. | have not verified
the bonafide of all theeev maps. As far as | understand the
book No. 118 C-1/35 became available to me in July or
August 1992. The list of friends referred in the
acknowledgement is giVen in the book. It is not correct to
say that the works of professors under the heading
ackhowledgement has been accepted by me as undisputed.
It is wrong to say that the works of tHe above professors
are disputed. | .do not know if or not the works of the above
profeesors are disputed. The meaning of word our at page,
33 para 2 pertains to me i.e. myself. It is wrong to say that'

the use of our is done for plural number only rather it is
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done for sihgular number also. It is wrong to say that my
mea‘ning‘with Word our was with all those persons on tﬁe
basis of whose cooperation | had record_ed my findings
rather the correct position is that all the findings recorded
in this book are my own findingsv. The figures at page 31 &
32 have been made by myself only, and the basis for
making them is the same source material which has been
studied by me. Thi's source material is paper Nb. 118 C-
.|/136.' Both these figures are based on paper No. 1:18 C-1/36.
It i.s‘fwrong to ‘say that without seeing original photograph
papér No. 118 C-1/36, figure No.4 & 5 cannot be prepared.
The rﬁethod which has been used in prepa‘ring figiures No.4
& 5 is called Archaeological stratification method. The"
rele\'/'ance of my stud'y and conclusion, és explained in
figu_r'_e 4 & 5 |s there iny for the reasons because in the
‘photographs made on _péper No. 118 Cj'.)-I/36, thé basis for
the existence {J'f temple has been acqépté‘d as pillar base
columns. On thé basis of the study undertaken by me, my
conclusion is trhat there was no pillar base on that place
rather there o\:/vere the jwalls. Because in the report.of Lal
Sahib, the distance of the place the figure of which is paper"
No. 118.C-1/36 and on t.he basis of which, figures 4 & 5
have"be'en prepared from thé disputed place, was not
given, hence | cannot tell the .distance. | do not consider
figur:eIZ:& 3 of the excavation done through the scientific
metho'd but | consider the photograph of figure 4 & 5 of th(e
excavati:on,' done through scientific method. | consider
figuréf 1, 2,5 as the primary source. | have prepared figure
No.6 at page 37 of my book, on the bésis of my research.
The use of we at page 40 & 41, has been made by me for
myséif. | gave the title of my book after writing the book. It
is Wrdng to say that | published my book under the above
title to oppose Vishwa Hindu Parishad and all other Hindu
organisations. It is also Wrong to say that the people, from

whom | got the cooperation and whose names are
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menﬁoned in the ackno‘wlédg‘e}ment,?ware» supporting the
Bab.ri"M‘asjid and opposing Ram Janzﬁmbh.oomi Temple. |
have hot taken into cohsiderati'on the studies and research
work of those historiansl and archaeologist who have stated
that the disputed site has been é temple. |1 do not
remember when | came to the contact of Babri Masjid
Action' Committee. | do not remember corrvectly that when-
did <l'c<')me' to know _t'hatll was to give'}witness in this
prosecution but | might have got that information a year or
two before. | do not remember at this point of time as to
whogave that information to me. It is wrong to say that a
lot of money was given by the Muslim couhtries for writing
fhis book Exhibit 63. | do not know that the names of three
members of the Babri Action Committee are Shri Abdul
I\/Ianhan, Zaffaryab Jilani and l\/lush.taq’Ah"med Siddiqi. It is
wrong to say.that Babri Masjid Action Committee has given
me lot of monéy for standing as witnegs in this prosecution
and | am giving my evidence becausi];e of the pressure of
that money. For writing the book ExhiBit 63,: a small amount
for 'paper and pen etc. was spent a‘:n‘d rest of the
e_xpen_diture was incurred by the publisher and that is not
known. to me. ,l't is wrong to say that | do not know about
the expéndituré_incurred for writing theﬁ% book because | did
not write the book and it is also wrong to say that the book
was_’written by\ the Muslim authors byy my name. The hand
written manuscript of'thevbook is not available with me. | do
not remember as upto which date that manuscript remained
with me. | also don't know that manuscript contained how
many pages. It is wrong to say thai{ the book was not
written by me and that was written by others. It is also
wrong to say that | made use of words like wé and our
because the book was written by other people rather the
truth is that the book isvwritt'en by me B

(On behalf of Hindu Mahasabha respondent No. 10 and
Shri Ramesh Chandra Tripathi respondent No. 17, the'
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c.ros.é-;examinat.ion of Shri Hari Shankar Jain, Advocate
concluded) ;
(On behalf of Shri Rajendra - Singh Visharad son of late Shri
Gopal Singh Visharad plaintiff, other original suit No. 1/89
Shri Puttu Lal Mishra advocate accepted the cross-
examination on behalf of the respondents.)
(Cross-examination. on- behalf of plainf‘tiff} in other original
suit No. 5/89 by Shri Vireshwar Dwived‘i advocate).
XXX XXX XXX XXX |

" ~The primary source of my book is paper Nio. 118 C-
I/‘36v.'_‘ | have shown this photograph at page No. 28 writing
that "Almost Cértainly by" have been taken by Shri B.B. Lal
Except book Exhibit63, no other research book has been
written by me in which such photographs have been made:

the primary source. ,
(On behalf of Plaintiff other original suit No. 5/89 the cross-

examination by Shri. Vireshwar Dwi\)edi, . advocate
concluded). |

-Statements zertified after hearing

- ‘ Sd/ -

D. Mandal

5.3 .2002
The cross-examination on behalf of all the plaintiff over.
Witness is discharge.

Dictated by us and typed by the stencgrapher in the open

court.

| Sd/-
5.3.2002
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