o Professor-:of Archaeology in the same University. I taught in -

IN "[HE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
ALLAHABAD, LUCKNOW BENCH, LUCKNOW.

~ 0.0.8.NO.4 OF 1989
 (R.S.No.12 OF 1961)

" The Sunni Central Board of Waqfs, U.P &others. ---- Plaintiffs

| Gopal SinghVishqrad and others.

Versus

----Defendants.

P.W.27 Prof. Shereen F, Ratnagar .

Prof. Dr. Shereen F.Ratnagar, daughter of late Mr.

~ Farshostar R.Ratnagar, aged about 57 years, resident of Empress

. Court, Churchgate, Reclamation, Mumbai-400 020, occupation-

retired professor, stated on oath :-

I hold two postgraduate degrees in Archaeology and a Ph.D

in Archaeology. I have been a fellow of the British School of

Archaeology in Iragq. I have a postgraduate diploma in
Archaeology from London Uﬁiversi‘?ty. After doing my post-
gradua:ii@n I began my P.H,& was appointed as a lecturer in
Jawaharlal University(JNU) in Delhi in the year 1976 and was
appointed Reader in the year 1985. Thereafter in 1994 1 becﬂame

— . Wi s/ by
F SR : . &\
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_ _.. JNU, five courses in all- two in Archaeo}ogy and the remaining
| three in Ancient History connected with Archaeology In
Archaeaiegy, I taught proto-history and the Utilisation of
Archaeoiogzca§ Evidence. I also have the expenence of guiding
M.Phil. and P.H.D students in Archaeology. I guided about a
dozen of research scholars. I have taken voluntary retirement in
- 2000 ﬁ‘;)m INU. After my retirement, I have been délivering
~ lecturers in academic staff colleges and Umversmes such as
Mahatma Gandhi University at Kottayam, Ailahabad Umversny
‘and Chandigarh University. In Mumbai and Delhi Universities
also I have given some lecturers to the students. After my
' retirement I have also become a member of Al Hajar Project in
Oman doing explorations and excavations in thé, said country. I
am doing that work with Dr. Geoffrey Orchard of Birmingham.
| - During this post-retirement period, I have cdmpleted_ two or
three manuscripts for publication. I am author of five books and
more than twenty | research papers. My first boék .‘“’i“he

Encounters, the Westerly Trade of the Harappa Civilization”,

- was published in the year 1981. The particulars of other books

are as follows:
2. “Enquiries into the Puiitical Organizations of Harappan

Society” (published in the year 1981); and
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3. “The;End of the Great Harappan Tradition”, (published in
the j;'ear 2000 or so); and ' '

4. “Understanding Harappa” (pﬁbiished in the year 2001); and

5. "‘Bhartiiya Itihas Ke Srot, Pracheen Kaal” (published in the
year 2001-2002). | |

I published my papers more than twenty in number as stated

above in different journals like ‘Man and Environment (Poona)’;

, ‘Studies in History(Delhi)’; ‘Current Anthropology (Chicago)’.

I have written papers in archaeological methods and also data

retrieval in ancient history.

I was visiting Professor in Paris in 1984. 1 was conferred
an Award by the College de France in Janﬁary, 2002. This
College is located in Paris. I delivered two ieciures at the above
mentioned College de France,at the University of Harare in
Zimbabv&q and at the Institute Kern at Leiden in Holland. I also
have delivered the Heras Memorial Jectures in Mumbai and the
third book, as referred to above, contains my Heras Memorial

lectures which were published in book form.

I took my archaeological training from Prof. H.D.Sankalia

in Poona and in London, from Prof. S. LLoyd. -

[53
i
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I am aware I am appearing in this case pertaining to the

© i dispute of Ram Janambhoomi / Babri Masjid site. As an

archaeologist, I became interested in this issue m the year 1990
approximately, because an important part of that political
controversy was the claims made by archaeologists: of the

discovery of an old temple in the disputed area.

Shown to the witness paper No. 291C1/14 which is entitled

~ as “Archaeological Discovery ?”. This article was written by me

for Frontline Magazine dated 6th Nov. 1992. In this very

‘magazine, another article under the title “Startling Indeed”(paper

No. 291C1/12) was published by my colieagugé Prof.

R.Champzi’ka Lakshmi, then Chairperson of Centre for Historical
Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University (JNU). Prof. R.Champaka

Lakshmi specialises in Art History and the Hindu Temple as a

Social and Religious Institution, with emphasis on South India. I

have read some books relating to the issue. One of them is

“Ramjanambhoomi, Ayodhya New Archaeological Discoveries”

- Paper No.118 C-1/35. 1 have never visited Ayodhya. Ihave read
' the report submitted by Prof. B.B.Lal pertaining to the disputed

site. Some Archaebiogists maintained that broken pieces of

sculptures and inscriptions were found and also some pillar bases



at the disputed site. As énlArchaeolegist, T'have field experience
‘with Prof. H.D Sankalia at Tripuri excavations; in Britain I
workeci with Henry Hurst at Box; in Turkey with David French
at Ashvan; in Iraq at Tell al Rimah with Qavid QOates; in Bahrain,
at Al Markh with Michael Roaf; in Iraq at Abu Salabih with
Prof. N. Postgate and also in Oman recently. During these
excavations, 1 lean-_it the general principles of stratification and
-all technical drawings which become interpretation of the strata
and their relative dates to one another. Basically, there is no
-difference between the excavations in India and outside India but
‘the‘ British System is much more rigorous and every
Archaeologist hz;s to do all the work himself or herself. The
training of excavations outside India taught me principles of data
recovery which can be applied anywhere in the world, so that I
am able to read and examine critically the excavation reports of
any other Archaeoiogist. Some of my published papers which
reflect directly on field Archaeology are as fdliéws :
1. A review Article on the Inamgaon excavations report; and
2. “Does Archaeology holds é‘l@ Answers 77 (féad in America in
1996 and published perhaps in 1998 or 1999 ). and
3. “The End of the Great Harappan Tradition (published in

2000); B
A

Sl



.

o
’ooudaa D

4, * Back to the Bones’ published around 1998 or 1999 etc.
I have also written a paper on weights and the formation

proceés‘ of the archaeological record’(l read it in January 2002 in

_' Paris. It is yet to be published).

- To my knowledge, two teams or institutions have
conducted excavations at Ayodhya. These are — one, Banaras
Hindu University, Varanasi, and the other is the Indian Institute
of Advanced Study, Shimla. T read the excavation réports of
these two institutions published in the joumal: ‘Indian

Archaeology- A Review’.

I read a joumal titled as “Indian Archaeology 1969-’70~A

ARevie:w”’ edited by Prof. B.B.Lal published by the

Archaeological Survey of India (A.S.L). Copies of Péges Nos.
40 and 41 of the above journal and the title page of that journal

which are on record have been shown to the witness. This is

. Paper No.291 C—1/4.§§5291 C-1/6. These papers are the true

copies of the original which is before me(marked Ex.¢ -1 ). This

. . : é. (RN .
~ excavation report - relates to Banaras Hindu University

excavations made in three different spots at Ayodhya. Paper

- No.107 C1/62 and'63 are true copies _,of the journal, “Indian

)
R

N //
0

Fa.

. Archaeology 1976-77 — A Review” by ASI (marked Ex. E-2
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). Papers No.291 C-1/1, 291C-1/2 and 291C-1/3 are also the

true copies of title page and plate No.49 and 50 of the aforesaid

f.; .

‘ } ournal(marked Ex. ¢

g

Paper No.291.C-1/16 and 17 are the true copies of page
Nos. 76 and 77 and Plate No.XXII of “Indian Archacology
1979-80 — A Review” (marked Ex. E — 5 - ).
e
With reference to Paper No.291 C-1/5, I may submit that
',the significance of this repoft is that several cultural periods
were found by the excavators and they made reference to some

categories of small finds, but there is no mention of any

architectural or seulptural material of any temple.

I have studied the two reports of Prof. B.B.Lal published in
the journal, “Indian Archaeology-A Review 1976-77”
(hereinafter to be referred as IAR) and in IAR 1979-80. Both
these reports of Prof. B.B.Lal pertain to different sites at
Ayodhyé. AR 1976-77, reports excavations: at two different
sectors including the disputed area. In TAR 1979-80, it is said
that excavation was done in 14 different spots all over Ayodhya,
but no specific area is mentioned. Mr. B.B.Lal’s excavations

uncovered remains of the later iron age and the early historic
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period, both of which are 1000 BC to 3™ Century AD.

‘Thereafier, there is a gap in the occupation of Ayodhya and the
‘city was reoccupied in the 1 Century AD. In the disputed

area, Mr. B.B.Lal reports finding a Eargé wall which could have

been a fortification wall, the remains of brick houses and some

‘ring wells. Amongst the small antiquities, he reports finding

_coins, seals and a large number of clay figurines including what

‘may be the earliest Jaina sculpture and some potteries of interest.

To my mind, significance of this report, IAR 1976-77, is that Mr.

B.B.Lal mentions that the pits and brick debris came from levels

below the 11™ ‘Ceni:ury A.D.i.e. below the medieval reoccupation
of Ayodhya- and that he states on page 53 as follows:

“The entire late period was devoid of any speciai'intcrest.”

in the IAR 1979-80 report, Prof. Lal reports remains of
only up to the Gupta period and nothing thereafter. In Prof.

* B.B.Lal’s report, there is no mention of any temple, leave alone

’ by anyone after Prof. B.B.Lal at Ayodhya in 1979-1980.

S oty e
N CAZNA LR G Lo

one of the medieval period. Except these two reports, to my
knowiedge, there is no other report of Prof. B.B.Lal on Ayodhya

excavations published in IAR.

To my knowledge, there is no other excavation conducted
J

~ . : \
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‘Paper No.118 C1/36 was shown to the witness! I have not
. seen this photograph in TAR. I saw this tréench photograph for
the first time in the book No.118 C1/35. IAR is the only
authoritative journal being published by the Archaeological
' Surv;e’y of India in respeét of excavations and explorations. The
relevance of this journal is that it is obiigatory for é.nyone
receiving a permit from ASI to excavate or explore, to report his
- finds in IAR for that year. IAR is like a diary in which all
~ archaeological excavations, explorations, conservation, repairs,
. treasures and insériptions found have to be reported, howsoever
* brief they may be. There is no reference to any so-called pillar
- base in the two reports of Prof. B.B.Lal as referred to above, nor
s tﬁere any photograph. I have read about the trench with the so
" called pillar base in the trench photograph, paper No.118 C1/36

and in some newspapers perhaps.

I have read Prof. Mandal’s book, Ext. 63 of O.S.No.4 of
1989, and I have written an Introduction to it and have added
some information in my footnotes to that book at page 67 and
pages 68 to 69, in which the letters “SR” are mentioned in

brackets. My introduction to the book is of course connected
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with the subject-matter, but it is an introduction‘in general terms,
to make the rest of the book easier for the lay -réader.

Mandal’s approach is, in essence, as to what constitutes |
scientific evidence in archaeology and how we can draw valid |
inferences from data. So the approach is  that of field
archaeology and stratigraphy.. The major conclusion is that
there is no substance to the claims which have been made about
the remains of a temple at the disputed sité,as mentioned in
Paper No. 118 C-1/35 henceforth to be referred as NAD, the
éaption of the photograph paper No.118C1/36 refers to pillar
bases. "

Mandal has three major criticisms of this'theory:: First, he
points out that the bﬁck.featufes consist of | broken pieces of
brick, they do not have straight edges and were not cdnstructed

in pits; therefore, he doubts that they could have taken the

-weight of so-called stone columns of a temple.

The second criticism is on Plate III of Mandzil’s book,

‘which indicates that on the photo of the trenchb_when he draws a

straight line along the faces of two adjacent features, he finds
that the so called pillar bases are not even in a row and the
second so called row is not parallel to the first so-called row. If

at all these were pillars of a temple in a row, they w_éuld have

Patar . .f‘?\s
g
7%
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The; line appearing in the middle of the photograph on'Plate
I of Mandal’s book is a common deyice that archaeologists
| ~ often use to check on their finds. This dévice is frequently used
By other archaeologists a_ﬁd in the excafvatio_ns of K;llibangan,
‘éxcai/ated.by Prof. B.B.La;i, he has also drawn lines connecting
separate stretches of walls to show that they are part of the same
.ibﬁiﬁcatien. This device has also been used by Prof. B.B.Lal in
éxcavafﬁons at .Kaiiiﬁangan as is evident in his reports published
at pages 28 to 31 of IAR 1968-69, paper No. 291/C1/7 to
291/C1/11.  (Above referred photocopies have been filed by
ldef@ndant No.5 of O.S No.5 of 1989 and thc original book has
also been shown to the witness. The witness having compared&

them, has certified them to be true copies. Marked as Exts.€ -4 )

E
iR
H

. The third conclusion of Mr. Mandal was that the so-called
pillar bases do not beiong to the same stratum, which he makes
very clear in Plate II of his book. One so-called pillar base is
sealed by one stratum, but another pillar base is sealed by
another stratum. So these five pillar bases, as Mr. Mandal
argues, belong to five different strata. It means that the five
features or pillar bases were not functional at one and the same
time, and therefore, they could not have belonged to the same

building.
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I accept Mr. Niéndal’s arguments and éonclusions as
referred to above which refute the existence of “pillar bases of
any ’éempie at the site in dispute. For the a.rgurﬁems in NAD, the
so called pillar base in the trench would be a central argument.

| I agree with the arguments &mved at by Mr. Mandal
mcntioned at page 19 of I ms Book, Ext. 63. In the first four lines,
he refers to * At the out set........... stratographic excavations.” I

~ fully agree with his finding.

T do not accept the validity of stones, scuiptures and
other pi@c«ss as evidence for a temple as bas been argued in the
NAD Report because of the circumstances of the so-called
recovery. The circumstances of the recovery are that tﬁere was
ground levelling Eﬁy the P.W.D of, I think, a large areé in and

- around the ’disputed site. Ground levelling can never be a

- . substitute for scientific excavations. The difference between the
result of scientific excavation and discoveries made after land
: kveﬂing is that-in the former, we recover context. Context is a
crucially important component of data; and when there is land
'~ levelling, context is destroyed before it can be seen. By context,
I am referring to the spatial as well as the vert-iv‘cal position .of a

find and also the cultural position of the find.

Fotie )
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If we look at the figure 2 page 21 of Ex.63 of book Ex.63,
which figure is reproduced from a supplement to the: NAD, 1
mean that there arej)mb}ems with this pit as context. 'Th‘ere is
no level that mmpié‘tely seals the pit. Therefore, the pit cannot
- be stratigraphically da’tedé,. And as regards the finds that NAD
reported from groimd levelling operations,-‘ there is also a
photograph (paper No.118 C 1/37). This is not.a photograph of
‘the process of digging these séulptures. In figure-2, there is no
context:available. We can contrast this find with finds found in a
scientific excavation. If in a rc_gular excavation, we had hit ﬁpon_
something, we would take photographs of it for several days
durmg the actual recovery of the find, whether it was a treasure
or a grave, etc. Simultaneously, we would be drawing and
measuring the horizontal occurrence of every one of these
important finds. We would make a plan of all the finds and we
would identify the stratum to which the finds belong and this

‘would be giving the context of the find.

It is true that some objects are found accidentally.
They are not archaeological evidence because the context
component is missing. The so-called discovery of inscriptions
and sculptures when the mosque was being vandalised, is not an

archaeological find; but it is the reversal of the entire ethics and
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.process of archaeology: for archaeologists, their function in
society is to care for old structures. Whatever can be said to have
been found at the site in' dispute after demolition of the disputed
structure cannot be said to be archaeological ev._.idence because

the context is totally demolished.

If some inscription is found at a site, it is not

nésegsary that it gives the date or the content of that site. It will
depend on the context. There is a famous example in

. Aschaeology. There is a broken pillar edict of Ashok Maurya

" found at the Sirkap site of Takshila. But the date of Sirkap is not
Mauryan. Sirkap is an Indo-Greek and Saka - Parthian town,
dating 180 B.C. tol AD. 60 roughly (whereas the Mauryan
period is 321 to 187 B.C.),I So the Ashokan pillar must have
been set up in the Bhir mound of Taxila, but when it ceased to
have any meaning, it was reused in a new township that was
 built near the Bhir mound, riamely Sitkap.” Therefore, an
 inscription may' be established in one place but it may be
rémoved to play a different function in anotﬁer place. So,
“connection of a find or object to a site depends updn the context.
I have not read the book thoroughly, paper No.289i written

By Thakur Praséd Verma and Swarajya Prakash Gupta but I have

read a few pamgraphs cursorily. This book refé_rs to an alleged

o4
i
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recovery of alleged long inscription from the ~debris of the

- demolished structure. As an Archaeoioglst in my opinion, this

inscription has no value as evidence. It only comes from the

broken remains of a vandalised old structure. There is no

 context.

'

I know Prof. Suraj Bhan. As far as [ am aware, he ‘is a field
Afchaéoiegist. He kﬁows Sanskrit and he has éXcavated proto-
historic and ?erhaps pée—-hismric sites but I am not sure about it.

' erss—examination on behalf of Ninﬁohi Akhara,
" defendant No.3 by Sh:ri R.L.Verma, Advocate. |

X X X X

My primary education was in the J.P. Petit High School for
* Girls, Mumbai (Bombay). I passed Graduation with History. I
"did my M.A. Postgraduation in Archacology. In Bombay
' Univergﬁiy, a Hisﬁory Honours Course in those days, comprised
papers.on Ancient india Modern India, Modern Europe, perhaps
- a paper of Mughals and Marathas and all these subjects were
| papers for my smdles in Graduation. From Ancient History,
which I studied, I mean the Ancient History of India.

Q. Whether, History is a part of Archaeology or
- Archaeology has b@éome part of the History —in historical
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period excluding proto-historical period and pre-historical
period? ' .

Ans.  Both disciplines, History and Archaeology -
investigate the ancient past but the sources, their modes of data
retrieval and their classification of data differ. For some
- problems, the two disciplines do go together but for other

problems, only historical data will do or only archaeological data

will do, which depends on the problem.

We can suggest' that students begin the study of Ancient
| India round about 500 B.C. or so because that is when, we have
a number of written sources including, perhaps, the first
recension of the ‘Rig Veda’. The literature is, of course, of
enormous value when we wish to study the ideology bf sacrifice,
or perhaps some items of political relationships or even study
~ how ideological changes were coming about but the study of
Veda, for exampie; cannot be the key-source for: studying a
problem like the emergence of the State or kingship in early
India. It may be one source, it may be enevojf the sources but not
the chief source. |

Certainly, the knowledge of the Puranas is essential for
understanding the early first millennium A.D. Pcfhaps, the same

thought would apply to the study of Smritis. 1 would suggest
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_ that all materials, if authentic and of the ancient period, has a
historical or archaeological value but the relative value will

depend upon case to case. g .
L

Statement read and signed
April 8, 2002

Typed by Stenographer in open Court on our dictgtion.
Put up tomorrow for further cross-examination.

P 4
Bt A 7%
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April 8, 2002
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In continuation to the statement dated 8.4.2002, P.W.27 Prof.

Shereen F. Ratnagar stated on oath:-

Whereas the sm&y of literature is very important, a lot of
Ancient Indian literature is not one text that was written in one
period. For example, in the Rig Veda, some of the hymns would
have been composed in 1500 B.C. but there were families of
poets so some poets of later generations and some poets of
earlier generations, both would have written 'hymns. Now, the
Rzg Veda as we know it, is arranged in a recension that is dated
around 500 B.C. So to use it as the source of 1000 B.C. may

create problems; to use it as the source of 500 B.C. is also a

- problem because it may have older material. It is true that pieces

of literature like Rig Veda, Mahabharat, Kalidas, Gitanjali,
Vatsayan ‘etc. are sources of history. Besides English, I can read
ém:i write Hindi very slowly with the aid of Shabdkosii, French
and 1 can also speak Gujarati. 1 read the Roman script,
Devnagri, Hindi and Gujarati and I can sloWIy maké out the
letters of the Arabic script. I would like to add that I studied
Brahmi for M.A. but I have forgotten it. I cannot read Pali. I
read English trénsiatiens of Sanskrit although I mok: Sanskrit

tuition for about one year. I have not gone through the entire

Vedas. 1 have from time to time read English translation of

Balmiki Ramayan. 1 have read Mahabharat in English

Faaty
;5 )
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" translation. I have not read any literature of Kalidas.  Nor I have
attended any lecture on Kalidas.
Q. Whether you can recognise as old iiterature of Anc. History

reflecting social life of that time of humanity ?

Ans. Afithough I am not a historian I would like to humbly
submit that there are very few pieces of Ancient literature that

reflect the society of any one period unless a period is considered

to be 1500 years long in duration.

The sources of Ancient History are excavation,

exploration, inscriptions, coins, Art, monuments and so on.

. Whether a book on History is a source of History or net

will depend upé)n' the book itself .

A book on History written by a renowned author is
- generally taken as a source of History but we always have to
view it critically. Sometimes new knowledge comes after that
book was written. It is true that some times religious books can
also be treated as a basis of knowledge of History. It is also true
that accounts of foreign travellers are also one of the bases of
k:nowiedge of lHiStovyJ It is true that Epigraphy is one of the

3
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- basis for writing Ancient History and also for knowledge of

History. Epigraphy includes inscriptions only and does not
include coinage. The study of coinage is another branch of study
of Ancient History. It is not correct to say that Archaeology is
the last source of knowledge of Ancient History. Archaeology is
a separate branch of the social science. “Archaeo” means “old”,
while “logy” means. science so it is a science of old things.

Origin of the word Archaeology is either from Greek or Latin, at

 this moment I do not remember which exactly. Perhaps, the first

exercise in systematic Archaeology was conducted in

‘Scandinavia when, afier the defeat by Napoleon, the King of

~ Sweden or Denmark ordered the organisation of a grand

exhibition of the antiquii_ies of the region by period and place. In

Greece and Rome, there was certainly_ interest in the past but

systematic Archaeology in terms of classification and typology

of antiquities was not known. It begins with the post-Napoleon

 era. ‘Man-made materials are studied in Archaeology together

with relevant stones, soils, skeletons etc.” It is true that

~ Archaeology is a science that deals with particular places and

periods. Archaeology began to be practised-as an,.f,ir;idependent
subject in the era after Napoleon and it was recogxﬁsed as an

independent subject some time in the hirleteenth century.

Mortimer Wheeler was not a historian but an Archaeologist first

§ }2}‘%‘%}
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~ and last. The very concept of “fact” today in the Social Sciences
is under heavy scrutiny. We may find materials but to translate
‘them into evidence or fact or proof is a second stage. It is true

~ that Archaeology is to be interpreted.

Q. Whether this fact finding discipline by Archaeologist is a
~ complicated question or not ? |
Ans. The discipline of fact finding is indeed a complex or

complicated quesﬁon. It is true that it requires tedious,

sophisticated and honest work.
). Whether a fact finding discipline on a particular fact by one
Archaeologist may differ from another Archaeologist or not ?
Ans. What constitutes a fact itself can be displited. However, if
the fact'is established, thefe may be two opinidns on the fact by
two Archaeologists. One criterion might bé whether in its
bulletin, “Indian Archaeology': A Review”, the Archaeological
Survey of India accepts a finding as a fact, In the second
. instance, there is al-_So the body of scholars who will debate the
' questions and after sometime may arrive at a consensus. In the
- gvent of an article being sent to referees of a reputed journal, if
one of whom doubts the very authenticity of the facts, the
' jdumal would ge.neraﬂy not like to publish it. There is no

Iy
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~ formally or statutorily constituted body to resolve matters if two

vigws are expressed by different Archaeologists on a particular

subject. Private Archaeologists are ot permitted to explore or
excavate without a permit from the Archaeological Survey of
India. Normally, the Board of the Archaeological Survey of
India has to decide as to who should be given permits to

explore, excavate, restore eic.

I agree that in general terms, there is no certainity in
Archaeology. I have read only Press Report about the
discovery in the gulf of Khambat made by the National Institute

~of Ocean Technology (in short, NIOT). * This new so-called

- discovery has been rejected by the Archaeological Survey of

India itself as unfounded and a premature declaration that

human civilisation is older than 7000 years B.C. I have seen

some of the work of Mr. Dilip Chakrabarti, an Archaeologist in

Cambridge. If I remember correctly, he wrote an article in The

- Times London only stating that if these finds can be verified, it is

exciting but he does not give any stamp of authority to this fact. I

“have heard the names of Birbal Sahni Institute of Paﬁeo»—botany ,

and of the National Geo-physical Research Institute, Hyderabad.
They are recognised institutions. It is true that a piece of wood
picked up from the bottom of sea in the Gulf of Khambhat has

32;‘}‘3”, )
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- been given a radio-carbon date. It is of 7000 years B.C. ltis

- true that Harappan civilisation reveals human civilisation from

2600 B.C. I may add that the dated piece of wood cannot date
the rest of the so-called antiquities also found on the seabed.

There was a submerged forest, a pre-historic forest, in the Gulf

~ of Khambhat and, therefore, old wood is not an exceptional

discovery from the seabed. I have met Mr. S.P.Gupta who was

the president of Indian Archaeological Society. 1 know the work

“of Mr. Jagatpati Joshi, Ex Director General of Archaeological

Survey of India. .The ArchaeologiCal Survey of india was

established in the 1860s. Then it lapsed on account of paucity of

money and was again reconstituted around 1901. Cunningham

I was the first surveyor appéinted by the Archaeological Survey of

india; perhaps this body was then under a different name.  As
far as my knﬂwledgé goes, the Archa@oiogicai'-: Survey of India
W@s always a goverriment body but it was probably restructured
with di‘f:fcrent duties and powers given to each State branch of

the Archaeological Survey of India. The Mortimer Wheeler was

- Director General of the Archaeological Surveyb of India for three
- or four years in the 1940s. Perhaps, he was succeeded by Mr. A.
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- Q. Whether after independence only, the Archaeological

Survey of India started excavation work in respect of the

.religious places situated in different parts of India ?

Ans. It is not entirely correct because Sanchi, a place of great
religious importance, was excavated and restored well before
Independence. 1 do not remember when Mr. B.B.Lal joined as

Director General of A.”S.I.

Q. Whether can you deﬁne eras in Archaeology ?

Ans. There are certain stages not eras of the remote past which
are as follows :

(2) The Paleolithic,

(b) The Neolithic,,

(¢) The Chalcolithic,

(d) The Brance Age

(e) lron age.

It is h‘iﬁe that some very elementary knowledge of geology is
neceésary.r For cxaﬁipic, for him to recognise a river térrace; but
for all coénpiex questions, Ai'chaeoiogists refér that problem to
the Geologists. There are four broad geological eras named

i L

Primary, Secondary, Tertiary and Quartenary.
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Q. Whether the first era for timing being can be called
Archaeozoic ? - ' _
Ans. Accord‘ing to my knowledge, the life for the first time
- came on earth in this era. I have not heard of Adi Kal in terms of
Geology. In my view, Archaeozoic means ‘é‘old living

~creatures”. I do not know whether this era can be further divided

into different ages or not.

Q. Whether there can be any division of segment or not ?
Ans. There are definitely geological ages. It has already been
“answered earlier. So far as division of segment are éonéemed, I
do not know the details.

~ In'South Asia, the time of the Bronze Age is 2600-1800
BC approximately. Since I took voluntafy ‘retirement, I have
- delivered four lectures at Mﬁhatma Gandhi University on “The
Stages of Cultural Deveiopment from the Beginning of Village
life to the Establishment of the State”. In Allahabad ‘Uni?ersity, .
the topic of my lecture was “Archaeology and History and how
'.thcxe two disciplines converge and diverge”. In Chandigarh
University, the topic was “The Current State of our Knowledge

. on the Harappan Civilisation.” In Allahabad University, so far as

LI
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‘1 remember, the subject of my lecture wds “Methods of History
and Archaeology”. All these lectures were not published in any

- journal. By methods, I mean, not so much sources, as trying to

explain that the problems that history and archaeology set

o themselves are different.

In Mumbai Un'ivcrsitfy, I delivered two lectures on two
different occasions. The first was, “How Archaeologists Deal

with Traditions” ? The second was “Images of the Past”. It was

on some sculptures of the Bronze Age and the relationship to the

| . emergence of social elites. Tradition includes culture anywhere

in the world. It meﬂaps.

In Delhi University, I gave a talk on “The
Communalization of Indian Archaeology with.. special reference
to the Harappa Civilisation”. ”

The Al Hajar Project in Oman is an independent British
Project which gets funds from 'ﬁhe National Museum of Scotland

and from certain private bodies. In Oman, we were exploring

- dozens of pre-historic stone tombs and putting them on the map
and trying to decide how we shall excavate, and where we shall

~excavate in the next year, i.e. in 2003. I am a member of this

Project, whose Director is Dr. J..Orchard. In that Project,the

work of exﬁioration was done by a team of five people together.

Exploration is the prior activity and is followed by excavation.
| Bews b

i
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In the above team, one member was an expert on Global
Positioning Systems and the remaining four members were

archaeologists. In Oma;n, we were exploring two dry valleys in

the interiof of Oman. These are called the valleys of Behala and

- Bisya. In respect of the above exploration, an annual report was

submitted to the authorities in Muscat and a paper was also read
in London. In both the reports, my name is mentioned. -1 am not

sure whether it was published somewhere or not but I think it

‘must have been published.

The manuscripts which [ have referred to in my

- Examination in Chief are (1) a paper now publiéhed ina journal

“Current Anthropology” from Chicago; (2) a book now

published from Delhi, entitled ‘Understanding Harappa’; and (3)

1 have just submiited to Oxford University Press, a manuscript

- for their consideration.

The book written by me ‘Bhartiya Itihas Ke Srot’, is not on
history but on sources. ‘There are several chapters in that book
on archaeolbgy, Thgére is one chapter on Rigvéda, one chapter

on how the Critical Edition of the Mahabharat was made, one

- chapter' on mapping the inscriptions of Ashoka, one on the

Arthashastra, a small scctiﬂhj on ancient Tamil poetry, one

- chapter on the Stupa as a source, etc. I did not read the whole

Mahabharat, because the point was to explain to school teachers

§(§4:;\M§; N
\
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how the Bhandarkar Oriental Research Institute set up the
Project on the Critical Edition of the Mahabharat and some
;ﬁutiine about how they produced the critical edition of the
Mahabharat. I have heard the names of heroes mentioned in
Mahabharat. Hastinapur was the capital of Kauravas. The
'capitél’ of Pandavas was Indraprastha, now Delhi. My fifth book,
“Bhartiya Itihas' Ke Srot” does not contain any material on
Ramayana.

[ know the hero of Ramayana. He is Rama, an incarnation
of Vishnu, sent to destroy evil. He was connected with
Ayodhya. 1 am aware that there is a coritroversy about the
location of ancient Ayodhya, but not being a historian I have no
opinion on the matter. Saryu river flows near past Ayodhya. I
have heard about river Tamsa but cannot vSay where does it
locate. It is correct that the rivers Tamsa and Ganga are
mentioned in Balmiki Ramayana. Chitrakoot and Lanka are
mentioned in Baimii;d Ramayana but I cannot say whether Nasik
is also mentioned in that book or not. Although I am not a
historian, I would neveﬁheless humbly like to state that not all
scholars accept the location of ancient Lanka as being the same
as that of modern Sri Lanka. Prof. H.D.Sankalia argued that

Ancient Lanka was somewhere in Central India. I know the
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name Rameshwaram which is located in extrefne south India. It
is true that Lanka is south of India. _ |

I pﬁblished one 'paper in the journal, “Man and
Environment”, on Harappan Trade, and two on “The fUtilisation
of Skeletal Evidence and the Conclusions 'drawn from it by
certain American Scholars”. |

One out of my twenty two published ’pépers, is in a book
.iedited by Romila Thapar and is about Archaeological Evidence
" but also in some pages there is reference to liferary eividence. I
have read three volumes by R.P.Kangle which cohtains the
translation and commentary on the Arthashastra by Kautilya.
Indirectly, this book givés a few hints about social life, for
: ~ example, the existence of spices or courtesans or ﬂoWer-seﬂers
etc. In my paper which was published in Romila Thapar’s book,
I have referred to the epics, in order to contrast the approa‘tches of
B.B.Lal on the one hand and H.D.Sankalia ;and_ Gauri Lad on the
- other. I have referred to the Mahabharat and the Ramayana in
that paper. 1 was a student of Prof. Sankalia during my M.A.
studies and I went with him on excavation. Pfa_ctical training was
‘taken at the trench in "I‘ripﬁri near Jabalpur.

’}:’he: method »during exploration is, first, to set out the
region that has to be studied. It needs to be defined. In the
beginning, certain lé,rge mounds may be easy to locate and we

b
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would reach thoselmounds,- walk across the mounds in many

directions picking up pottery which would be a guide to the

archaeological period of the mound. We would plot the mound

on a map, observe the landscape, for instance, for distance from

‘a river, ziwailabiiity of raw material, etc. From this large mound,
we would walk around in several directions looking for other

mounds which may.be smaller.

. Another method of exploration is to follow a river valley or

a natural route, pausing regularly to walk out and identify sites. |

A third method is to grid the map area and cover on foot
every portion of certain squarés in the grid.

It is not necessary to have assistance of a professional
photographers. What is necessary durihg archaeological
photography, is to have 2 human figure or to have a ball point
pen in the photo to give an idea of scale. The spirit level is
necessary when we draw sections after excavations. When I have
had a good camera, I have taken some good pictures of
Mohenjodaro. |

I have experience of field excavations which may be about

seven or eight. On my own I have not conducted any excavation.

On my own I did walk around many parts of Kutch looking at

/ A
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In my examination in chief, 1 have stated that I became
interested +in the present controversy because of its political
impoﬁamcc and the claims made by ‘arcihaeologists; because
communalism today is at the forefront of Indian politics.

I am a believer of God. I believe in certain Eenéts of my
religion, such as ‘generosity, compassion. I am born a

 Zoroastrian. But I do not participate in the rituals of

. Zoroastrianismi. .

I know Romila Thaper, Bipin Chandra, Suvira Jaiswal.
‘They were also.associated with JNU. I do not ‘know S.C.Misra
nor was he associated with JNU to my knowledge.: Prof. D.
' Mandal was a Professor of the Archﬁeoldgy Department of
Aliahabad University. I know him professionally. I do not know
whether the above mentioned persons formed any group or not.

It is true that the editorial Preface of Ext. 63 is written by
Romila Thapar. Pages 1 to 15 of the introductory note is written
by me. In my introductory note, the diagram .was prepared by
myself and after it was made I took help of an artist to draw the
" lines more neatly. It is not correct to say that my opin‘ion on this
issue, giveh in the iﬁtroduﬁ;tory note, is only bésed on Mandal. It
is based on my th understanding of what -;constitutes valid
érchaeiggical testimony. The photographs which are referred to

in the book of Mandal were seen by me earlier in NAD i.e.

g}'@\%
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(0.0.8.No. 5 of 198@} (Paper no. 118C-1/36).. One trench does
not amount to vertical or horizontal excaV‘ation, If I lay out six

trenches and go down only a short depth to uncover one period,

that will be a horizontal excavation. But If I take a series of

trenches down the slope of a mound so that I recover the

uppermost and the lowermost strata, that is called vertical
excavation.

It is correct that it was part of Prof. B.B. Lal’s project

. “Amha@ﬁggy of Ramayan Sites”. I do not know whether that

project was sanctioned by the Central Government during the
period that Prof. Nurul Hasan was Union Minister of Education.
Nandigram is a place mentioned in Ramayan. Prof. B.B. Lal in
his report published in “Indian Archaeology — A review”, does
not, as far as I recall, mention pillars of Kasauti stone engraved
with images. I have also seen report of Mr. AK. Narayan who
was Professor at the Banaras Hindu University (B.H.U), in
respect of Ayodhya Site. He was an Archaeologist. I would not
like to give him any grade of name and fame. Similarly, Prof.
B.B. Lalis also an Ar@haé@’i@gisﬁ:.

| The problem of fixing the age of the Mahabharat period on
é.;*ﬁh&c@ﬁe}gia;ﬁé @w%@éﬁm is fully spelt out by Dr. Gauri Lad of
Deccan C@%ﬁ@g@ P@@ﬁa, who shows 'iha‘é if you go by
archaeological evidence, there were three oﬁ four stages in the

;‘%ﬁ;&;@
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development of the epic between about 800 BC and AD 300; so

" that, in fact, Dr. Lad states that there was no Mahabharat age. An

- . Epic takes a long time o grow.

_"Ef‘iwi.Bronze Age precedes the Iron' Age and cover after the
Chalcolithic Age. There is, in fact, a book entitled “Copper
Bronze A‘gé in India” by D‘_.P. Agarwal. But if we wish to be the
theoretically correct, the Bronze Age is different from the

Copper Stone Age. The Copper Stone Age comes first and the

* Bronze Age succeeds it. But what happened in South Asia was

~ that after the end of the Harappa civilisation, »there was a decline

mto the Chalcolithic Age again. The beginning of the Iron Age is

“generally accepted as around 900 BC.

If T remember rlght at Bithur, a copper hoard was found.
I“he copper hoard contained many b()phl‘%tlcated tools including

arrows. It is not correct to say that those copper arrows belong to

- son of Ram, Kush, as is claimed by some historians.

The date of Buddha has been debated. However, the
traditional safe date is that he died around 483 BC. '
The beginning of the Gupta dynasty is third century AD or

. may be second century AD. ‘

. Inscribed stones were found and deciphered in the 19™
century itself. If I recall correctly, the first inscriptions to be

studied and understood were the Brahmi script and written on

the,

. § "
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the authority of Ashoka. The Brahmi lipi dat_es to the Ashokan
- era. | |

Unless there is carbonace()us material, uncontaminated by
human touch, avaiiabie in the fabric of a pot it cannot be éarbon—
14 dated. _ |

It is incorrect to say that I have deposed here as a partisan
witness supporting only those archaeologists who form a group
-of Romila Thapar, | D. Mandal, S.C. Mishra, Sushil Srivastava

‘and others. It is incorrect to say that my opinion is prejudiced or
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Statement read and signed.
6.4.2002.
Cross examination of P.W.27, Prof. Shereen F. Ratnagar
on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara, defendant No.3 by Shri

R.L.Verma,Advocate recorded and concluded.

fallacious.

Typed by Stenographer in open Court ot; our dictation.

Put up tomorrow for further cross‘examination.
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+10.4.2002

P.W. 27 Prof. Shereen F. Ratnagar stated on oath:

Cross Examination on behalf of Mahant Dharam Das,

"Defeﬁdzmi no.13, by Sri S.D. Singh, Advocate.

X ! X X X - X X

-~ The post graduate degrees which I referred to in my

statement includes Post Graduate Diploma in Archaeology of

Western Asia from London University. I have not obtained any
post graduate degree in Anthropology. The definition of
Anthropology that it deals with the origin of deveiopment of

races, customs and beliefs of mankind may be correct. I have

not taken formal training in Anthropology but ever since 1

“became 2 teacher 1 have read on certain branches of

Anthropology. My paper titled as the “Bronze Age : Unique

“instance of a world system?” was published in the journal named

as “Current Anthropology”. “Current Amhropoiogy” is a journal
that carries a lot of archaeological papers and specially papers on
world systems. In the United States, Archaeology is considered

to be a branch of Anthfopology. However, in India they are

" considered to be two different subjects.

I have not seen the disputed site. It is correct that till date I

*have not visited the disputed site. The statement which I have

* made before this Court is based on published work of others and

J
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also the principles of: archaeological stratification and data
" retrieval ‘Which I have, learned in the field. |
Q. 'Yea havé not applied the principies of stratification in
A regar@ to any artiéie i.e. things of antique values found during
exploration at Ayodhya ? 3

Ans. 1 have studied very carefully the reporfed i
~stratigraphic contexts of material ré;pdrtediy discovered from
Ayodhya and have found their context fo be deficient. As regards

| objects of anﬁque"vaiue [ am not a trader.

My concept of a temple is a religious structure often with
~an idol placed inside of the Garbha Griha and according to
- period and place with a certain architectural style.

It is not always necessary that a temple must have an Idol.
To the best of my knowledge there can be a temple with Shiva
Linga or Naga. Since I am not an authority on temples, I cannot
give further details. v

The statement that I have made in my examination in chief
at page 7 about no artefacts found regarding a temple, pertains to
the circumstance that up to about 1980, while excavations were
going on, the so called discovery of pillér bases of a pillared

temple had not been rep'orie'd. Bspts



6196

37

I do not think there is any exact structure necessary for a
mésqua One essential component is that one wall or a niche in
that wall which is known as the Mehrab should face the Kaaba
or Mecca. As regards your question about a roof I have seen an
‘illustration in the Concise Encyclopaedia of Iéiam of a simple

- open buﬁdmg without a roof which is very much a mosque.
Since E am not an expert on ’fempie or mosque therefore 1 cannot
answer exactly as to whether for temple, roof and walls are
necessary, whereas for 2 mosquc roof is not necessary.

Q. You are not an expert in regard to the sxte of Ram Janma
Bhumi or Babri Mas;j Ld ?

Ans. T am not an expert as regards the long controversy

~over the site but I do consider myself knowledgeable as regards
the authenticity of archaeological discoveries séid to have been
made there.

Q. Your evxdence in this case only based on readmg of
puhhsheﬁ woﬂ(s of Others is not relevant,

Ans. I deny this because pub!ishéd records on

- archaeological discoveries are always scrutinised for internal

coherence, mode of data retrieval, and Validity of infefence.

'
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Cross examination of P.W.27, Prof. Shereen F. Ratnagar

- on behalf of M’ahén’t Dharam Das, Defendant No.¥3 by Sri S.D.

Singh, Advocate concluded.

Cross examination of P.W.27, Prof. Shereen F. Ratnagar

- on b.e'haif of Sri Umesh.Chandra Pandey, defendant no.22 by Sri

Vireshwar Dwivedi, Advocate.

X X X X ' X

I have read.f the two reports of Prof. B.B. Lal which I have

referred to in my earlier statement. I read those reports at the

~ time when I was writing an introduction to Prof. Mandal’s book

(Ext.. 63). If 1 remember correctly 1 wrote that introduction

. during summer vacation of 1992. I had already taken some

interest in the cOntroi/ersy in question when the Rath Yatra
began and when 'some‘body drew my attention to the book “New
Archaeological Discoveries” (Paper No.118C-1/35). I do not
remember the yeér when the Rath Yatra took place. The booklet
was perhaps published soon before demolition of the disputed
structure. It may be a year before the dcmoﬁ_tion. I began to take
interest in the controversy as regards the claims and counter
claims made by historians and arcﬁaeolo‘gists but I was not
aware what was going on in thils Court or in any other court.

B TS
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* While 1 was interested as an Archaeologist I was also deeply

disturbed at the communalisation of politics. It is correct to say
that my interest in the issue in questior as an Archaeologist
developed when two sets of historians and Archaeologists gave

two versions about the disputed structure. My interest in the

‘issue developed a year or maybe a few months before the
damoliti@n of the disputed structure and start of the Rath Yatra.

AsI remeraber, Rath Yatra was taken some time in Late 1980°s

or early 1990’s. It is incorrect to say that I have given a wrong
statement on this issue. G
My statement in chief that I became interested in this issue

in the year 1990 approximately, is correct. Mr. Mandal’s book

‘Ext. 63, if I remember correctly was given to me in summer

. 1992 for writing an introduction.
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