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

OTHER ORIGINAL SUIT NO. 5 OF 1989
(REGD. SUIT NO.236 OF 1989)

BHAGWAN SHRI RAM VIRAJMAN
AND OTHERS . ... .PLAINTIFFS

VERSUS
RAJENDRA SINGH

' AND OTHERS ....... DEFENDANTS
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DR. S.P. GUPTA
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BEFORE'COMMISSIONER SHRI H.N.S. SENGAR, ADDITIONAL
DISTRICT JUDGE,
GAUTAMBUDH NAGAR :

(ORIGINAL SUIT NO.5 OF 1989)
(SUIT NO.236/89)

BHAGWAN SHRI RAM VIRAJMAN
AT SHRI RAMJANAM BHOOMI
AYODHYA ETC. ... PLAINTIFFS

VERSUS

RAJENDRA SINGH:
AND OTHERS . . ........ DEFENDANT

-1, O.P.W. 3, Dr. S.P. Gupta, S/o Shri O.N. Gupta,
aged about 70 years, Resident of B-17, Qutub Institutional

Area, New Delhi-110016, solemnly affirm on oath as under:

My educational qualifications are MA, LLB, Diploma in
Archaeology Ph.D. Diploma in Environmental Archaeology,
D.Litt. In it, foreign qualifications are also included. | have
got qualifications from London University and Paris
University. My post-graduation subject has been
Archaeoilogy. There are"two special éubjects in Archaeology
- Excavation and Explorat‘ion. Epigraphy and Art History is
also included in Archaeology | have taugvht in ‘India and
have ..‘gi~ven series of lectures in foreign countries. By
iectU‘res, | mean series of lectures. Field Archaeology
means excavation and exploration as | have already stated.
In India, | did exploration in the valley of Himalayas. After
that | did in West Bengal and Bihar and afterwards in

Tamilnadu, Andhra Pradesh and again in Rajasthan and
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Uttar Pradesh. | have done excavation work. | did
excavation work as a student of MA in 195 2 in Kaushambi,
Nagarjun Konda (A.P.) and afterwards in Tamilnadu,
Kunnatoor and then in Gilund in Rajasthén and again in
Kalibangan, Rajasthan,,'Sardargarh (Rajasthan) and again |
did excévation in Ayodhya. In foreign, | did excavation in

France.

In India, I have taught in the Institute of Archaeology
and Nat'i_onal Museum Institute. The science of Museum is
called Museology. | had studied Geoldgy also. | have been
attached with Museum and archaeology in France,
Gerrﬁany, England, ‘Am‘erica, Russia, Mongolia, China,
Japan, lIsrael, Iran, Egypt, South America etc. There are
threé types of work, which | did. | have been goin‘g to these
countries in connection with archaeological survey, lectures,
ar_chaedlogy and Museology and seminar. In India, | am
difebtor of Centre for Research and Archaeology, History
and-Paleo Environment, which is run by Indian Archaeology
Society. | have been t'each'ing Art History and museology
etc.'subjects for approximately seven years in National
Museum Institute. | have been an employee of Central:
Government. | retired as Director in 1990 from Allahabad
Muse}um. Besides Hindi, | have the knowledge of English,
' -Freh_vch and Russian languages. | have written many books
and" 'ha;vev edited an International Magazine namely
Archaeology. | had contacts with international magazines
‘Mahr and Environment’ and 'ha\'/e edited ‘Itih"as Darpan’ also.
| was the founder member of ‘Man & Environmental journal.
Now-.a-days,.;l am the President of Indian Archaeo'logical.‘
Soci'éty. Before that | have been Organising Secretary of
Indian Hi‘storv and Culture Society. | have been examiner of
M.A., Ph.D and D.Litt. of various Universities, i.e. Banaras

University, Ranchi University etc. | got three awards on the
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subjeot of Archaeology — two Gold Medals and one,
international prize. The name of international prize is ‘Sirl
Martimar Wheelar for excellence in the field of Archaeology.
| got ‘Maulana Azad Gold Medal for securing hig‘hest marks
in th"e'vfi‘eld of Archaeology. | got Centenary Gold Medal for

excellence in Archaeology.

I know :the relevant site and disputed site and its
building involved in . this suit. The building was in
dilap"idated condition. | have been to the disputed site‘ of
building before and after dilapidation. | went there as an
archaeologist. | saw that building of disputed site before its
fall._A_é on arohaeologiSt, | did excavation work there. | did
this 'work in 1992. Before that, | was associated with Prof.
B.B. Lal in excavation. At that time, Professor B.B. Lal was
the :Dire'otor' of Indian Institute of Advanced vStudies, Shimla.
The name of B.B. Lal's excavation project was
“Archaeology of Ramayan related site”. “The Ramayan
relat_ed site” was related to the survey and excavation of
siteé'of birth place of Sri Rama and his exile. At this site
before Professor Lal’s excavation was got done in 1990s by
Professor A.K. Narayanan of Banaras Hindu University.
Short reports of both these excavations were printed
periodically in a journal of Government of India, namely
“Review of Indian Archaeology”. | oave read these reports.
| visited this disputed site in 1991 as an expert in
Archaeology as a Member of a Committee, which was
oonétituted by the then Prime Minister Shri V.P. Singh,
There, | studied and took photographs-also and had shown
the érti'oles of that building to all members of the
Com:m"'itt'ee. | took photographs of that site, inside the
building and outside of the building also. | went there in
1992 in the month of July and October. At that time also |

took.photographs. First time, | went there in the beginning
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of July on 2" and 3" to study more than forty
archaeological articles regarding which | went to review the
statements printed in the newspapers on 18th June 1992,
afterwards | went ih the middle of July for excavation work
personally. When | excavated second time, | found that the
whatsoe.‘ver pieces of stones were found on 18th June,
were lying in. a very old pit and | also found that this site
had ‘remains, of several cultures and the last remains
related to medieval cultures. After the demolition of building
| went there on 12" December 1992. After that | went in
1997-1998 _and: 1999. Myself and three of my colleagues -
Professor B.R.“Grover; Shri Devendra Swarup Aggarwal,
the name of the other persbn Is not comihg to my mind at
this ﬁme. Again said we four persons filed an application in
the Supreme Court, in which we requested that these
articles which were found oh'6th December 1992 and
after.vv'ards also in January 1993 should be fully protected
and all the inscriptions, which were found should be got
stampage and should be made available to scholars for
reading. On our application, the Hon’ble Supreme Court
deIiVered the judgement that the Government of India
shoul'd provide full protection and by stampage these
should be protected by the Government of India. The orders
of the Hon’ble Supreme Court were implemented fully,'
althéugh there were deficiencies in providing full protection,
but"Were removed in due course of time. This stampage, as
far as | know, was prepafed' by an expert of ASI,‘Shri Kutty,
who 'beI'Onged to Karnataka. The short name of Archaeology
Survey of India is ASI. 'ASI is an institute of Government of
India. This stampage was done by M.N. Kutty, who at that
time  was ‘the Direﬁ:tor, Epigraphy in A.S.l.- After
conservation | have seen the articles. These articles were
vide.o_graphed also. At the time of videography, | was

present there. Besides we, there were other persons also.
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 These included Professor BR. Grover. Dr. Sudha Mallayya,
Dr. D.P. Dubey etc. Before the fall of building and after the
fall, at both the times when | took the photographs, other’

expéerts were also present.

On this issue, the black and white album prepared by
the U.P. Archaeologicél Organisation, having photographs
was shown to the witness. The witness after seeing the
photograph No. 1 to 107 of the album said that all the
pvhotographs relate to inside, outside arid surroundings of
the building. The album of the colour photos of the disputed
site,‘ which was prepared by the UP Archaeological Institute,
Luckh‘ow was shown to the witness, who said, after seeing
the photo No.1 to 201, that he has seen the photographs
mithéIy and these photographs relate to the inside,

outside and surroundings of that building.

'fThe attention .of the witness was drawn to the
document No. 11 8C -1/35 filed along with original suit
No.5/89, after seeing that, the witness said that this was a
spec'fval publication. This magazine was published by the
organisation of Historians of a Historian Fo‘rum, Delhi. This
publication runs into several pages. This No.118C-1/35 is
of ten leaves, i.e. 20 pages. The organisation which has
published this book, | was also a member of that which
included Dr. Y.D. Sharma, Dr. K.M. Srivastava, Prof. A.P.
Nautiyal, Prof. B.R. Grover, Dr. Sandeep Mukherjee, Shri
Devendra Swarup Aggarwal and Dr. Sudha Mallayya. Al

these were either archaeologists or historians.

| The attention of the witness was drawn towards list
No.2_86C/1&4 filed along with other suit No.5/89, ref.
application No".250/1999, after seeing that the witness
stated that he .has seen the photo album filed with the
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document No.286C-1/4—A (all photographs) Very well, which
are 'tétal in No.64. All the photographs w'hich this album
contains, in which there is no mart, all relate to the
disputed site. Photograph No. 1 relate to disputed site, but
photograph No.2 does not relate to disputed site. All these
photographs have been taken after the fall of building. |
was present there when these photographs were taken. At
that time, the adv_ocat,és of various parties were present
there. Ih photo No.2, the then Commissioner Shri S.P.

Singh was present there. Hé is present in this photo.

.:The attention of the witness was invited to document
No.254,C-1/3 Which runs into 84 pages, which was filed in
other original suit No.5/89, on seeing it, .the witness said
that it was ‘ltihas Darpan’ journal, Vol.3, No.2 and relate to
Decémber 1996. From page 62 to 72 and table 4 in the
magazine and Epigraphy table 1 printed in the book
denotes the contents of that inscription, King
Aayﬁshchandra, who was king of the Ayodhya, got
cqnstrubted a temple of big rocks at the place and at the
tob iof which he put golden pinnacle and dedicated the
témplé to ‘Vishnu Hari'. (On this the learned advocate Shri
Zaffaryab Jilani of defendant No.4 oijected that the
statements of the witness relate to a document which has
not been accepted in the dispute and is not admissible as!
evidence in the suit and there canndt be any statement
relating ‘to the contents of that inscription.)

.'(T.he I_earned advocate Shri Mushtag Ahmed Siddiqui
of defendant No.5 objected that the witness can make
statement as per his knowlédgé can make statement on the
contents of jihe document admitted in the record. This
document is not on the record as such this statemént can.

not r"ecorded.)
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~The learned advocate of Plaintiff Shri Veereshwar
Dwivedi said his question was not about the contents of
document 254C-1/3, but his specific question only relate as,
to what is the subject matter of above page No0.62 to 72
table 4 and table paleography table No. 1.

'Co'ntinuing his statement, the witness said ’Ehat its title
was 'the’ins'crlipt.ions of"Vishnu Hari’ temple of Ayodhya. Its
cont‘énts' go ‘;upvto pagé No.66. On this subject at page
No.67, there ils a short' note of Aanandi Vishnu Hari temple
insc.r"iption of Aayushchandra. The first is written Jointly by
Dr. G.C. Tripathi and Dr. D.P. Dubey, whereas the second
article’s writer is also T.P. Verma, again said that it is G.C.
Tripathi and D.P. Dubey. The subject of page No.69 is
‘Paleo,gréphic evidence of the Ayodhya inscriptions’. The
writer of this article is Dr. T.P. Verma. Now, he is a retired
reader of Banaras Hindu University. He was a lecturer of
that._.d-epartr.nent, which is called Ancient Indian History,
Culture and Archaeol.og'y with épecialization‘ in Paleographv.
He has got specialization in Paleography. | know Dr. G.C.
Tripéthi and Dr. Dubéy. Dr. G.C. Tripathi is Director in Sir
Ganga Nath Jha Research Institute, Allahabad. Dr. Tripathi
has 'Qot specialization in Epigraphy. Dr. D.P. Dubey’s
Speciélization is in Epigraphy. He is reader in Ancient
History Culture and Archaeology Department of Allahabad
University. | have seen both the scnholars while reading and

writing.

~ On this issue, theattention of the wftness was invited
to papef No0.24C-1/8. On seéing this, the witness stated that
it contained the signatures of Dr. D.P. Dubey and Dr. G.C.
Tripahti.' The learned advocate Shri Mushta‘q Ahmed
Sidd:iq;ui‘ of defendant No.5 objected that fhere is no proof
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of the existence of these two persons and not coming to the
court and as such the signature of such persons cannot be
verified and the signatures which are teing shown were not
original, but photocopy.) (Learned advocate Shri Zaffaryab
Jilani of defendant No.4 objected that the paper about
which statement is being given, is a photocopy and the
signature is also on photocopy and nothing has been said
about the originality. Therefore, this evidence is not
admissiole and there can be no statement on this.)
Continuing the statement of witness, the learned advocate
of the Plaintiff Shri Virendra Dwivedi, invited the attention
of the witness towards document No. 107C- 1/166 filed
along with Orlglnal Suit No.5/89, and said that thls was
from 107C-1/166 to 107C-1/186. The subject is “Ram
Janam Bhoomi }‘controversy : Passions a part what history
and 'arohaeology have to say on this issue.” This article has
been' written by me. As far as | remember, it was written in
1990. (On this the learned advocate of defendant No.4 Shri
Zaffaryab Jilani objected that the document on which the
statement is being given, is a photocopy and is not
admissible as evidence'. On this point, the learned advocate
of. defendant No.5 Shri Mushtag Ahmed Siddiqu‘i objected
and said that unless it is proved that the original document -
hasi been misplaced, secondary evidence cannot be
aocep_ted as evidence.) Continuing his statement, the
witness said that this article was first submitted by him on.
23" December 1989 in the 23" Annual Confergnce of
Indian Archaeological Society as a Presidential address,
whioh was brought out only as a Photostat. The learned
'advoo'ate of the pIaintiff‘Shri Virendra Dwivedi invited the
attention of the witnessvtowards paper YINo.118C3-1/65 to
115C-1/144 filed along with Original Suit No0.5/89. On
seeing this, the witness said that the said article had been
written by him in Vol.2, No.1&2 1995 of ‘Itihas Darpan’. (On
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this, the learned “advocate of defendant No0.4&5 Shri
Zaffarya.b Jilani and Shri Mushtaq Ahmed S'iddiqu‘i objected
th'a't"‘the number of volume and number of year of ‘ltihas
Darpan’ has been added in the statement by the witness
from a book which he brought along with him without the
permission of the court, which is totally unjustified and’
illegal. The witness should not be allowed outside the book
With'out the permission of Commission.) Continuing the
'stat'em_-ent, the witness said that this was ‘the same
magazine about which‘-l had earlier referre_'d to. This article
seems to have been written in 1993. The learned advocate
of the plaintiff Shri Virendra Dwivedi invited the attention of
the witness towards paper No.118C-1 to }128 filed along
with the original suit N'o.5/8.9, on seeing it the witness said"
that.this paper was written in 1992. This was written by him.
On .1 0”‘ -13" October 1992, a national seminar was
organised by Indian Hiétory and Culture Society in Ayodhya.
I par'tiCipated in that seminar. At that time, many
Archa'eollogists and Historians participated in that seminar.
The attention of the witness was invited towards paper
No.11»8C-1/129 to 118C-1/144 filed along with Original Suit
No.51 On seeing this,,}the witness said that the relevant
paper is related to that seminar. (On this, the learned
advocates of defendant No.4&5 objected that this document
is a .photocopy). Further continuing the statement, the
Witnéss said that in it nearly forty schol‘ars participated,
which included Dr. Y.D.Sharma, Prof. V.P. Sinha, Shri R.C.
Aggarwal, Prof. K.V. Raman etc. During this seminar of
three days, a tour and inspection of the disputed site was
organised, a discussion was held and in the end resolutions
were passed. This paper is a text of the resolutions passed
and all the scholars wh'o came there signed it. Whatsoever
photographs have been éttached, all are related to the

articles found at the disputed site.
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| saw these articles at that place itself, where these
were kept. In that building, | saw fourteen pillars of black
stone"s, which in my opinion certainly were the remains of
some Hindu temple. These pillars which in local language
of that place are called kasauti stones were really made
from the rock called ‘Shistoj” Its Hindi name is not known
to me, but this is a geological term “Shisfoj” rock come in
the category of sedimentary rocks, the colour of which is
black and dark blue. All these pillars were of black colour.
On these pillars, the’ paivntihgs of God and Goddess,
pictures‘of Hindu idols, flowers, leaves and birds sacred for
Hindus have been engra\)ed. The construction style of
these pilvlars is called Gahadwal style. This was prevalent in
horth India in the eleventh and twelfth century. During this
period, King GQvind Chandra ruled Kannauj, who was the
descendant of Gahadwal. These pillars were erected at that
place on which some position of the building was kept.
Theée pillars were seen by me for the first time in 1975.
Besides pillars in J‘uly 1992, | saw some forty such rocks
whic‘hvwere excavated on 18th June 1992 and on the basis
of fbrmation & carving, | can definitely say that these are
the remv'ains of some Hindu temple. This excavation was
ddné by the Government of Uttar Pradesh while levelling
the "I_ahdv. | reached there along with other experts on 2" &
34 July to study them because the news of this kind was
published in many newspapers and it was a natural
curiosity for us to study them. This is true that an.
earthquake rocked Gujarat von 26" January 2001, the news
of Wh.iCh' appeared in the newspapers that several historical
buildings have been damaged. For checking this, | went
ther.e, Vavl.so with a full team. We went there to study the
articles found after the fall of buildings. The articles which |

saw'before and after the fa“ of structure, | found that both

1
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types of material relate to one building complex, which
have a direct relationship with Hindu temple architecture.
The basis of my finding is that both type of articles are
rela_fed tc the following type of temple architécture: 1-
Aamlak, which are always adorned at the top of the temples
of Nagar style in north India, 2- Chhadya. This is also a
part of temple‘architevc‘ture, which is fixed on the pillars,
from where ceiling starts. Third is Vitan, this is under the'
roof which we call as ceiling. Specially at the front of womb
(Garbh Griha) in Antral or in front of that also ir] a porch—
man}"dép.. The forth one fixed in the inner side of door are
door“pil'iars on which pictures of God-Goddess, guard and
creepers are enAgraved.. These are shown under full Kumbh
pillars, which. shows that door pillars and all other pillars
com.‘e'out of water. Yakshagan - Purnghats are shown on
the -é‘houldergs of Yakshagan, who are called load carrier.’
God powers. In the adornment of Gandharv and Gandharvi
templl’eAs pictures of Gandharv and Gandharvi are coming
from s.ky.to land are shown who carry garlands of flowers in
their hands, which denotes that the Gods of the sky do also
prey in this temple. Creepers at the top of the temples of
Nagér- s'tyle‘ of north India - from downwards to upwards
with 'éngra\./ed floweré, leaves and other design, which ends
below of Aamalak.

Verified the statement after hearing

: Sd/-

S.P.Gupta

- 28.6.2001

Typed by the stenographer in the open court. In

continuation of this, for further cross-examination on 29th
June 2001 . Witness be present.

| Sd/-

| | H.N.S. Sengar

28 .6 .2001

Commissioner, Additional District Judge

Gautambudh Nagar
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29.6.2001
In cbhtinuation of statement of Shri S.P Gupta (O.P.W. 3)
dated 28.06.2001 - Beginning on oath:

'..Besides, heads or capitals have also been found on
pillafé, the structure of which is similar to that of lotus,
which 'we call as Padamvallary. This also is found in Nagar
style of Hindu temples. In addition to this, rocks of ‘Kapot”
of “Adhisthan” have also been found which show that these
rocks were also used as part of architecture of Hindu
temples. After this, | would like to draw attention towards
door brénches, on which besides creepers, there were
several Sculpfures of Lord Vishnu. There were several idols
which were found as damaged, i.e. which were knowingly
damaged. Besides several rocks were found at the
backside of the' temples which prove that the remainﬂs were
of the temple .and it was constructed on a high pedestal
ground. Inside the reméins, rocks decorated with Sun and
Lotus were also found Which were adorned and which were
part~'of the upper mouldings of Gajthar and Asliwathar of
temples, which were directly relav‘ted to Sun, i e Lord Vishnu
Besidés, this on the lintels of ‘temple lotus in full blossom
and half blossom were also engraved, which were directly
related  to Hindu temples and symbols | would specifically
like to mention about the guards at the gate, on the heads
of which were articulation crown, garland in the neck, spear
in 6‘ne hand and the second hand is shown in Varad
post‘uvres Such type of pictures of guards are found in
Vaishnav temples only, i.e. the guards of which temples
have such characteristics by seeing that it can definitely be
saidithat it was the Vaishnav temple This is called “Science
of ,F'Iconography” In  Hindi, this is called “Image
.Chafaétéristics" In thesé rocks, | have seen those rocks

also which are used as b~ee‘1»m, which had the same type of
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carvings, which we had seen in twelfth century in the
temples of north India. Furthermore, in the end, | came
across _to several such rocks which rela‘te to Vaishnav
temples of 12th century But | would like to mention
specially of those three rocks (inscription, after reading of
which the pygraphists (scholars) have told that the temple
of which these inscriptioris belong and the temple is
dedicated to that God of Hari Vishnu, who killed Bali raja
and finished Dashanan also like this (The learned advocate "
of d'e_fendant. No.4 and 5 Shri Zaffaryab Jilani a'nd Shri
Mushtaq Ahmed Siddiqui objected that the statement which
is now- being recorded is out of pleadihg’ and the
inscriptions which are being referreel to are not on the
record. Therefore, the Statement is not admissible as
evidence. The learned -advocate of the plaintiff argued that
the court after pleadings and hearing the parties framed the
suit points. The evidence of this witness relate to those-

poin.ts‘ only.

‘The learned advocate of defendant Shri Zaffaryab
Jilahi 'a’rgued that in the aforesaid circumstances, the
statemeht of the witness may be written in question-answer
forrﬁ as provided in order 18, Rule 11 of CPC. The learned
adVOc_ete of the plaintiff Shri Vireshwar Dwivedi invited the
attention of the witness‘ towards a black and white album of
photos (pictures) prepared by the UP Archaeological
Organisation which has been filed along with Original Suit |
No.5/89. After seeing the picture No.55, the witness said
that .I want to state that in this picture at the lower portion
of pillar, there is a full pot which is being carried by two
loaders Yaksha on their shoulders. A creeper is shown
emerging from a full pot. At the centre of full pot, a flower
of lotus is shown as emerging, the flower of which is

headed by the picture of Dev Kanya's, which has been
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destroyed by tinkering. Above this, there is middle portion
of pillar, which has eight facets. Above this, there is a
chain, 'of beads meaning string of flowers. At the above of
this in the end, there is in the head of capital, the carving
of which upper portion shows a lotus. After seeing picture
No.56, 57, 58, the witness said that all these three pictures
do not relate to one pillar, but picture Nos. 56 and 57 relate
to oné. pillar. The details of picture Nos. 55,156 and 57 have
been given by me above, which all are related to Hindu
temples. Picture No.58 relate to other pillar of black stone,
the carving of which is also of the same type which shows
that both these pillar of stones would have been used in
one part of the temple. Picture Nos. 59, 60 are also
detailed photos of pillars from top to bottom and they also
Contain fhe same characteristics, which | have stated above,
Picture Nos. 61 and 62 are photos of pillars of another
black st(jnes.[ Although they have the same characteristics,
but ihese have two plates also like Aamlak, which are
definitely shown as a symbol in temples of 12" century.
Picture Nos. 64, 65 and 66 are also photographs of the
pillars of black stones, the structure of which and
adofnment of upper pOrt'ion is full of those symbols which
was the specialty of Hindu temples during 12" century.
Picture No. 63 is photo of a pillar, which has been adorned
With.‘broken pictures of Yaksha, picture of full pot, photo of
lotus cdming out of full pot and is decorated with flowers-
leév._es. | have stated about this above. Photos of picture
N'o.‘7'1; 72, 73 are also of pillars of another black shistoj
stone, the carving of which is of a different nature. On the
top of this, tHere are Yaksha and full pots (Purnaghats) in
descending poSition but along with lotus coming out of the:
full pot in another flower on the other side. The garlénds cn
this-pillér are of different type and leaves, flowers engraved

on the.top or capital are-shown falling from upside towards
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downside. Therefore, these pillars are also temples of 121
century. The details of pillar of photo No.74 is at No.76
which at one corner shows a flower coming out of full pot.
By showing photo No.87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99.
100, 101, 103, 102, 104, 105 and 106, inv response to a
question put by the pleader of plaintiff the witness said that
pho‘t:o ‘Nos. 87, 88 both are detailed pjhotographs of photo
No.8.16. This pillar was also constructed from a rock of Black
shistQj. The photographs which | am seeing on this are all
symbols of Hindu templ’es of 12" century. In the picture ofl.
photo No. 87, on top in the middle of flower petals garland
beads have been shoWn in lines, below that in the centre
. ,theré are two panels. The upper panel is in‘half moon
shabé' dn the top of which are flower petals. They have
been shown as .if a lotus on its pericorp is-decorated with a
bunch Qf petalsl. In the panel below this, there are panels
repeating foqr lotus iand “its circular petals. Both the
symbols are found in Indian temple architecture, which are
known as Hindu symbols in the whcle Indian Iiterature.v‘
Picture No0.89, 90 & 91 also show various parts of another
pillar. At the top of these, there are reverse petal symbols,
whereas in the middle is garland and jewel as a symbol. In
picture No.91, there are signs of flower bead and leaves
coming out of the full pot, which shows that the full pot had
watetrA and all the Hindu symbols were coming out of it. This
also.Shows'vthe Hindu témpl’e a'rchitecture. Photo No0.97, 98,
99, 101 are also other pictures of a pillar of shistoj stone
The'_carving on which is also of the same type, about which
I had.mentioned about the said stone Photo No 101, 102,
103 ‘are other pictures 'of the pillar of black stone, the
engraVed Images of God & Goddess have been mutilated at
stone pillars, their other specialties are also the same
about which | have told earlier Photo No 104, 105 & 106

also relate to such pillars of black stones which contain
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imag'e;s of lotus garlahd, Aamlak, full pot, yaksh etc But
photo.N.o 106 is lotus of the branches emerging out of full
pot Emerging out of upper portion is a picture of peacock
alsoi, which 'hés been slightly damaged and it has got facets.
i.e. there is a peacock and behind peacock, are its feathers
which are going upward and falling as creeper. Swan is one
of the Indian symbols, It relate to Vaishnav dharma
becau'se swan is related to Saraswati also, and still it is.
Thesé facets which | have told are above.lotus. In picture
No.24, there is a stone in the front on WhEC‘h some thing is
written, beneath that is written Ram Janam Bhoomi in Hindi
and.beneath that Janam Bhoomi is written in English also.
In picture No. 1 ,2 & 3, there is hothing on the basis of
which | can say that this position of the building is a part of
the Vaishnav temple constructed in 12" century. Picture
No.70 is a photo of that ceiling which was desigried under a
dome of the building. This is an architecture of bricks which
is plated with a thick plaster. In the cerntre, there’vis a photo
of petals of lotus, which was made with colours and in the
midd‘le of which is hanging an iron chain. The learned
advocate of plaintiff Shri Veereshwar Dwivedi invited the
attention of the witness towards the coloured pictures of
album which was prepared by the UP Archaeological
Organisation, on se‘eing that the witness said that in picture
No.44, there is a plate of red stone on Which is given No. 1.
Janarh Bhoomi is written in Hindi and beneath that Janém
Bhoomiis written in English also. After seeing picture No.
44, '45,' 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, the witness said
tha,tf when you go inside the building, there are two pillars
of bl_vaok stone on both sides of the door, these photos are
of that. Picture No.55 is also a photo of boundary wall of
that'building. Picture No.59, 60, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 75,,
73, 76, 77, 78, 79, 81, 82, 84 all are photos of inner

structure and have been taken from inside. | have seen all

]
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these pictures Carefully No;104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109,
110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121,
122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 136, 138}, 139, 140, 141, 142,
143,"1'14, 145, 146, 147, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163,
164, 165, 166, 167, L6, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183,
184,} 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195,
196, 197, 198, 199 & 200 and all these coloured pictures
are made of the same black shistoj stone, which are called
“I;a'éauti” in local language. These photos are just like black
photos, there is a difference of colour only but | would like
to in\}ite attention towards photo No. 186 & 187 in which
there is lower portion} of a picture of some Lord sitting on:
Iotus'}v.in-the posture of Padmasana, the upper portion has

beeh; destroyed fully. As per my knowiedge, this picture is

an evidence of a idol shdwn in a yogmudra of Lérd Vishnu.

This-also supports all the evidences as | have stated above
that these pillars might have been of the temple which had
direct relation with a Vaishnav temple, which is dated 12th
century becaljse the idol of Lord Vishnu is in yoga posture
engraved in such a style was a specialty of 12th century."
On .seeing picture No. 134, 1_35, 174 of this album, the
witness said that this photo is also of the ceiling beneath
dome in which petals of lotus are painted in colour and an
iron:c'ha:in seems to be hanging in the middle. About this
also., | have stated above. In these pictures, the specialty in
my view is' the photo of lotus with eight petals. In that
buildi'ng, there were three domes. The ceiling beneath one
dome, whiéh was made of bricks, which had a coat of
plaster, this is the photo of that.

:The learned advocate of the plaintiff Shri Vereshwar
Dwivedi invited the attention towards document No.286C-
1/4A of the album, which was filed along with original suit
No.5189. (On this, the learned advocate of defendant No.4
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and 5 'Shri Zaffaryab Jilani and Shri Mushtaq Ahmed
Siddiqui objected that ;}negatives of the photographs of this
album' have not been filed and this is not admissible as
evidén‘cé. The witness continuing his statement said that all
photographs, of this album were taken at a time when | was
also present there. Photo No.2 was taken when all persons,
inclu-d'ing myself, were présent there. In this photo, Shri
Jilani and other advocates are present. | am also present in
this photo. Out of these, there are pictures of advocate Shri
Ranj‘i't Lal Verma, advocate Shri Ajay Kumar Pandey,
advocate Shri Madan Mohan Pande, advocate Shri Mushtaq
Ahmed Siddiqui. All these photos relate to Ram Katha Kunj
and Sri RamJdanam Bhoomi. In photo No.2, there are Shri
D.P. 'Dubey and Smt. Sudha Mallayya, who are scholars of
Archaeology and Art History. In this photo, Shri Devendra
Swarup Aggarwal is also present who is well known
Historian of India. In this photo, it seems (o be a picture of
a well known figure of medieval history wearing a coat and
tie, who is hot now present in this world, but he was Prof.
B.R._Grdver. In picture No. 1, Prof. B.R. Grover and Dr.
Sudhé Mallayya are present. Picture No.5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 are
the phofos'of various parts of the inscription which was
found on 6'" December 1992. On this point, the learned
advocate of defendant No.5 Shri Mushtag Ahmed Siddiqui
objected and said that',this inscription iis not on the record
and no question can be asked regarding this. This photo is
a picture of an inscription which was found on 6" December
1992 from the evening and was kept in Ram Katha Kunj.
This inscription was read by scholars of archaeology in my
presence and told. The names of the two scholars are: Dr.
D”.P"..Du.bey and Dr. Sudha Mallayya. In ph-oto No.4, there
are two inscriptions. These inscriptions were also read by
the same two scholars and told. Prof. B.R. Grover was the

Chairman of Indian Council of Historical Research. Photo"
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No.19 to 26 relate to the pictures of the pillars. All these
pillars were kept in Ram Kunj. Photp No.29, 30 are the
pictures of Gate. | had not seen these pictures before the
fall of structure. The photographs of Gate, | had not seen
earlier. Picture No.11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 all these
are pictures of Hindu God- Goddesses. They were
photographed in Ram Katha Kunj in front of me. All these
are photographs of stone idols, | had seen them. This
piét(qre of Vaishnav temple, which was constructed in north
India in the style of 12™ century in the photo of different
parts of its architecture. In picture No.26 there is a picture
of mine, the picture of Dr. Sudh‘a Mallayya and Prof. BR.
Grover. A person is also present in the picture whose:
identity | do not remember. Photo No.63 is a picture of that
time when videography of these thingsz was being done. In
it t_h}ere‘ is a photo of the then Commissioner Shri S.P.
Singh ‘and along with him i,vs a photo of the then SP and |

am also there.

Professqr B.B. Lal excavated this site in 1975 and
1980. Duriné excavation, he found pillar bases and he
wrote many articles about'thvis. | totally agree with his
report. The articles found by Prof. A.K. Narayan during
excavation in 1970. | saw them in B.H.U. | totally agree
with-that report also. The scientific system by which | have
studied the remains of this temple are:

1. Architectural style of a north Indian temple of 12

: ,C‘ehtury AD. ,

2. ,.Art‘ Hlist‘orical, i.e. whichever image was found that
was carved examination of all those in artistic style.

3. The construction of letters used in the inscriptions, on
the basis of which the date is determined.

4. '.Epigraphy. I myself have studied architecture and Art

History. The research was done by other scholars.



- (The learned advocate of defendant No.3 Shri Ranjit

Lal Verma objected that this evidence was being repeated.)

<Thé inscription is carved on a rock of “buff sand
stone” | have written many books on archaeology, but
aont‘Ram'J.anam Bhoomi archaeology, although | have
written many articles, | have written only one book and that
too with one of my colleague Shri T.P. Verma jointly. He
hasjwritten historical aspect position whereas | have written
arch'aeological aspect. | have brought this book along with

me. The name of this book is ‘Ayodhya Ka Itihas evam

Puratatva (Rigved Kal se ab tak). | want to file this book.

(The learned advocate of defendant No.4 and 5 Shri
Zaffaryab Jilani and Shri Mushtaq Ahm;ed Siddiqui said that
this book cannot be filed without the permission of the court,
hence it is not possible.to file, because Commission has no

jurisdiction over this).

A seminar on Ayodhya was held in Ayodhya. A
r'esollu-'tidn was passed in it. | agree with that. This seminar
was held in Ayodhya.

XXX XXX XXX XXX

(Cross-examination on behalf of Nirmohi Akhara,

defendant No.3, through Ranjit Lal Verma, Advocate).

| ‘agree with the pleader about the meaning of
“Archaeology” word which includes all articles, which are

m.a,dfe and used by human beings.

It is true that the meaning of archaeology is a system
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of evidence compilation.  Sir  Martimlar Wheeﬂlar is
considered to be the father of archaeology in world. It is
true to say that he told that Archaeology is prrmarrly a
subject of finding the fact. It is not necessary for a person
havrng knowledge of Archaeology to have full knowledge of
history. For an Archaeologist, it is necessary to have
knowledge of survey and exoevation. To know about
archeeology, whatever man made articles are found during
survey ‘end excavation, they all become the main source
and-basis for an Archaeologist. It is not necessary to know
epigraphy for acquiring the knowledge of archaeology.
Simrlarly, knowledge of numismatics is also not necessary.
Simi'larly, it is not necessary to have knowledge of literature.
For archaeology, it is not necessary to have knowledge of.
the following five - historical books, Literary , books,
relig‘ious books, accounts of foreign travels, epigrapliy and
ooin_‘s'. It is true to say that through histerical books, the
‘periOd'is determined. It is true to say that throug‘h historical
books, evidence is found about the period of inscriptions
and ‘pillars. It is correct to say that historians provide
details of poets and literature of kings of that period, on the
basis of which the per:iod is decided, it is true to say that
through history, we come to know about the living, food,"
clothing, and utensils of that period. In India, Vedas are the
source of knowledge of religious books, | agree with this
sayihg:. It is correct to say that Purans provide knowledge
of dynaety of kings. It is true that there is mention of
Brahmin dynasty in Vedas. Aitraiya in Rigved, Taitiraya and
Shatpath in'Yejurveda have been discussed. It is correct to
say't'hat Purans cah be classified in the following five
periods: 1- Sarg - which mean primitive period, 2- Pratisarg
- creation after devastation, 3- Dynasty - of Gods and
sain"rs‘, 4- Manvantar, i.e. mahamanav Manu of Kalps. 5-

Dynasty character - Dynasty of ancient kings.
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“In Garun Puran,A the dynasty of Pourav, lkshvaku
lineége is given. It is ‘true that PUrans contain ample
matéf?al‘ of history. It is correct to say that Maryadé
Purushottarn Ram Wére from lkshvaku lineage. In his
Iineag‘e,' there were Raghu, Dilip, Aj, Dashrath, Ram
respe.CtiVer. It is true to say that Puran has ample material
of H'~isto:ry. It is true to say that one can know the history of
the 'pr_évious period upto the Gupta period. It is correct to
say that Baudh Iiterature were written alter the Brahmin
literature which include Tripitak, Jatak, Deepvansh etc. It is
correct to say that Baudh literature starts from B.C. Sixth
century. The Gupta period begins from the fourth century. It
is cbrrect to say that to know about thev-history for one
thousand years, i.e. B.C.600 and after that 400 years, we
will "have to take recourse to religious books. It is not
correct to say that inscriptions and epigraphy were found
after the period of Gupta. But the truth is that these began
from Ashoka period which was B.C. third century. At that
time, inéoriptions and p‘illars writings — both were available.
[t is.not true to say that é. large portion of ancient period
can be called as pre-stone age. It is true to say that
Vihangan Lubec has divided pre stone age into two parts.
Pre-"stone age’ is recognisved as approximately} forty lac
years old. | cannot say as to how many years are there is a
Yugabd .As per Hindu tradition, on the ancient religious
basis there are four periods, respectively: Satyug, Treta,
Dwapar and Kalyug. Trét‘a is prior to Dwapar. | do not agree
to this fully that if there are two proofs of any fact then that
will be fully proved, but the truth is that possibility of their
truth inv‘creases. There is no standard as to how many
proofs can prove a'ny fact. | have heard about Ramayana

and:Mahabharata, but have no full knowledge.
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It is true to say that th.ere have been both surveys and
e_xcavati'bns about Mahabharata. | mean about the
knoWIédge, survey and excavation about events, details etc.
mentioned in  Mahabharata. Excavation was done at
Hastinapur plade which is related to Mahabharata. This
excavation was carried out in 1950-51. It ié true to say that
as per tales, Hastinapur was the capital of Kauravas.
Related to it, Viratnagar was also surveyed. This is the
sam'e-place where Pandavas had to hide themselves in
exile. Panipat, Sonepat, Bagpat, Indrapat and Tilpat were
sulrveye‘d. It is true that these are the same five villages
Wﬁiéh the Pandavas had asked from the Kauravas. Mathufa
is th_e‘éame from where Krishna came. After survey and
excavation of these pla'ces,'painted grey wares were found
beneath it. It.is connected to Mahabharata period. It is true
that Hastinapuf, which was surveyed, was devastated by!
floods. As per history, it is true that King Parikshit used to
live - in 'Hastinapur. It is also true that the name of
Abh’i'manyu’s son was Nichkshu, who was a character of
I\/Iah‘ab»h'arata. Fifth d‘ynas-ty of Nichkshu used to rule
Hastinapur, when floods came. Due to floods, the capital
was .shif‘ted to Kaushambi. I‘n Kaushambi, the name of king
Udayan is Known. King Udayan was contemporary of
Gautam Buddha. It is true to say that it is poss'ible to.
combare the grey ware of Hastin'apur and Kaushambi. From
the éVidénces of archaeology, it can definitely be said that
all events of the fiction Mahabharata were not imaginary,

but true-also.'He said that he partially agrees to it.

~ Research work relating to Ramayan was first started
in 19_9‘0.in 'Ayodhyav by Prof A K Narayan. It is true to say
that,Ayddhya is situated in'the south of Saryu river. In the
south of Ayodhya is Bharat Kund. Nandigram is situated on

Tamsa river and south to it is Bisui river Gomti river is also
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there. In south of Ayodhya is Sandika river, the new name
of which is Sgi river, thich is near Pratapgarh and in south
is riQer Ganga South to it is Bhardwaj Ashram and south to
it is-" Sangam, which is a meeting place of Ganga and.
Yamuna and in south is Chitrakoot in Banda District. It is
true to say that names of rivers and places are the same
Whic,.h;a'r‘e mentioned in Ramayan. It is correct to say that
Prof A.K. Varayan did excavation work relating to Ramayan
in Ayodhya in 1969 twice. Shri A.K. Naravan was a
Profie's-sOr in Banaras Hindu University. It is correct to say
that Prof. B.B. Lal, who was Ex—Director, Archaeological
Survey of India, did excavation work in Ayodhya at fourteen
places in the year from 1975 to 1980. He did this work with
the ‘vf'inancial assistance from Central Government and it
was carried out with the fuII co—operation from Department
of Education and Culture. It is true that at that time, Prof.
Nurul Hassan was the Education & Culture Minister,
Government of India. To say that Mahabharata and
Ramayan are not imaginary, canl only be proved when
assistance is taken from archives, epigraphy, classic books
etc. From the excavation at Ayodhya, evidence is found
thath northern black polished ware was found from the
lowest portion of Ayodhya, but the history of Ayodhya can
be much' older, | agree to it. During excavation, no painted
gvrey:V\"/a.re was .found. Northern black polished ware, which
was found, is a very beautiful, durable, baked in high heat,
is a ,earthen pot‘of thin plate, which contain several colours,
i.e. red, black, silver, golden etc. It is true to say that in
Mohalla Ranowaii of Ayodhya one inscription was found. It
is mentioned in this }inscr'iption that during the time of
Pushyamitra King Dhandev had protected Ayodhya by
defeating aliens. At a distance of 25-30 kilometer from
Ayodhya, one inscription was found in Karamdanda, in

which mention of Ayodhya is given. There a brahmin
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resident of Ayodhya Was, given a complete village. This

inscription is carved on the back of Shivling.

-The period of Sung Vansh is second century ahd first
cent.Ury B.C. |Tl;is is not proper to say that Brahminvad was
renovated in Sung ‘»period. This is true :that the
unpfecedented vprogress of}Vaishnav Dharam was held in
this -beri'od. Vaishnav dharma means more prestige for Lord
Vish»nu and his disciples. As God Lord Vishnu had four
Weapdns, i.e. Padam, Gada, Chakra an'd‘Shankh. Kamal
(Lotus’) is also saidvto be one of his symbols. It is held that
Lord Viéhnu had four Avtars, out of which one is Ramaavtar.
There has béen a Krishnaavtar also. /\s Ramavtar of Lord
Vishnu a bow is shown in the hands o‘f Rama, that is why
he Was called Shangarin. One inscription was found in an
inne,.r_village of Gazipur in which the image of Lord Ram
was called Shantrigarin. Shringverpur site, which is related|
to Ramayan period and situated at the banks of river, Ganga'
Wasi also excavated. It is correct to say that in
Sharingverpur, stages were found prior to NBPW (Northern
Black polished ware). | Excavation was also done in
Bhardwaj Ashram. Whatever was found in the Bhardwaj
Ashram, they all related to Gupta period, buildings were
also related to Gupta period. They related to fourth and fifth
cent'Ury'of Gupta pefiod. In Shringaverpur pottery was
found belonging to 1500 B.C. In Chitrakoot, partial
excavation was taken up. This is correct that Chitrakoot
had very large population. Horizontal excavation could not

be h.él:d at the ancient rhount at that site.

- Kalidas’s period is known as Gupta period.
Raghuvansh ‘was also written in that period and
Malvikagnimitram was also written in that period

Vikrémourvashiyam was also written in that period in which
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there is.love story of Chandragupt Vikramaditya. Meghdoot
was also written in that period The kamsutra of Vatsyayén
was also written in that period In these books, the daily
IiVing and drefsses also find a place, e.g. the ladies used to
wear;,‘sarees and kan'chuki_ This is also true that such-
detalils are found in Balmiki Ramayan also Such dresses
Weré'.al'so mentioned on the inscriptions found at Ram
Janam Bhoomi, in the Gandharav and Gandharis’s pictures
I h:aVe' heard that Patanjali was contemporary of
Pushy'ar'nitra - Sang. Maukhari dynasty is somewhat
conf-emporary' of Gupta period and some relates to
after’w‘ar'ds. Manjushreemulkalp is an ancient volume of
Mahayan Baudha Dharma In this volume, there is mention
of approximately 1500 years dynasty which is assumed
horn*l?OO BC to 700 AD. It is true that in south of India Sri
Lanka exists now-a-days also and is knowh by that name. It
is troe that Ram regarded his birth place as Ayodhya about
which he himself mentioned in a reference of Srilanka that

one’s birth place is more dearer than heaven.

Chinese tourist Fahyiyan came to India. He came in
Gupta period. A Chinese tourist whose name is Huensang,

came dUring the period‘.of King Harsha.

'The monism of Shankar believe in total unity and
integri:.‘ty of man and God. It is true that after Shankracharya
came Ramanah'di in whose philosophy though man and God
being two ‘separate entities were inseparable from each
other. Their God was Lord Ram. Ramanandji was from
Kashi and Kabirdas was also one of his dis}ciples. The sect
started by Ramanand 'is called Ramanandiya sect, whose
followers are spread from Kashi to Ayodhya and in Ayodhya
there are several temples dedicated to Rama. | agree to

this that there are seven Akharas in Ayodhya which are
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related to Ramanandi sect, Qut of which there is one
Nirm,ohi:Akhara.

~(The learned advocate of defendant No.3 Shri Ranjit
Lal Verrha, invited the attention of witness towards the
albufn" of blackand white photos prepared by Uttar Pradesh
Archaeo'logical Organisation and after seeing the picture
No.29 and 30, the witness stated that this was the photo of
‘Ram Chabutra’. On this point, after seeing the photos of
pictﬁre No.58 of the colour album, the witness said that this
was the photo of the images below Ram Chabutra. This is
true"that there were many other temples in the compound
and“in those temples, and according to my knowledge,
M’uslim'brothers were not allowed and nor ever they went
théré. | had no knowledge as to who used to manage these
témblés; | went to these temples first time in 1975. Since
1975 and till today, | have no knowledge as to who
controlled these temples. | do not remember their numbers
because | nevér tried fo know the numbers. In our book,!:
there is a reference of N}irmohi Akhara. But that whole
porti_oh Was written by Dr. T.P. Verma, who was a historian,
-whefe_as | was not. In my knowledge, the whole dispute
relates to the fact as to whether any temple existed before
the Babri mosque was. constructed at Ramjanama Bhoomi
com'plex. | am not aware'as‘ to how many parties are
involved in this dispute. | have not even tried to know about
it. | and my organisation was only interested in gbing to.
Ram' Katha Kunj althou’gh' several Hindu Organisations
invited rhe and my colleagues because of our individual
ideas.. | spent most of the time with Justice Shri Devki
Nandan Aggarwal, who lived in Allahabtad near my house. |
have no knowledge whether ex-Justice Devki Nandan
Aggarwal is a follower of Aurobindo Ashram or of Vaishnav

Dharma. | never paid any attention to the fact as to whose
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Vboarr‘d is hanging outside his house. | saw only‘ that plate
whiéh".b.ears his name. This is not true to say that while
getting photos of Ram Katha Kunj, | did not take photos of
damaged idols' lying | there and neither | gave their
particulérs iq my report. ‘But the truth is that | paid
partfbular attention to all the items which belonged to 1_2”‘
cent'ﬂry. It is true to say that there, i.e. in Ram Katha Kun.'
modern idols too belonged to Ram and his family members
and | had photographed them. This is wrovng that | was a
sympathiser of Vishwa Hindu Parishad. This is also
incorrect to say that when the two parties which went to
Prime I\/_Iinister, at that time, | was a member of Vishwa
HinduP‘arislhad. | used to participate in thbse discussions
as aln" Arch'aeologistfl had not done it for my own interest
or b'enefit, but | went there only when | got an invitation.
The 'Hindus invited me as an Archaeologist. Specially, |
used'.to go because of Devki Nandan Aggarwal which is a
party‘to Ram Lala. As per my archaeological knowledge,
prior fo 6" December 1992, the outside structure of the
building was that of a mosque and in the inner structure,
images of Ram Lala existed. As per architecture, one
portion of the building was decora{ted with architecture of
temple. Where there was raised platform, its historical
proqf of.Ram Chabutra that ii was always ‘a‘Hindu temple. |
have said with clar'ity that the nature of domed architecture
of the building resembled with the architecture of a mosque.
It is tfue‘ that upto 12" century, the sculpture of temples of
n‘orth india was different to that of sculpture of mosque, but
afterwards both the sculptures estabiished similarity. As
per my 'know‘ledge, any sculpture of mosque has neither
been 'mentioned in Hadis nor in Quran Sharif. Although
before and after 12'" century also some books were written
on architecture of temples, but it is true that it was not at

all necessary that temples will have any particular kind of
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sculpture. It is true to say that God at any place and in any
shape is known as temple of God and it is even today. The
place is;important and not the architecture. Whatever | am
in my private capacity, it has no relevance in this episode. |

believe in Hindu Dharma which is ingrained since birth.

(Cross-examination on behalf of learned advocate
Shri- Ranjit Lal Verma, advocate of defendant No.3

concluded).

Verified the statemént after hearing

Sd/-

S.P.Gupta

| 29.6.2001

Ty-bed by the stenographer in the open court on being
dictated by me.

Sd/-
Commissioner
29.6.2001
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Dated: 20.5.2002
In C_ontinuation of dated 29.6.200 , the statement of

‘O.P};_W;.S - Dr Swarajya Prakash Gupta begins on‘oath.

(Cross-examination on' behalf of Sunni Central Board of
Wagqf UP defendant No.4 by Shri Zaffaryab Jilani, advocate).

“The thesis of my' Ph.D. was related to archaeology.
The topic was ‘Burial préctice in ancient India’. | did this
research under Romila Thapa}r | did the research in the
decade of 1960, just possible it may be the decade of 1970.
| got my Ph.D. degree from Delhi University. At that time,
Prof. Rdmila Thapar was holding the post of a reader in
Delhi University. The special branch of Prof. Romila Thapar
Was'ifh Ancient Indian History. Her book probably “Decline
in M‘ouryan' Empire” was published by that time. For our
research work of Ph.D., the University of Delhi had
appointed two guide one was Romila Thapar and the other
was B.B. Lal. At that time, Shri B B. Lal was an officer in
Archraeologica| Survey of India. Probably at that time he
was Joint Director General or Director General, which | do
not remember .at this time. Prof. Romila Thapar was at that
time reader in Delhi University and as per rules of the
University, she was the first guide and our thesis as
recommended by both, i.e. Prof. Romila Thapar and B.B.
Lal. Till that time, Prof: B.B. Lal was not a teacher in any
University, i.e. neither reader nor professor. But after
retirement from the Archaeological Survey of India he was
appo,irjted to the post of Professor in Jiwaji University,
Gwa'lior, At that time | cannot tell about the appointment at
the post of Professor was in the decade of 1970s or when.
My thesis was published as a book, the title of which was
“Disposal of the dead and physical types in Ancient India’.

The subject of my thesis covered whole of India. It was not
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limited to any particular area. After that | did my D.Litt.
from Magadh University. The heading of the subject was
“‘Archaeology of the Soviet Central Asia and the border
lands”, which was published in two volumes. The year when
| was awarded the degree of Litt. is not remember to me,
but | Cohqpletsed it before my retirement. | do not remember
even the decade whether if was the decade of 1970. Then
said tha_’t just possible‘ it may be the decade of 1970s or
1980.5:. In MA, ‘our subject of Archaeology was included in

Ancient 'History.‘

‘| got the certificate of Institute of Archaeology from
London University in the year 1963. The course of this
certificate was three months. | got the certificate bf Diploma
in Museology from a school in Paris, namely Akole the
Ioov‘ers ~in 1962. Except these two above mentioned
certificates, | have no degree or certificaie from any outside

Uhiv,ersity or School.

| first joined as Technical Assistant in the year 1956 in
Archaeological Survey of India and served there till 1961. |
served in National Museum from 16“1 January 1961 to 1990.!
| Worke.d as Deputy Keeper in National Museum and
afterwards retired in 1990. During this period, | went on
-depUtation as Director in Allahabad Museum approximately
from  1'9',89 to 1990. After the year, 1990 | did teaching job
in National Museum Institute. National Museum Institute,
Delhi has been established »by .the Government of India and
has got the giatus of a deemed University. At this Institute,
| gave lectures for the course on contract bésis. I
Condructed three months' course there. Art History, West
Asié,"CehtraI Asian Art of MA level were the subjects there.
For the teaching job, there | was appointed by the Director
of that Institute. At that time, Dr. G .N. Pant was the



519

Director of that Institute. Besides | have done teaching.,

work in Centre for Research and Training in History,
Archaeology and Paleo Environment in Delhi. It is not an
Institute run by the Government of India, but is an
autovnom‘ous Institute. -This;NGO is also run bylthis name.
This Centre Wés established by Shri K.N. Dixit. He had
been Joint Direotor Geheral in Archaeology Survey of India
(ASI.), and on:5.5.2002'at the time of inspection of disputed

site of Ayodhya by this court was present there. | do not

remember as to when Shri K.N. Dixit retired, but retired in
the decade of 1990. In this Centre, no recognised course of
any University is taught, but has been recognised by the
Univ_érsi_ty Grants Commission for teaching refresher course
in Archaeology. This course is meant only for University
teachers. In this Institute, | give 10-12 lectures in a year.
This._ is a three weeks course each, which is held twice a
year. Excépt thesé two '’ Institutes, | had no direct

connection with any institute in teaching. | have not given

any lecture by appointment in any outside University. |

have given lectures as a guest lecturer. There were one or
two lectures in Philadelphia, Howard, Clieveland, Berkley
Univelsity, America. All these lecturers were held in the
decade of 1980s. | do not remember the year or month. But
this much | remember that all these lectures were held
during two months in America. To ldeliver these lectures, |
was invited by the Professor of Anthropology of that
University. In America, archaeology is taught under
Anthropology, i.e. the subject of Anthropology includes
Arch'aeology also. Beside USA, | have delivered lectures in
Leningra‘de and Moscow University of Russia also. There |
Went: ; to deliver lectures under Cultural Exchange
Programme of Government of India. | went to Russia in the
decade of 1970s, but do not remember the year or month.

In Russia also, | had delivered my lectures on the two
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above said subjects in the University. My’s}ubject in all the
four subjects was related to comparative studies of
Archaeology of India and Russia. 'n America, | gave
lectures on Indian Archaeology, i.e. they were related to
Harappa Civilisation. Besides America an'dv Russia, | have
delivered lectures in other countries like China, Mongolia,
Japan, Israel, Jordan, Egypt, Iran etc. At these places, |
was not deputed by any University, but was deputed under
several programmes by the Government of India and in
these ' programmes. |  delivered lectures .as a

représentat_ives of Government of India.

| In a seminar related to‘ archaeology, I went to America
only».. The said that last year, | went to Pakistan also to
attend a seminar. To attend seminar in America, | went
theré_ ‘two-three years ago. The American seminar was
organi‘sed by Etkin Museum & it was an international
seminar; in which | as invited. In which city this Museum is
situated, | do not remember this. The topic of th:e seminar
was: On the cusp of an era, which was related to Art. In
that'seminar, | was invited from there itself. The subject of
the 's'eminar was: Indus Valley Civilisation. This was an
international conference held by UNESCO. | was invited by
Pakistan Government and UNESCO to attend this s,eminar.'
For Pakistan seminar, besides myself, Prof. B.B. Lal and Dr.
R.A. Bist was also included by Government of India. None
‘else from India went in the American seminar. Besides me,
Shri” Jha partiCipated' in Nasik seminaf. In addition, |
attended seminars and conferences organised by World
Archaedlogicql Congress held in England, Kenya, Croatia,
Brakisimato ' etc. | attended the above mentioned
conferences during the.dec'ades of 1980 and 90. The
Croatia 'sammelan was organised in the decade of 1990,
but was held after the year 1992. Besides World



521

Archaeological Congress, | do not remember if | have ever
attended any other conference or delivered any lecture.
This is true that except these, | have not gone any other’
conference or seminar held by any other world orgaﬁisation.
World Archaeological Organisation is a private organisation.
The‘-'-,h‘eadquarter of World-ArchaeologicaI Organisation is
changed after every five years. | do not remember the year
of establishment of World Archaeological Congress. |
cannot confirm if it was established 10-15 years ago. Then
saidit has a:history of last tWenty years only. | was the
elected south Asia member of this Organisation. When this-
Organ_isa_tion was first established in England, then | was
elected as a member for five years. After that | was never
elected to this organisation. Then said that this
orga:hi'sation might have been established perhaps during
the déclade of 1980s, when | was elected. |, last time
attehded the Croatia conference of this organisation. The
confé{rénce- of this organisation was held in India in the year
1994, as far as | know. This was held éarlier to Croatia
conference. It was held in Delhi. This conference in India
was held by India chapter and | also made a contribution in
its organisation. The Government of India had given a grant
for this conference. At that time, the general President of
that conference was Prof. B.B. Lal and B.N. Mishra (Poona)
was the Ge‘nkeral Secretary. In this conference, Prof.
Ramsaran Sharma also participated as a representative. At
the time of organisation of the conference in India, the
headquarter of the World Archaeological Congress was in
England:. At present, | ao not remember at which place the
headquarter of this congréss is. A newsletter is published
from t}he_ headquarter of World Archaeological Congress.
Antiquity magazine, which is published from England, has
no connection with it. It is true that Antiquity magazine is

world famous for archaeology. None of my articles have
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been published in this ‘magazine. In this magazine, articles
writte‘n by Prof. B B. Lal have always appeared. In the field
of archaeology, my ma‘ny books have been published - The
roots of Indian Art, The Indus-Saraswati Civilization are
important. Both these books have appeared in English: In
addition to these. | have written book with Dr. T.P. Verma
the title of which is “Ayodhya Ka ltihas evam Puratatav’.
This book is filed in this suit, the number of which is 289C-
1 in Hindi, another book has also been Writfer‘n by me along
with other scholars. The titte of which is “New
A_rcha.eollrogical Discoveries”. This book has been printed in
Englis:h and Hindi both simultaneously. This book is also
filed in t‘his suit,‘ the number being 118C-1/35. “The roots of
Indian Art” was published during the decade of 1980s. Self
said ‘that French translation of this book was done either in
the iate 1980s or in the. b'.eginning of 1990s, but at present |
do not remember the date. My second book “Indus-
Saraswati Civilization” was published during 1990s. My
book “Roots of Indian Art” is connected with the Art and
Architecture. The book edited by me include -
“Mahabharata: Myth and Reality”, “Indias Contribution to
Wo‘r.ld'thought and Culture” etc. | have not edited any book
related to the dispute of Ayodhya. Except my two books
(389(3-1, 118C-1/35), | have not written any book related to

Ayodhya dispute. Volunteer: that even out of these two,:

the book at 118C-1/35 has been written along with other
writers, i.e. this book also comes under the category of
‘editing. | have written many articles relating to Archaeology
and‘,Hi's'tory, but do not remember their title nor | remember
as to where they were printed but out of that some were
publ‘ished in daily newspapervs. Publication started after

1989, but with regard to pUblishing, | do not remember if

some of them were published in the Indian Express daily.

newspaper. | edited two'journ'als, namely “Puratatav” and
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“I-tihfas' Darpan” for some time. The former journal is
published by Indian Archaeological Society. This journal is
being published for the last 32 years. | edited this journal
during 1960s, then said that it was during the 1960s and.
1970s. This journal is published in English language: Indian
Archaeological Society is not like NGO. But a registered

_socivéty and it has no connection of Whatsoeve;r with the

Government. Now-a-days, | am the President of this
orga—nisétion.,l am its President for the last 5—6 years. At
pres’ént',' I do. not Arem’ember that just before my
Presidentship. who Was the President of the above
men.f.ioned organisation. | do not remember the names of
elected Presidents after 1986. This organisation has one.'
General Secretary. Now-a days, Shri K.N. Dixit is the

General Secretary of this organisation. At present, | do not

‘know that after 1986 till the election of Shri Dixit who was

elected as the General Secretary.

'_ Thé joUrnal namely “ltihas Darpan” is published under
“ltihas Sankalan Ydjaha, ‘Delhi”. Its publication started
durihg the period of last ten years. The above organisation
is é_n autonomous organisation. | do not know if it is
registered or not. This organisation has no“connection with
the Deen Dayal Upadhyay Research Institute. | have edited
this jdurnal only for two years as Assistant Editor. When |
was Assistant Editor at that time, Dr.Ganeshi Lal Verma
was its Chief Editor. | was co-editor of this journal only
after 1992. | myself said that | Wa's a member of Editorial
Board and on that basis, | used to co-edit the journal. This
journal .is published both in English‘ ahd Hindi - some
articles in English and somé in Hindi. The journal “Man and
Envifonment” which is pub'lished from Poona, | had been
Editor.‘of' its monograph series. | do not remember the year,

but pérhaps during the 1980s | had edited the said series. |

|
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do not remember as to for how many years | did its editing
work.

,Out of these three journals, except ‘“ltihas Darpan’,
two journals have articles of foreign archaeologists and
historians, but | cannot tell the names as | do not remember
this at this time. Amongst Indian Archaeologists, whose
writings have appeared in these journals, include: Shri B.N.
Mishra, my own and Dr. Shashsi Asthana, Prof. B.P. Sinha
etc. Artrcles of Prof. B.B. Lal Also appeared in this
magazine. Prof. R.S Sharma’s articles were published.
Articles of Prof. Suraj Bhan and Prof. Romila Thapar also
appeared in the Journal, but | do not remember if the
articles of Prof. Shireen Ratnakar, D. N. Jha anrj Prof.
Suveera. Jaiswel were printed or not. About»Suraj Bhan said
that whether his article was published or not, this | do not
remember exactly. In Vol. No.8 of “Puratatav” articles of
Prof. RS Sharma and Prof. Romila Thapar were printed.
Prof. B.B. Lal's article was ﬂn‘cluded No.10, | have no

knoWledge of others.

No.ne of the books written by me is included in the
sy-llabu's of any University or Colleges course, although it is
in,c!@ded in the curriculum of University Grants Commission.
| do not remember if my book is included in the curriculum
of ahy foreigh University. When | was examiner in Ph.D. in
Banaras Hindu University, | do hot remember as to who was
the Head of Department at that time, nor | remember in
Whieh year and for which candidate | was appointed the
Examiner. | do not remember as to who was the Supervisor
of which candidate at that time. | had neve‘r been an
examinér of an'y course in Jawahar Lal Nehru University,
Delhi University‘, Jamia Millia University. | was also not an

examiner in any course or Ph.D. of any foreign University.
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o Was a member of the Executive of Indian History and
Culture organisation and still continuing. The -institution
was  established during 1970s. Prof. Devhuti was the
founder of the organisatioh, who was reader in Delhi

Univérsity. The said institution is also a private

organisation and has no connection with the Government.’

India'n‘ - History and  Cultural Society and Indian
Archaeological Society never organised any international
conference. In my k_noWIedge both these societies, i.e.
Indian . History —and  Culture Society and Indian
Archaeological Society have approximately 200 and more
than 300 members respectively. Most of the members of

Indian History and Culture Society are lecturers of History

in Universities and Cbllegesand a few are outside the"

Universities and Colleg'es also. Any person who has
interest in History and Culture can become member from
outside. Any person who has 'any interest in archaeology
can :bécpme member of Indian Archaeological Society from

outside.

' il'h.ad received two gold medals and one prize Diploma
in Archaeol'ogy as a student of Archaeology, about which |
have mentioned my examination in chief on page No.3. |
passed diploma in Archaeology in the year 1960. Both the
gold medals were provided to me by the Government of
India through: School of Archaeology. Sir Martimar Wheelar
prize was given to me through School of Archaeology. This
prize is given to students of School of Archaeology., Delhi
only. Since Sir Martimar Wheelar was a renowned
Archeologist, as such this prize is generally known as

international prize.

1 had given four papefs in the final year of MA, namely:

Field Archaeology, Epigraphy, Numismatic, Art and Culture.
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Epigréphy ‘i‘nclude général 'knowledge of Paleography also.
After doing MA, | did not acquire knowledge of Sanskrit and
till the studies of MA, also | never studied Sanskrit. So |
caant understand Sanskrit by reading because | have no
knowledge of Sanskrit. It is true to say that since | have no
knowledge of Sanskrit language as such | cannot take out
the meaning of Sanskrit and its grammar after reading. If
any i'nscription has got something written in Sanskrit then |
myself cannot understand that. If some words of Sanskrit
have been used in the Hindi Language then | can
understand a few words of them and not the others. At
present, | have no knowledge of French and Russian
languages, but as | haVe séid earlier, that | could read and
write thése languages earlier. Then said that before going
to Fr:a:nce in 1962, | acquired general knowledge of French
Ianguagé. After that for five- six years, | had knowledge of
that language but due to non-use of that language, | forgot
that " language. Similarly, | had acquired knowledge of
Ruséian language du'ring’ 1960s before going to Russia and
due to no-use of that language after three years, | forgot it.
It is correct to say that at present, | have knowledge of only

two languages, i.e. English and Hindi.

._ In Himachal, | did exploration work in 1959 or 1960 in
the '.vailléy of Ban Ganga. This project was guided by Prof.
B.B. Lal. | went there as a student. At that time, | was
studying for Diploma in School of Archaeology. | do not
remember if the report of exploration: of Ban Ganga was:
published in Indian Archaeology — A review (I.A.R..)' or not.
But [‘Prof. B.B. Lal got that report published in journal,
namely . “Ancient India”. This journal also .belong to
Arch,aéqlogical Survey of India. | do not remember the year
or volume when this journal was publishe'd; My name was

not included in the names of the team. Second exploration |
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did in the valley of Kansawati river in Wést Bengal. In this
project, | was included as a student along with Prof. V.D.
Kr"is’hnaswam‘y, Archeologist. This project was also
u-nd_ért‘aken in 1959 or 1960. Kansawati River flows through
Bankura District of West Bengal. The report of that project
was not printed in ‘Ancient India’ book, but was printed in
A.l.LR. or not is not known to me. As | joined this project as.
a student as such there is no question of inclusion of my
name in the team of the project for the purpose of printing.
In B‘ih_ar, | did exploration in Gaya as an ir}dependent
arch"e.oldgist during 70s ahd middle of 80s, as far as |
remémb‘er I did explo‘.ration of sites relating to Maurya
period a'nd the above project was also linked to that. | did
not submit any project jreport of this work to any institution,
ASI '.o‘r any Museum. Nor this project lwas related to any
Univérsity. | did not ob‘tain any clearance from Government
or any other institution as it was not required. This work
was published as a book “The Roots of Indian Art". After
doing .exploration work, | did not undertake the excavation
work at that site. Besides, | did no other exploration work in
Bihar. As a student of Ph.D., | did exploration and
explb'rat'ion ‘Work at Kurnatoor under the guidance of V.D.
Krishhas’wémy. | did this vv'ork‘ in the year 1956. My name
was:not included in the report of this project. The report of |
this project was printed in AIR. This work was related to a
place connected with Megalithic culture of Iron age.
Besid.es, | did no exploration or excavation work in
Tamilhadu. | joined as Technical Assistant in Government
of India project in Nagarjuna Konda (AP) valley | did this
work continuously for two years in Nagarkunda from early
1956 to the middle of 1958. In this broject, Dr. Sita Rai was
also with me. He was also associated}»‘as a Technical
Assistant of Government of India. It is true to say that | and

Dr. Sita Ram Rai were doing the same type of work on that
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project. :I did 'exploration work at a place namely, Bairat in
RajéSthan.'The exploration.in Bairat was also connected to
Maurya period’s studies. Besides, | did exploration work
along with Prof. V.N. Mishra at Didwana near Jodhpur. The
work. at Didwana was perhaps done by me in 80s. The
report of that work is yet to be published. This project was
undertaken at the instance of Deccan College, Poona.

| did exploration work at Kaushambi and Sarnath in
Uttar. Pradesh. Except this, no other exploration work was
undertaken by me in Uttar Pradesh, In Kaushambi, | did
work as a student of MA. In its report my name was not
printed.‘}The said report was printed in IAR or not, | do not
know. But the Allahabad University had published that
report in the shape of a book. The name of this book is
Kaushambi excavation. This work at Kaushambi was
undertaken under the guidance of Prof. G.R. Sharma.
Explv'orat.ion_ , 6f Sarnath  was undertaken by me
independently. | did this work between 70s and 80s. | do
not Ir'emember it correctly. The report of this work was also

published in the book, namely “Roots of Indian Art”.

_Besides above, | am avlso doing exploration and
excavation work in Gujarat independently. Except this, |

undertook no exploration work anywhere in India.

. .: In France, | did the exploration and excavation work. |
did ;t'his work under the guidance of Loray Guhan. He was a
Proféssor in Paris University. | joined that project as a
student of Archaeology. | worked at this project
approximately for one and a half month. Whether its report'
Wasipub‘lished or not anywhere is not known to me. Besides
FrahCe, | did exploration work in Tajkistan also along with a
»Rus"sia}n'Team under the guidance of Prof. V.A. I‘?enaf. | did

this ~work for three we.eks as a representative of
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Government of India and aé an Archaeologist. | joined this
work under Cultural Exchange scheme. | do not remember
if report of the said project was published in any journal or
book or not but the studies which | did was included and
published in Vol.l of the book, namely “Archaeology of
S‘b\‘/'iet Central Asia and Indian Border lands”. Besides this,
| did exploration work in Mangolia, Germany, England,
Americ_a, Russia, China, Japan, Israel, Egypt, South
American city of Brakisamato. | do not know whether'
repo’fts ~of the said exploration were printed iby the
respective archaeologiéts and officials of those countries or
'not.‘jln“a majority of said projects, | joined in the exploration
work under Cultural Exchange Programme. | was not invited
by any of these countries direct but | went there under the
Cultural Exchange Programme of Government of India and
joined the .éxploration work in those countries. The
exploration work in tho»'se countries, which | did, was a part
of Cultural Exchange Prbgramme. In most of t'he cases, |
joined Cultural Exchange Progkamme for a maximum of two
weeks to three months at one time. During above
meniidned Cultural Exchange Programme, | sometimes did
work r’ellating to Museology, such as in France and England.

In rést of the countries, | did no Museology work.

In 1952, | joined the exploration work in Kaushambi
Distt. of Uttar Pradesh as a student of MA. The duration of
excavation is not known to me at this time. Besides
Kaus_hambi, | participated in excavation work in Ayodhya in
UP. | have not done any excavation work beside these two
places. The excavation work done near the disputed site in
1975-76, Which was done by Prof. B.B. Lal, in that | joined
the team as an Observer since | was perhaps working as
Deputy Keeper in National Museum. | joined there as an

Observer of my own out of curiosity. | was not deputed by
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the Govérnment or any other authority. There was no need
to take permission, | went on leave. | stayed in Ayodhya for
three days, In those days, Prof. B.B. Lal was also present
in Ayddhya. During my_stay.in Ayodhya, perhaps excavation
work was in progress. | exactl_y do not remember whether
this-'.work was being done in the west or south of the
dispuied site. Even today, | do not remember whether
excavation work during 1975-76 was carried in west or
South of the disputed site or at some distant place. | went
to Ayodhya for the first time. Second time, as far as |
remelmber, | went to see the excavation work being done by
Prof. B.B. Lal in 1977. At that time, | went to Ayodhya after
taking leave from National Museum as a matter of curiosity
and this time, also | stayed in Ayodhya for two days. At that
time perhaps Prof B.B. Lal was also present there at the
excavation site. At present, | do not remember as to which
place v_iwas under excavation at that time. As the work of
éxca-vétion was going on at several places, so | cannot tell
as to Which place | inspected the excavation work. Third
time again for two days, as far as | remember, | went to see
the excavation work, which was under progress there under
the guidance of Proféésbr B.B. Lal near the disputed site,
in 1979-80. As far as | remember, Prof. B.B. Lal was
present at the excavation site. That time, some excavation
work was being done in the south of disputed si‘te. But work
was nof complete. | do not remember as to who were
inélud_ed in th'e team of Prof. B.B. Lal during my three visits
a'hd'.wh(l) was doing the excavation work. But | remember
that one K.N. Dixit and one K.B. Saundrayarajan was
present. Once Shri K.K. Mohammed also met me, who was
participating in the excavation work as a student of School®
of Archaeology. As far as | remember a short réport of
second and third excavation which was carried out in the

vicihit»y of disputed site was published in A.I.R. Except this,
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| do not remember that besides these two short reports, any
other report about disputed‘site was printed or not. As per
my knowledge, there is no question of the report being
publ‘ished in A.l.LR. of another year regarding excavation
because according to the rules, the report is published in
th.éti year’'s review only in which year the excavation work
was. carried out. All the three excavations by Shri B.B. Lal
in Ayodhya, which | went to see, were done under a project
of Government of India, namely, “Archaeoldgy of Ramayan
related sitesl”.' | do not know wheéther Prof. B.B. Lal:
submitted full report of the said prbject to Archaeblogical
Survey of India (AS |) or not. In this project, a part of the
report of Part | of “"Excavation at Shringvgrpur” was
submitted to ASI by Prof. B.B. Lal and ASI printed the
report b'y thve same name. It was published before 1990, but
| do not remember the date. Again said that it was
published aftér 1990 and before 2000. Besides report of the
project Whethl;er any other report was SLLmeitted by Prof. B.B.

Lal to ASI is not known to me.

| went to Shringverpur and Bhardwaj Ashram to see
the excavation work done by Prof. B.B. Lal which was
related to Rarnayan sites. Except these two places, | did
not go to any other place to see the excavation work. |
have,'nd knowledge |Whether excavation report relating to
Bhar,d'wéj Ashram was published by ASI or not. | went to
see the excavation work at Bhardwaj Ashram for two days,
but | do not remember the date or year. | even do not
remember whether | Went during 80s or 70s. | do not
reme'r.nber in which year | went to see the excavation work
at Shringverpur during the 1970s. During 1960s, | went to
Kalibanga in Rajasthan to see the excavation work there. At
that time, | was holding the post of Deputy Keeper

(Archaeology) in National Museum and stayed there for
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two-_fhlfe_é days. Prof. B.B. Lal was present at excavation
site when | went there at that time. At that time, Prof. V.K.
Thapar was working as his associate. During the pendency
of this projécf, | went twice, in total three times | went to
see tile excavation site. As far as | remember, Prof. Lal met
me {wice. As far as | remember, the work of Kalibanga
project was also almost completed in the year 1960s. My
namé_was not published in the report relating to excavation
of this project because | went there only bn an inspection
tour in connection with my studies. | myself took no part in
that excavation work. Similarly, | did not take part in the
excévation project of Sardargarh project (Rajasthan). |
went to see the project only for studies and took leave. In
the excavation being done in third site in Rajasthan, i.e.
Gilund, | took part during the period of that project |

remained there for three months.

This project was carried out under the guidance of
Prof. B.B. Lal.

Verified after reading the statement
Sd/-
S.P.Gupta
20.5.2002
| |
- Typed by stenographer in the ope‘n court on being
dictated by me. In continuation of this for further
examination on 21.5.2002. Be present on 21.5.2002

Sd/-
20 .5 .2002

Dated: 21.5.2002

Before Commissioner Shri Saidujjama Siddiqui, Additional

)
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District Judge/OSD, High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.
O.P.W.3 — Dr. S.P. Gupta

-.('Appointed Commissioner by order passed dated
21.3.2002/20.5.2002 by Special full Bench of Hon’ble High
Court, Allahabad, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow in Other
Original Suit No.4/89 (Original Suit No.12/1961) Sunni
Ceh‘tral Board of Waqf, UP etc. Vs. Gopal Singh Visharad)

:(ln continuation of dated 20.5.2002, the statement of
OPW 3 Shri Swaraj Prakash Gupta begins on oath). .

_'.'Two reports of exbavation work done by Prof. B.B. Lal
between 1975 and 198_0'in Ayodhya, which were published
in I.A.R: | saw them. One report was printed in 1976-77 and
the other was printed d'uri‘ng 1979-80. On seeing this report,
which was filed along with document No 291/C-1/1, 107C-
2/62 and 107:C-1/63 ln Original Suit No 5/89, the witness
said that this was the photocopy of B.B. Lal’s report, which’
was printed in [.LA.R. 76-77. | fully agree with whatsoever is
written in the report The witness was shown document No
291C-1/15, 291C-1/6, 291C-1/1l6A, 291C-1/17, after seeing
whic.hlthle witness said that this document is a photocopy of
B.B. Lal’s report in [AR 1979-80 Whatever B.B. Lal has
written in this report, | totally agree with it. It is true that
IAR 1979-80 report 'says that he did excavation work in
Ayodhya at fourteen places Out of these fourteen places, |
have not seen places, the number of which is not remember
to me. It may be 2—3 places or even 5-—6 places and it can
be any number. All these fourteen places were almost in
Ayodhya city. Nandigram is outside Ayodhya city. His report
does not relate to Nandigram. As far as he remembers, this
report of 1976-77, 1_979-80 does not relate to Nandigram.
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‘In the report for11976-77, Prof. B.B. Lal has written
that from the bottom stages in N.B.P.W. (which in Hindi is
calléd' Uttari opdar kaala Mridbhand), archaeologists
conSider it as have begin from the early age of Buddha.
The date of Buddha s told as sixth century BC. As far as
report olf Prof. B.B Lal is concerned, his view is that the
population in Ayodhya started from the seventh century BC.
',(On this point, cross-examiner learned advocate
invited attention to another document No.107C-1/63 filed
along with the Other O}riginal Suit No.5/89, that in para 6, it
is written that “The Antiquity of Ayodhya, on the basis of
thesé excavations, is ascribable. to the early seventh
century BC”, on reading this, the witness said that he
agrees with it. The witness was asked to read first
paragraph of document Then the withess said that he is
agreeable to this also because in it, the same thing has

been said which is written in the above lines.)

"After the “excavation, which was described in 1979
report, in my knowledge, no other archaeologist has done

such excavation, which may have different conclusions.

The witness Was‘a.sked to read para 4 of document
No.107C-1/63. “After the eérly vivieieeo..... Special interest”,
then the witness said that he agrees to this view partially.
In this report, Prof. B.B. Lal has expressed the view “Entire
late period was devoid of any special interest”, | do not
agre_e_w{ith this view. In this report which was published in
1‘97‘6—77, mention has been made of those excavations
only which were conducted at Ram Bhoomi site, which we
call as mound. In how much area this mound may be, |

cannot tell it by remembering. The length and breadth of
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this mound may be thousand feet by thousand feet or more
than thié, | do not remember. | do not even remember that
the length and breadth of this mound may be two kilometer
by two kilometers or may be more or less. | do not consider

the probability of its being 16 kms. in length.

Queétion: Your, view that the said report relates to the
"~ mound of birth place is totally wrong, because in
this report there is mention of excavation in
Nandigram also, which is at a distance of nearly

16.Km. from Ayodhya?
Answer: | do not agree to it because in this report, there is
neither detailed description of excavation in:
Nandigram, - nor there is any photo 'of the

excavation. -

Que‘i‘s,ti'o.n: May | take it thaf in this report, there is detailed
‘ description of the excavation of birth place?

AnsWer;. This is not true. My intention is only this that

whatsoever details are given about Nandigram,

mdre than that are given in this report about the

excavation of Ram Janam Bhoomi.

In my view, the area of Hanumangarhi does not come
in the:- mound of birth place, but the area of Sita Rasou is

covered under it.

Questi’oh: .ln the 'rgport of 76-77, whichever place is
" mentioned in the excavdtion, the area of
Hanumangarhi is also included in that then do
you admit that it is related to the said birth place

. mound? | |
Answer: In my view, this place is one out of those fourteen

places, but is outside the Janam Bhoomi. The
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limited description of excavation in

Hanumangarhi is given in this report.

Que.s'tiAon': In both these reports, the findings based on the
excavations are totally related to the population
- of fhe entire Ayodhya?

AnsWer:‘ Thi'slis Prof. Lals own view, that is based on the
| facts of his own excavations, which is partly true.

';My own view is that there are mar‘\y places in Ayodhya
which are yet to be excavated. Therefore, it cannot finally
be said that in these findings, nothing new will be revealed
after the excavations, which will not change this view of

Prof_. Lal. It is just possible that it may change.

Question: My view is that whether in the present
circumstancés, do you not fully agree with Prof,
Lal’s findings?

Answer: | agree to Prof. Lal's findings partially.

Question: At this stage, the witness was told about his

| ~ today’s statement on page 48 that “Whatsoever
is written in this report, | totally agree to it’ and
he was told again about his statement of today
that “the last line of his statement at page 49
that | partially agree to it", and was asked as to
which statement is correct?

Answer: My second statement is correct.

Question: The statement of the witness at page 49 “this
' report does not relate to Nandigram” was read
and told, the witness then said that he had told

this report does not relate to Nandigram in detail

and this is true.
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: The_statefﬁent of the Witness on page No0.50 was read
and told tovhim-that “In this report which was published in
1976-77, mentions only those excavations which were
concluded at Ram Janam Bhoomi, which we people call as
mound” and asked that his this statement is against that
report and is also contradicto’ry of your later statement,
then the witness said that at that time also he used the
word “détailed”, but why was that not typed, is not known to

me.. k

Qué'stion: In the above statement, the words “mention has
| been made of only those excavations” have been
used, there is no justification of using the word
“‘detailed”. Therefore, | say that you are‘making:
incorrect stétement?
Ans‘v._ver: | do not agree .to this statement of yours.
Question: In this above statement at which places the word
detailed was used?
Answer: | have repeatedly used the word detailed the way |
| ha'\:/e used the word “partially”. | do not know
about the illusions due to which these mistakes"
. are being comfnitted_in English and Hindi typing.
Questioh: My question is only that at which place you had
used the word “detailed”?
AnS\'Ne‘r:: My answer is that whenever there is mention of
| excavations and it relates to Ram Janam Bhoomi,
| 'have been using this word. Thus, it will apply at

each place.

Question: My view is that in the above statement “detailed”
' word cannot be used at any place from any angle

and instead of giving a direct answer, you are
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talking of sundry'things and are not telling as to
which place in the said statement’ “detailed”

~ word has been used?
AnS\'/v'ér:‘ | repeat my reply that your this allegation is
unjustified ;b‘ecause whatever answer | have

already given is true.

Que'stior): May | take it that your statement noted at page
| No.50 that “In th_is report only those excavations
have been mentioned which took place at Ram
janam Bhoomi site”, is wrong?
AnsWer: As per my abo_vé state‘ment, “detailed” word should

have been why this was not typed, | do not know?

Question: This fact you will admit that in the above report
there is mention of other excavations held
beyond the Ram Janam Bhoomi site?

Answer: There is a mention about it only. Nb detailed report

is there about them.

Question: And there is detailed report about the mound?
Answer: .In it, there are more details in relation to others,
although they are also not complete because full

report has not been published till now.

Question: On this point, the learned fcross-vexamining
advocate _invited the attention of the witness
towards }docuvment No.107C-1/62 and 63 filed
along with Other Original Suit N0.5/89 and was
read and asked what details of these are there

~about the excavations of the mound?

Answer: These contain the following type of details relating

to excavation of the mound-
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1. In it stratigraphy of excavations of Ram Janam has

been given.

2. There is mention of remains of certain buildings,

Which were found.

3. There is mention of terracotta sculptures found
here.
4, There is mention of some other antiquities.

-All these four facts find place separately in this report.

Questio‘n:

Answer

In the said report at which place and in which
paragraph there is mention of stratigraphy of the
excavations done near the so-called Ram Janam
Bhoomi?

The Stratigraphy means the stéges of various
periods which have been mentioned in separate:
paragraphs. Therefore, it is not correct' to say
that there is no mention of stratigraphy of Janam

Bhoomi mound in this report.

]

Questlon My question was not this that there is no mention

of stratigraphy of mound in the said report, but
my: question was that the word “stratigraphy” has

not been used in the report?

Answer: This does not make any difference because there.

is a mention of various stages in it, occurrence
or non-occurrence of any particular word do not
convey its full effect because many words are
used to convey different shades, and it depends
upon the learned person that at which place

what word.he uses or not.

- After seeing the report No.107C-1/62-63 the witness

said that there is mention of Hanumangarhi in it and the
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facts rel'ating;tolthat are as follows:

1. There i's' mention of remains of buildings of N.B.P.W.
fland remains of buildings of later periods. |

2. - There is mention of ring wells, which were of many
types out of which one was made of badge type bricks
.'v.\'/hAi'ch were found in the later half of N.B.P.W. at
- various other places of India.

3. . There is mention of various sculptures made of
iter‘raco'tt.a which were found in the excavations near
jHa-nur'nangarhi, 'specially'those which were related to
'first and second centuries and which were found at

‘-many places of North India and relate to this period.

"The word figuring, which has been rhentioned in this
report' means mini—sculptures and details of these
sculptures have been given in this report. Although macro-
sculptures were also found which were made of terracotta.
There is no mention of macro- scullpturses. In para 2 of this
report (document No.107C-1/63) it was written that “on the
basis of occasionally massive proportions”‘. | am saying that

there is mention of macro— sculptures in this report.

Question: In this report, the main details which relate to
| ) - any sculpture is of “Jain Kaivaleen”?
Answer: As per Prof. B.B. Lal, its particular reference in
 this report has been made because such type of
sculptures were not found by them anywhere

before B.C. fourth century.

Question: In this report, there is no mention of any
’ Vaishnav sculpture or shape? |
Answer: In the report of 1976-77, Prof. Lal has made no

special mention of any Vaishnav sculpture,
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although he Has mentioned about the recovery of
several images, because the reports published in
[.A.R. are not very exhaustive or in detail.
Ther.efore, he might have not considered it

necessary to mention.

" As far as | know, the excavation work done by Prof.
Lal at fourteen places in Ayodhya, the complete report of
not even one site has been submitted to the Archvaeological
Survey of India. Nandigram, is dut of fourteen excavations
of A»yodhya. Whether he has submitted report relating to it
or not to A.S.l1, | do not know. After seeing facts mentioned
in.para one to paré fourth of document No. 107C— 1/63,
said that this portion written in the styie of Prof. Lal shows
tha.t', his intention was about the findings of whole antiquity

of Ayodhya, that related to fourteen excavations.

The ringwells which have beer mentioned in this"
repo'ft and photos of which have been enclosed, the bricks
and_'rings used were fo}und at many places of north India in
the later half of N.B.P.,W'. | agree with the findin‘gs of Prof.
Lal that their period is later half of N.B.P.W. This is found
on 1% -2"% century AD also and in the excavation, which |
am now-a-days doing at Sanjan in south Gujarat, there also
these are fou.ﬁd relating to eight—ninth century. In the copy
of the photograph of dchm’ent No.107C-1/2, the bricks
which are seen, relate to buildings of various periods, the
fortification wall is of baked bricks, these are considered of
third century B.C. and as per the report of Prof. Lal, he
foun:d'the remains of all the buildings built with baked
bricks; In my view, these bricks can be of sixteenth century
AD.'Thén said that if these belong to later period then |
may‘ not be able to 'guess. fully about them. After seeing

document No:291C-1/17, which is a photocopy, the witness
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said‘vtha._t as per Prof. Lal, the remains of the building which
are shown in this photo, have bricks of Gu'pta period. In my
view, the opinion of Prof. Lal is correct and | agree to that.
By Gupta period, | mean fvrom fourth century AD to sixth
centu,ky AD. | cannot say anything in this respect whether:
this '.phot.ograph relates to e.xcavations of Hanumangarhi or
Janam Bhoomi mound. When | went to Ayodhya then | do
not remember Whetherf I 'had seen this trench or not. After
seeing ‘'the photograph of document No0.291C-1/2, the
Witn'es's'said that in this respect, | agree to whatever has
been written in this respect in the report of Prof. Lal, but |
do not agree totally. | agree with the view of this photo that
the artiéles found in the stages of eleventh century do not
seem to portray his interest in it. This fact has been
mentvioned by Prof. Lal in his report which is written in the
last I'i_'ne of para 4 of document No. 107C— 1/63. | cannot
say whether this line relates to photo No.291-C/2 or not.

This photograph is a part of Prof. Lal’s report.

Queétion: To which portion of Prof. B.B. Lal's report
relating to photo document No0.291C-1/2 you do
not agree? _

Answer: Because there'lare many other buildings also in the
photograph, which have not beén mentioned in
this report of Prof. Lal, but are visible.‘Therefore,
| do not agree with that part of the report about

which | have mentioned.

Question: Does the mention of the afore_Said photograph
(Document No0.291C-1/2), which is shown in
plate No.49, is found anywhere else except in
the last para of said report document No. 107C-
1/627? |
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On. putting this vquestion, the learned advocate of
plaintiffs Shri Ved Prakash objected that this question was
a Conquing one. Because plot N0.49, which runs from page
No.5.2. to page No.53, document No.107C-1/62 & 107C-1/63,

relates t_o this.

Answer: | agree with advocate Shri Ved Prakash. (Again
| said — that almost agree). Many things about

the excavations at Ram Janam Bhoomi are
mentioned in other paragraphs also besides this

paragraph.

Que‘stion: My question relates to document No0.291C-1/2
only. Whenever that has been mentioned in this
, report may kindly be told?
Answer: In my view in this report of Prof. Lal the subject
relating to trench is reflected in document No.
10-C1 /63, Para 4.

Question: Besides this pargraph 4, i.s there any mehtion of
| said photograph in the relevant report page 52,
document No. 107C- 1/62 or not? ]
AnS\)vver:‘ In my view, there is mention of it in document
~ No.107C-1/62, para 2 of Ayodhya Report and the
wo'rd which starts} with excavation.
!

‘The |a§t six lines of this paragraph are related to
other excavations. In my view, five lines in the beginning
may be-related to this photo. There is a ‘mention of this
plate (Photograph document No0.291C-1/2) in last para of
this ‘page. Except the last two lines of this paragraph, all

lines are perhaps related to this photo.

- In 'my view, a diary or notebook might have been
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mamtamed relating to all excavations of Ayodhya by Prof.
Lal. Defmlte!y, he might have prepared sectlons and plans
and may have taken in- situ photographs. Site notebooks of
different excava’uons mlght also have been definitely
maintaihed s,eparately. About this, | have no personal
knoWIedge \)\}hether Prof. B.B. Lal had deposited all
documents and photographs Wiith Archaeological Survey of

India or not.

Que_s'ﬁon‘: Did you eVer try to find out whether these
documents or photographs have been deposited
with the ASl or not?

AnsWer:‘l made no such effort.

Since 1980 to—date, | have met Prof. Lal a number of
times, the number | do not remember. | cannot say whether

itis 'in hundreds or thousands. It is more than five—ten.

Question: Your meetings may be more than 50 times or not?

Answer: | do not remember.

| definitely met him in the year 1980. My last meeting
with him was a week before. During these meetings, | did
not consider it proper to ask whether he has deposited the
said papers with ASI or not. Because this was his personal

matter, which does notvrelate to me.

Queétion: Did you ever try to see the 'said documents and
| photographs in ASI?

Answer: During a visit of Purana Quila in Ayodhya Cell,

some of these papers were depicted there by

ASI|. During that visit, | was also present, so

along with others, | also saw them at a glance

for sometime.
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| did not obtain any‘ copy of these documents. At
present,‘ | do not remem‘ber whether during this visit
besi‘destme, Prof. B.B. Lal and Prof. D.N.Jha were present.
| do not remember whether Dr. T.P. Verma was present or
not.‘ As per my estimate, there might have been 12-15
persons, Whibh number ‘may include Government officials
also. | do not remember the number of Government officials.
| also do .not- remember whether besides Government
offiCAiaIs, Archaéologists and historians were also present
there or not. | do not. remember the year of this visit. | also
do not remember whether this was during the time of Prime
Ministership of Chandra Shekhar or afterwards. These

papers were shown in the office of Purana Quila of ASI.

Question: Whether .these papers were shown to you by the
officials of ASI?

Answer: | do not have knowledge about this.

Question: Who invited you to see these papers?

Answer: This | do not remember.

| also do not remémber whether information was given
in writing or orally. | C‘or'npl'etely do not remember whether
that was the season of winter, summer or Vrainy when | saw
these papers. About se’asbn, | do not remember exactly, but
must be noon time. The officials in whose presence | saw
the said documents were mostly from the Ayodhya Cell of
Government of India and‘some_were from ASI. Out of these"
officials, -as per my knowledge, one was Shri Dhall. He was
an offici.al of Ayodhya Cell. At presenty, | do not remember
whether Shri Naresh Chandra was the in-charge of Ayodhya
Cellia;[ t'.hat time or not. | do not remember the name of any

officiall of ASI, who was there. At present, | do not even
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remember whether at the time of display of these 'papers,
talks .were going on or not. Again said as per my memory,
talk's. had started. These talks started from the time of State
Hom.e}Minister Shri Subodh ‘Kant Sahay. | also do not
remember whether the display of papers t.o'ok place before
or éfter the talks which were started during the time of
Prime Ministership of Narsimharao. Talks had started
betwle.en Vishwa Hindu Parishad and Babri Masjid Action:
Com'mittee during the 'Pri»me Minister-ship of Chandra
Shekhar‘. | was included in that as an independent

archaeologist.

Questioh: Did you not participate in those talks from the
| ~ side of VishWa Hindu Parishad?

Answér: In those talks, aIII historians and archaeologists
o declared themselves as independent historians

and archaeologists. - At  present, | do not
remember whether in first meeting of these talks,

besides Shri Subodh Kant Sahay, Shri Sharad

Pawar, Shri Malayam Singh Yandav and Shri

Bhairav Singh Sekhawat were present and | was

also present in those talks. | do not remember as

to which place this first.meeting was held. Just

possible the first meeting might héve been held

in Delhi, but | do not remember this at this time.

Question: Whether meetings of these talks were held
outside Delhi also?

Answer:-| do not remember this.

Question: Were.you not included in all the meetings held?

Answer: | do not remember this also.

{
0

As far as | remember, the meetings.for these talks
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were held in one of the buildings of perhaps Maharashtra or
Gujarat Governments.

Question: How many years events do you remember?
Answer:- | do not remember fully the full talks because

these negotiations continued for many years.

Queét.ion: These talks were held within 10-12 years. But
- you do not remember matters relating to these
talks. May | take that you do not remember

~ things of 10-12 years? |
Answer: Your statement is not correct, because at present,
| have given details of many things and have told
the names also. | have mentioned about showing

the documents also. -

Queétion: Do | take that you remember the event of 10-12
| years?

AﬁsWer: As is the natural phenomenon of the body and

. mind of a person, he remembers something and

do not remember other things. So being a human

being, | remember few things and do not

remember few things, as is natural with every!

human beings, as the time passes.

It is not correct to say that | say that | do not
rem'e'mb‘er about those things which | want to conceal. Full
reports 'of those talks are available with the Government in
whiéh I,Was included and if'those reports are shown to me
then | will rg:call and | can give full details exactly after

remembering them.

| do not even remember whether invitation for the
meetihg relating to talks, which was held during the Prime

Ministership of Shri Chandra Shekhar, was received by me
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from fhe Government of India or Vishwa Hindu Parishad. I,
also do not remember whether that invitation was.oral or

writt_en. '

Que‘ASt'iv‘oh: Do you remember that to take part in those talks
-7 you went alo‘ne‘ or went along with someone?
Answer: In each talk besides me several other were also

present.

Queétion: My question was whether you went alone or had
gone with someone?

Answer: In each talk, I'used to go myself individually.

| do not remember as to how many meetings were
held during the Prime Ministership of Shri Chandra
Shekhar’ji. | élso do not remember that the meetings for
thesel talks were discontinued or not after the fall of the

Government of Chandra Shekhar.

Que;st,ion: Do you remember that after the election of Shri

' Narsimharao as Prime Minister, these talks were
continued or not?

Answer: As per my knowledge, these talks were held

during the period of Primie-Ministership of Shri

Narsimha Rao also.

| used to participate in the meetings held during the
Prirhe Minister-ship of.Shri‘ Narsimha Rao also. | do not
remember the gap between the last meeting held during the
Prime.-Mi'niste'rship of Chandra Shekhar and first meeting of
the _Pfime Ministership of Shri Narsimha Rao Ji. | also do
not remember as to who invited me for the first meeting
held during the period of Prime Ministership of Shri

Narsimha Raoji. As per my memory, all the meetings of
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these talks were held in Delhi. Some of the meetings were
held in the Vigyan Bhawan and | do not remember the place

of some of the meetings.

Question: Do you remember that in those meetings who
used to paiticipate on behalf of Vishwa Hindu
Parishad? |

Answer: Sometimes, a few people were seen probably from
the side of Vishwa Hindu Parishad, whose
names | do not remember because | had very
Iittle" personal contact with them. | used to see
some of thevm in the meetings. Personal talks

were held rarely.

| had seen Shri Ashok Kumar Singhal once or twice
during the meetings at the time of Prime Minister-ship of
Shri"Chandra Shekhar. | saw in the meetings held in Vigyan
Bhawan. | met Shri Ashok Singhal before and after these
meetings but | hadvno talks with him in this connection. In
my view, Acharya. Giriraj Kishore did not participate in
thoée meetings. | saw Vishnuhari Dalmia also sometimes,
but cannot say whether he took part in the meetings or not.
| had meetings with these two persons before and after
talks. Talks were held specially with regard to history and:
arch‘éeology of Ram Janam Bhoomi. As far as | remember,
dire_é‘t meeting about these talks were seldom held. As per
‘my remembrance, these'pe'ople did not ask me‘personally
to participate in the talks. It is correct that the proceedings
were noted down about évéry meeting in which signatures
of all the persons were. But | cannot definitely say whether
this'happened at all the times. | do not remember the year,
month and date of the last meeting of these talks during the"
period of Prime Minisfer-ship of Shri Narsimha Rao. It is

true tha't after the last meeting, Shri Narsimha Raoji had
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invited everybody for dinner, in which | aiso participated.
This last meeting was held before 6" December 1992, hut
do not remember whether it was held or not after the:

declaration of the date of 6" December.

Verified after reading the statement

Sd/-
S.P.Gupta
21.5.2002

~Typed by the stehographer in the open court on being-

dictated by me. In continuation of this for further
exar'n'i'na'tion be present on 22.5.2002.

| Sd/-

21.5.2002
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Dated : 22.5.2002

Befo'ré Commissioner Shri Saidujjama, Additional

District Judge/OSD, High Court, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.
O.P.W. 3 — Dr. S.P. Gupta

Appointed as per order dated 21.3.2002/20.5.2002
passed by the Special full bench of Hon’ble High Court,
Allahabad, Lucknow Bench, Lucknow in Other Original Suit
No.4/89'(OriginaI Suit No0.12/1961), Sunni Central Board of
Waq‘f,} UP etc. Versus Gopai Singh Visharad etc.

~(In continuation of dated 21.5.2002, OPW 3 Dr.

Swaraj Prakash Gupta’s statement begins on oath).

- This is true that after seeing the book‘ paper No.289C-
1, that this book has been written by me and Dr.Thakur
Prasad Verma jointly. The introduction, background and
archaeology portioh has been written by me. Chapter 11
has.bee-n written by me. The map and photograph, which is
a‘part.‘Of this book, were prepared by me and Dr. T.P.
Vérrﬁa jointly. It is original reference book and contents
have been compiled by Dr. T.P. Verma. Chaptér 1 to 10
have been written by Dr. T.P. Verma. | am a member of that
publication institute which has published this book. The
name of this institute is Indian Council of History and:
Culture, the Chairman of Which was Dr. K.S. Lal, who has
recevntly. expired. At this time, the post of Chairman is
‘vacant. | do not remember the name of Vice-Chairman and
Sec'r.et'afry. There are hearly two hundred members in this
organization and approximately one dozen office bearers.
This"is4'a society, wh.ether' it is registered or not is not
known to me.: This organization was established during the
decade of 19.70. This is wrong to say that this organ'ization_

was"constituted by Rashtriy'a Swyamsevak Sangh because
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the. ':Cr'edit for its establishment goes to Dr. Devhuti, who
was reader at that time in Delhi University and before that
she was doing teaching work in Australia and she was even
not femotely connected whatsoever with the Rashtriya,
Swyamsevak Sangh. She was an independent historian.‘
She died nearly ten years ago. For this publication, D. K.

_Prmtworld Pvt. Limited, which is a commercial orgamzatlon

invested their money -and printed this book. We do not
receive any r,oyalty for th_ls. It took mcre than 4-5 years to
prepére this bodk I do'not remember as to}when this book
was flnally ertten but changes were being made in it upto
2001 | gave the manuscript of this book for publication in
2001‘ but the month is not remembered by me. After
completion of manuscript, | saw it finally. The owner of this
firm IS Shru Sushil Mlttal to whom the manuscript of this
book was given, for printing. ‘The maps and photographs
were inserted after page No. 177, and its headings were
mainly written by Dr. T.P. Verma. Its map paper No.289C-
I/20'5lan'd 206 were the sections prepared by me and their
headings was also written by me. The heading of this
phot‘ograph 289C-1/208 was written by me and this
photograph was taken by Prof. B.B. Lal. | do not know as to
wheh- this photograph was taken. These photographs were
given to me by Prof. B.B. Lal himself. Thi‘s‘ photograph was
given to me by Prof B B Lal prior to 1991, the date and
month is not remember to me. | do not remember even the
year, but probably two-three or more years before 1991

Documeht No 289C-1/210 and 211' is a photograph of one
inscription, which was taken in my presence. This
photograph relates to :an inscription which was taken in
Rarﬁ Katha Kunj. But | do not remember the month and year
of this photograph. The photograph of the inscription was
taken as per orders of the High Court in the prvese,nce of

Comm’issioner,,Faizabad. In so far as | remember, along
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with' this photograph. the photograph document No 289C-
1/212 placed at No. 4 photograph No 289C-1/213, placed at
No 1 ‘and 4, document No0.289C-1/2 placed at No.1 and 3
and document No0289C-1/215 placed at No 2 and 3,
photograph displayed vide document No 289C-1/216, and
photo displayed vide document No 289C-1/217 placed at
No.1 and 2, photo displayed vide document N0.289C-1/219,
placed at No.3, photo displayed vide document No0.289C-
1/220, placed at No.1 and 2. photo document displayed
vide dozcument No 289C-1/222 placed at No 4 photo
displayed vide document No0.289C-1/223, placed at No.2
and 3, photo displayed vide document No0.289C-1/225,
placed at No.1, were all taken at one time when this
photbgraph_ Wa"s taken. Thve other photograph, displayed
vide document No.289C-1/225, was not taken in my
preéence, but if was published in “India Today” and | also
got if printed it from there. The heading of this in this book
was written by me. These rock are not related to pillars. |
have no knowledge about the p.lace where this stone was
fixed. in the mosque. As per my knowledge, this stone is
kept at some place in the custody of Commissioner,
Faizabad, safely. Inv which building this stone is kept, | have
not seen that. | saw this stone in Ram Katha Kunj in the
preéence of Commissioner. | do not remember the date, we
Wen’t_there with the permission of the court. The year in
which we went there is not remembered by me. | do not‘
remember if it was 5-6 years ago or more than this. But this'
was'éfter 1992. When we took the said photographs at that
time_i,‘ this stone was kept in Ram Katha Kunj. The photo of
that stone was taken by. me and some portion of that are
printed *in this book. Its portion are shown in photograph
document No.2’89C-1/115.v The first photo printed in
document Nq.289C—1/226 ‘was given to me by some

phot"ographer'in Ayodhya. When this was given, | do not
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remember this. This was given after 1992 only. | do not
even remember as to after how many days of 1992 this was
g'i'v'e'n, Whether aft.er two years or ten y}ears. | do not
remember the photographer who gave this. Where is the
shop of that photographer in Ayodhya, about this also | do
not knbw becau.se | had not taken this photo from any shop,"
but someone gave me himself. This photograph was given
to me by someone in Ayodhya. At that tzime, | was staying in
’Janak»i' Mahal in Ayodhya, where | frequently used to stay.
The  same photographer told me the fact that these
photographs were taken by him on the 6'" December 1992
itself. He did not give the negative of that photograph nor
did | ask fon:it. At this time, there is no ‘question‘of the
negative being with me. The heading written beneath it is:
correct because | was told of this fact by the same
phot'o‘.grapherr. That photographer told me that people (Kar
Sewaks were taking the archaeological items for collecting
the :Sa‘m‘e at the Ram Katha Kunj. As far as | know the Ram
Katha'K.unj Bhawan, which was situated there, was at that
time being .used by Vishwa Hi Parishad. | do not know
Whethér'Ram Katha Kunj was the property of Vishwa Hindu
Parishad or was taken on rent. | also do not know who
constructed Ram Katha Kunj Bhawan and do not even know
the t‘i‘kme since when the Bhawan was being used by Vishwa
Hindu Parishad. Before 1992, | went to this Bhawan only
oncé. ‘How much before, is not rememberéd by me. As far

as | remember, | went in this Bhawan only after 1986.

Question: Between 1986 and 1992, you went to Ram Katha
Kunj Bhawan with what purpose and to meet
whom?

Answer: | neither Went‘there to meet particularly any one
nor there was ény purpose of mine. Part of that

being Ram Janam Bhoomi and in the vicinity of it



555

being archaeological mounds, | went there to

study them and incidentally | saw this also.

Question : May | take it that you did no go inside the Ram
Katha Kunj Bhawan?

Answer: Ram Katha Kunj is a complex and there is open
space in front of these buildings. | went just to
see the open space. This open space is in the
north of Ram Katha Kunj and some portion of it

lies in the east.

l d-id not meét any employee or office-bearer of that
comblex. | just went to stud'y a mound, namely “Neel”. In its
way the_'complex exists. | do not know whether this stone
V\./as..'t'here afterwards also or not. The last photograph
displaye'_d in document No0.289C-1/226 was taken when the
Prime Minister Shri Narsimha Rao ji invited us for a dinner
at his residence and we were sitting there on the chairs
befo'»re dinner and were having informal talks with each
other. In the photograph, in which | am talking to Prime
Mini‘ster, in that Shri Dalmiya is also seen there. As is
writt.en in the heading of the photograph. As per my
memory, the invitation for this dinner was received perhaps
frérﬁ Prime Minister’s office. Whether it was in'writing or
o'ra‘l-;_ | do not remember. Section document No.289, number '
1/205 and 206, July 1992 was prepared by me. These are
the sections of Ram Janam Bhoomi mound. There are the
directions of mounds east of mosque and south. Both:
sections are of one mound. Section map No0.289C-1/205 is
a cut towards east of mosque and the distance of the
‘mosque is not known but it is very near. It is attached to
the '4b‘a|:rica‘d'e put by the Government. Therefore, its
distance from mosque is less than ten metres. May be it is

8.80 metre. The length and dépth of section of document
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No.289C-1/205 is 13 meters and 2.901metres respectively,
which may be more al‘so due to the site being uneven at
some blaces. Because the pit which is photographed here
wa,sfin' length below this photograph also. Such even place
wasivfor a little distance only. The excavation of this section
was done by PWD, UP earlier. | did partial excavation and
scrapving of this section. | maintained a diary of this,
excavation and scraping and that is with me even today.l
Site note book and diary was the one and the same. As per
_archéeology site note book and diary is one and the same. |
have }ho‘t published its full ‘report till now. The ‘description
given in this book ‘and. another book namely, New
Arch’éeologicel discoveries”', about which d}ocument No. is
118C-1/35, have got its description, i.e. very brief. For
Writi‘hg it com‘pletely, it may take me more than four or five
year"s. | came to know the 'deCription about its excavation‘
from the newspapers on 18" June, 1992 that the

Government of Uttar Pradesh did it during levelling the site.

Question: Did anybody related to this excavation, met you?
Answer: When | went there in the beginning of July, 1992
| then | had a talk with other persons working

there at the site.

"<Those people told me that they got the articles from
thatisite during excavation and on that day also, they were
busy'in doing their work of leveling. | do not remember
anybody’s name because they were ordinary people. They
were not experts and they were present there during
excavations in their capacity as labourers or other
Government servants. This | do no‘t know as to which post
they were holding. Whether there was any Engineer or
Junior Engineer, this much | do not know. This is also not

known to me whether any person belonging to Department
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of A‘rc_héeol'ogy was there or not. | went at this site on 2
July; 1992 Along with me, there were other Archaeologists
also. Amongst them along with me were Dr;K.M. Srivastava,
who was Director in Archaeological Survey of India, Dr. Y.D.
Sharma, who was Deputy Director General in ASI and other
Arch:a}eologists, whose name | can tell after consulting the
book because their names were published there. They may
be six in numbers. | had taken all the tools which are used
in mining and Scraping, such as excavation knife,
excavation axe, excavation pick akXe, excavation brushes,

excavation scrappers etc.

Que'stioh: Did you obtain license or permission from
Archaeological Survey of India with regard to
above said excavation?

Answer: In excavation, for the work done after excavation

: o_rvihb connection with the work of scrapping or
studies of the already excavated section, there is

no need to take the permission of ASI.

QueStion: Did you not do any excavation yourself?
Answer: Section scrapping is a kind of excavation, which |

did myself.

Que‘stibn: Do seétion scrapping is called excavation
| (digging)?

AnsWer: As | have stated above, in Archaeology, section
| scrapping is a kind of excavation and that

system is also called as a division of excavation

system.

Question: Did this section scrapping was done by you only
s or did the other Archaeologists also took part in

*it, who were with you?
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Answer: This work was done by all members of team jointly.

Although | was their head.

| - Photograph No.3 relating to section displayed at
dbCUmeht No.289C—1/205, No0.289C-1/217 and both the
photos displayed at page No.3 of documeht No.118C-1/35
are of the same. These photographs were taken by my
photographer, the negatives of which are with me. These®
have not been filed in the court because this is my p‘ersonal
property. | |
.Th,e excavation shown in photo No.1 of document No.
289C-1/207, is- of the east of the moéque along with
barricades. These photos are also a part of scrapping of
this section which is shown .in the document No.289C-1/205.
The ‘-photograph of one portion of section displayed at-
docUmen.t N0.289C-1/205 is of the middle photo displayed
at p.a'ge'No.H of document No. 118C-1/35. In this photo,
left portion (southern part) of eastern section is shown, full
portip'n ‘is not seen. It is correct that the photograph
displa'ye‘d on page No. 11 belongs to newly constructed
chabootra’s.southern part. These excavations were done at
diffe‘rehnt. heights of 10 to 12 feet. Photograph displayed at
page No.4 of document No. 118C-1/35, in which barricades
are shown, was taken from a corner. In it, photo of mound
of sduthern and eastern part of the mosque is seen and
along. with it, the other photo, in which my face is also seen,
seerhs to be of south-east corner of the mosque. Besides
me, in this photo, Dr. K.M. Srivastava, and Dr. Mishra of
Archaeology ‘Department of Awadh University and three
Iaboufers are seen. The photograph displayed at page 2 of
this booklet is of southern section of the mosque. In it the

same excavation is shown which was being done by the
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|
Government of Uttar Pradesh since June 1992 continuously.
This photo was also taken on 2.7.1992. Its section was also
prepared by me which is displayed at document No0.289C-
1/20_6.'. | héve showﬁ its length as 25 metres and height
nearly 4 metres. | never did my excavation work in the west
of mosque Therefore, | did not prepare any section of
photograph of document No0.289C-1/207. Pfof. B.B. Lal did
exca\)ation work in the west. Its photo has not been printed
in this book but was published in I.A.R. After seeing the
document No0.291 C— 1/2, the witness said that it was the
photograph of excavation work done on western side. The
photograph published on the back of the cover of document
No.118C-1/35, is of the site along with the}southern wall of
the mosque. | cannot sdy anything about the ring well which
is seen. in document No0.291C-1/3, as to which place it
belohgs. Nor | can tell whether it is taken from the distance
or near the mosque. | will not be able to tell about the
'phot'o’ displayed alongwith document No0.291C-1/17,

whether it is from the distance or near the mosque.

Question: The witness was told about his statement dated
| 29.6.2001, which was on page 20, second
paragraph, which was related to the excavation

of 1975 and 1980 done by Prof. B.B. Lal and was

asked that in second line of this para of this
statement that ‘I totally agree with his this

report’, if it was true or not?

Answer: The witness replied after reading the statement
that — in this question the second line of this
para has been concealed by the learned:
advocate, where it is clearly written that at this
place, pillar bases were found in excavation and

he has very cleverly not mentioned the third
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sentence also. Thus, if both the lines are read

then | will still adhere to my statement.

Question: The pillar bases about which you have mentioned
in the above said statement, in which report of
Prof. Lal these have been mentioned, i.e. in the
report of 1976-77 or 1979-807
AnsWer: As per my knowledge, there is no mention of this
in these reports in my statement, which is given
at page No.20, | have clearly said, "that and he,
had written many articles on this s-ubject”.‘
Therefore, my statement should he read along
with these articles and not separately.
Que"stvi'»oh: Does such an article was published‘ in “Indian
- Arg:h'aeology.——, A Review” (I.A.R.)?
AnsWer: For the.sake of learned advocate, l"think it my duty
| to ;ell that ho article is published in I.A.R., only
reports are published. As such his question is

not correct.

Question: Why there is no reference of these pillar bases in
- the report of Prof. B.B. Lal Which was published

in LAR.?
Answer: The format and scope of |[LA.R. is related to
| aArchaeoIogical explorations done in a full year in
the wholebdunt'ry. Therefore, there is scope of
publishing the report in a brief format only. It is
not possible for publishers perhaps to provide
more space to one site in comparison to another
site. Therefore, perhaps either the person doing
excavation work or publisher might not have
considered it fit to include that, it cannot be my
personal opinion because this subject does not

relate to me. | have no k'nowledge that any other
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report of Prof. Lal ih this respect was published
or not. Whatsoever excavation work is done with
the financial assistance from Government of
India, it is necessary to submit a report of that,
but no time limit is prescribed. One part of this
project related to excavation of Shringverpur,
one part of its report was published by ASI, | do
not know about the rest. | have no knowledge
whether its full report was published or not. As
far as | remember, the excavation at Ayodhya
was done earlier and afterwards in Shringverpur.
As per my knowledge, it was for him to tell
whether {he excavation work is to be continued
or not or has to be stopped at that stage,
because this was not my project. | do not even
know when he did his work finally at this project.
| do not remember whether any excavation work
was done or not on this project' after 1980. This
is also not known to me whether Prof. B.Bv. Lal is
at pr"esent working on any project or not. | do not
know whether Prof. Lal has done any excavation
work.or not after'1980. The age of Prof. Lal may
be approximately 80 years, therefore, | cannot
say anything about his health. In my knowledge,
he still moves out ofAhis home. One week ago,
when | .met him at that time, | did not talk
anything about his health. ! had talks with him
for about fifteen minutes at his house. | am

personally not in a position to say anything about
his health.

After seeing document No0.292C-1/4-6 and reading his
previous statement, the witness said that there is re,ference'

of th'_is report in para 2 at page No.20.
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Question: In your aforesaid statement, you have also said

that you f.ul'ly.agree with the report. Your said
‘ statement is correct or incorrect?

Answer: There are two parts of my above statement. One
part is — “the excavation work done by Prof. A.K.
Narain around 1970, | had seen those articles in
Banaras Hindu University.” In this context, | said
that “I totally agree with his report also.” But the
learned advocate has invited my attention to a
report published by Prof.” Narain in [.A.R., the
last para of that report relate to remains of:
buildings at that place found during exéavation
of Kuber Tila, which could have neither been
brought in Banaras Hindu University, nor that
was broughf, therefore, | had never seen them.
Therefore, | have never expressed my opinion
regarding his report on the subject, nor | am in a
po,éition to express. | agree to his remaining
report, excépt the last paragraph. From his
excavations, three cultural periods emerge. First,
the period which he had described N.B.P.
Second, on the basis of period of coins, the
period is called early historic period’, whereas
the period in between has been linked by him
“coarse grey and associated red wares”. The
period of N.B.P. starts from 700 B.C. “Coarse
grey ware” period starts in India from 3 century
B.C. and continues afterwards. As per now-a-
days information, it continued upto early historic
period. Most of the scholars consider early
historic period from second century B.C. to third

century A.D.
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Question: In the last para of first page of the said report, it
is written that the site remained deserted after
the second period. What was the period of this
deserted period?

Answer: Ayodhya was a large segment and people lived

| ’Fhere at various places during several periods.
At some plla.ce, 'they lived for a few years and
lived at another place in sequence of separate
periods. Therefore, people did not live at a
particular pléce in one period, Which we call as
“desertion”. Only an excavator can tell about it.
Unfortunately, the excavators have mentioned
desertion only after two periods, but have not
given any details of the period. Therefore, |
cannot tell about the qate of period of

“desertion”.

| am unable to tell the area of the region because |

never measured that region.

Queétion: Where have you read that the area of Ayodhya is
- large?

Answer: The report published in I.A.R. by Prof. AK. Narain

and Prof. B.B. Lal contains the description of

sites, and on that basis, | state that the area of

Ayodhya is large.

| The excavators have named the sites such as Prof.
Narain Has mentioned three sites of Ayodhya — Jain Ghat,
Lékéhman Tekri and Nal Tila. Whereas in the 1979-80
rép‘drt; document No0.291C-1/16, Prof. Lal has mentioned
that - in Ayodhya, he did excavation ‘at fourteen places,
whereas in report No. 107C-1/162, he has mentioned the

surroundings of Hanumangarhi, becadse all these places:
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are ‘situated at a very short distance from each other,
Therefoke, in my view, Ayodhya is a large area. By large
area, | mean Ayodhya city. | call the present city also as
big city. As per archaeology, we will call present Ayodhya
as a large area. In the seventh line of page 25 in the
statement that “it is true that.......... had protected”, after
reading this, witness said that an inscription has been
published in it, because epigraphy is not my subject,
therefore, | am not in a position to tell that the article
p.ubljished on this inscription was published when and where. -
| do not remember as to when and where | read this article.
This inscription is in Sanskrit language and written in
Brahrhi script. I myself cannot read it. | read its description,
in English language in some other book. | do not know that‘
in this inscription, it is written or not that at the time of King
Push'yamitra, Raja Dhandev defeated foreigners and

prot:'ecﬁte.d Ayodhya.

~As per my knowledge, this is the oldest inscription
found in Ayodhya. Since | am not an inscription expert, so |
may not be able to tell as to how many more inscriptions

were found in Ayodhya.

Question: If you are not familiar with the inscriptions

- relating to Ayodhya. Then how you have written
chapter in your book document N0.289C-17?

Answer: In chapter 11, as an archeologist, there is mention

| of inscription being found, which was written by

me. As to what is written and which scholars

have read these, about all this my colleague

writer Dr. T.P. Verma has contributed. In my

whole book, | have not claimed anywhere that |

am an expert‘ in inscriptions or | myself have

read them or have expressed my opinion after
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in this book ahd in this chapter, all are based on
the statements given by epigraphy experts, and
which have been published by others also, about
which mention has been made in the appendix of
the book.

Question: May | take it that you have not even read the

’ translation of inscriptions found relating to
Ayodhya?

Answer: | cannot even claim to read all the inscriptions

. relating to Ayodhya through English medium. My

answer will be same with regard to reading them

through Hindi medium.

Question: How mahy inscriptions relating to Ayodhya are
known to you?

Answer: | have seen at a glance only a few inscriptions

‘ relating to Ayodhya. By a few, | mean limited to

five or six inscriptions.

Question: The inscription about which you have deécribed
: on p:age 25 of your statement, which was said to
have" been f'ound in Ranopali, its mention and
translation is given on page 54 to 58 of
Epigraphia Indica 1929-30 (Vol.20) published by

ASI. Are you aware of it?

-.(}On this question, the learned advocate of plaintiff
Shri Ved Prakash. objected that the question which has
been asked is related to the record and is not there in the
file of the dispute. therefore, to ask any question about
sucﬁ a record is confusing, for which permission should not

be g'i\'/en.)
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"('On this ‘question, the plaintiffs other Original Suit
No.1/89'.Sh’ri Puttu Lat, Advocate objected that no question
can be asked from this witness under Indian Evidence Act

~ on the basis of Epigraphia Indica Vol. No.XX 1929-30 of

1983 published by the D.irector General, ASI, because this
| so-called document has not been submitted by neither of
the parties in documentary evidence. The witness can be
asked only those questions which are filed in the dispute as
a‘.dooumentary evidence — therefore, this question is not

admissible).

Answer: | do not want to say anything about this.
Verified after reading the statement*
Sd/-
S.P.Gupta
©22.5.2002

~Typed by the stenographer in the open court on being
dictated by me. In - continuation of this for further

examination be present on 23.5.2002.

Sd/-
Commissioner
22.5 .2002
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Dated: 23.5.2002

Before | Commissioner ~Shri  Saidujjama Si‘ddiqui,‘
Additional District Judge/ 0.S.D., Hon’ble High Court,
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow
O.P.W. 3 - Dr.S.P. Gupta

Appointed Commissioner as per order dated
21.3.2002/20.5.2002 passed by the Special full bench of
Hon’»bl'e'Hi'gh Court’, ‘Allahabad, Lucknow bench, Lucknow,
in O_,t.hef Original Suit No.4/89 (Original Suit No0.12/1961)
Sunni Central Board of Waqf, Uttar Pradesh etc. versus
Gopal Singh Visharad etc. |

.('In continuation of dated 22.5.2002 — O.P.W. 3 - Dr.

Swaraj Prakash Gupta’s statement begins on oath).

‘On page 70 of my statement, | have mentioned about
a Tila, namely, Neel, how it got this name | do not know. |
do not know if this name was Ramayanik -or it was named
afterwards. Whether this Tila has got any historical
impqrtahce or not, | do not know. But | have published the
photo of the image found th‘ere After seeing book document
No 11(8(}3’-1/35, the witness said that the photo printed at
pagé 13 of this book was excavated from this Tila and |
have pu'_blished. this photo in document No 289C-1/21 8
When | went at the site on 2" July 1992, then | saw this
image there | found this image at Nal Tila as described in
docUment No.289C-1/167. This Nal Tila is at a distance of
approximately 200 metres from the south-eastern corner of
Nal ‘Ti.Ia Masjid, after cutting which a road has been carved
out }'The~ mound where the mosque is situated is at more
height v.than Nal Tila Alongwith that mound were kept
ar'ch,aeological earthen pots articles etc. These articles

vv"eré képt in the Open because a road was constructed
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there. There was no shade etc. at that place, the labourers
kept it as such. | did not take the photograph of the articles
k’ept.'t:here. The photo given in document No.118C-1/35,
pagé 1 is of the southern side of disputed site in which few
Iabo.Urers are having spades in their hands because the
work of leveling was going on. These photos were taken by
my photogrépher on second July. When | reached on this
site at that time all the archaeological articles Wefe lying on
this site like this as | have photographed. But labourers told
that these articles were excavated from here. | do not know
whether those labourers working on 18™ June were working
there till second of July. On 2" of July also digging work
Was_: going on where labourers have been shown taking
spades in their hands. The tractor shown in this picture was
beingj used for leveling work. | myself said that the pit was
very deep and wide ehough. When the photo was taken at.
that time, the depth of the pit was 10 to 12 feet but uneven.
| did not ask labourers as to which dates the stones in the
pictUre were found. It was published in the newspapers,
which | read in Delhi that whatever material ‘Was found
durihg I"évelling Work was lying there Except this, there is no
othe‘f sQurce about thé date on which theée stones were

found, nor did: | ask anybody.

Question : The stones which are shown at page 1 of.
document No 115C-1/35, till which time they
‘ were lying there and when these were removed?
Ansv\‘/er;.» On 2" and 3™ July 1992, these stones were
lying there under the custody of the Government
After that, with the written permission of the then
District Magistrate as far as | know, these were
transferred to M'use'um the charge of which was
taken by the Head of Museum, but | do not know

the date when this Museum was transferred to
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the Museum established by the Government of
Uttar Pradesh in the complex of Raja Ayodhya at

that time.

A ‘This Museum was a.t that_time situated in the Kothi of
Raja Aybdhya. As per my knowledge, this Museum has now
been transferred from that place to scme other place This
is a:Go\/ernment Museum. At this time, | do not remember
as tQWho was the head of this Museum at that time These
articles might have been shifted after 3" July 1992. | do not
remember as to who made the inventory of this. | do not
remember if | stayed in Ayodhya for a few more days after
3" July 1992 This also | do not remember if | returned from
there or not on 3rd July. | also do not remember whether
the pérsons who went along with me came back at different
times or along with me. At that time, | vstayed in Janaki
Mahal Along with me Shri Krishna Murari Srivastava, Dr Y
D Sharma and Prof Grover etc. all people Stayed in Janaki
Mahal. The Janaki Mahal is managed by a private agency.
It is not known whether it is a society or trust. Here rooms
are ava.ilable for the stay of the guests. As per my
knoWIed:ge, this has no connection with Vishwa Hindu
Parishad. The photographs given in book document No
118C-1/35, were all taken by my photographer on 2" -3™
July 11992. Again said that the photos of some pillarvs were
take.h earlier,; i'.e. two pillars at page No.11 and first two
portions of the last pa'ge. Similarly, two photos of first two
phofos of the gate printed ¢n page 1C were taken earlier.
The~lphoto in document No 118C-1/35, page No 2 the right
sidev gate shown thatched roof in the photo is that of
easterh gate of mosque. The three big stone in photo at
page No.1 of this document, show mortar of lime, pieces of
gravel énd lime etc. These stones were not cleaned when

th'is~phbto was taken. This | do not know whether later on at
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the -time of keeping them in the Museum or afterwards
these were cleaned. This is also not known to me if the
lime mortar and pieces of gavels were conserved or not. |
did not t.ry to collect information about this. The date of 8
June given in ‘first paragraph of page 1 of this book is
based 6n the news published in the newspapers. The
stones which are seen in the photos at page No.2 of this
book are the same stones which were found during leveling
work. These are the same stones which were transferred to
the Museum. Whichever photo of these stones were taken
from a short distance, some of them and the upper
photographs are published at page No.5, 7, 8, 9 and 14,
which 'a‘re given in book document No0.118C-1/35. In the
photo displayed at page 1 of this document, the number of
remains is more than forty; the photos at page No.2, are of
a few of them. Upto 3 July 1'992, the administration got that
placef cleared and kept there stones through labourers
along side eastern section. My photograph at page 1 was’
taken on 2" July 1992 and the photo at page 2 'wa's taken
on 3 July 1992. |
Questi.o,n: Are the stonés published in photograph at page 1
are the same which are includéd in photograph
printed at page 27

Answer: Yes,,:many of them are included in these.

The stones which are seen on page 1 on the 2" July,
were first kept along with southern section and kept after
clearing - the section on 31°" July. | had written the

commén'ts inside the photograph on page 2.

Que'stioh: In ‘this note, you have written that this pit is
covered by a floor. By this floor you mean the

surface which is seen in this photograph or some



other floor?

AnsWer:.This means the pictUre displayed in some dark
colour in the section below section of barricaded
surface in this photograph, not the surface of

today.

The description of the surface which is published in
this -photo, that is at substantial height on which stones
have been kept. This floor may be approximately half metre
below the barricaded surface. This floor is made of gravels
and-limé which is seen in the section. The section of this
photdgréph is published in document No0.289C-1/205 and
206. The place at which the stones in the photo are seen,
only- one part of that section is shown in document
No0.289C-1/205.

Question: The section prepared by you in document
No0.289C1/205 in that none of the floor has been
prepared not below half a metre as you have
said just now?

Answer: -From the archaeological angle by combining east
and south both secfions, the knowledge of this
mound can be obtained, it cannot be obtained by
only one section.‘ Therefore, if the section 205 is
seen by combining the document No0.206, then it
will ‘be clear that the floor is clearly seen at
a’bbut 40 centimeter, as shown in the picture.
The surface in document No0.206 is uneven, so

my statement, as given above, is correct.

Question: In section document No0.289C-1/206, the portion
which is shown at a height of 49 C.M., in that

nowhere the word of floor has been used,
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whereas the other section which is shown in
document No0.205, in that the u'pper three layers

have been shown as floor.

Answer: As | have stated above, from archaeological angle,

both the sections should be read by combining.
Therefore, if it has been written in one section
then as per archaeology |straight deep line
reflects floor. Therefore, as per archaeology, it is
not necessary to write the floor again. The
section given in document N0.289C-1/206, is the
same which ié given on page 21 of document
book No. 198C—2 (Exhibit 63), but in relation to
picture published at 206, substantiall new has
been added in the picture printed at page No.21,
which does not exist in the picture published by
me. This is not totally correct that the words
written by me inside the section in picture of
document No.289C-1/206, its English translation
is at page 21 of exhibit 63. !n my picture, | have,
used only three words, pit, rubbish and -modernl
concrete and no translation of the word pit has
been made in the picture at page 21‘of exhibit,
and in place o"f “Malba”, “Debris” has been
Writtén and‘ in place of “Arvachin concrete”,
“modern cohcret’e” ‘has | written. Both these
words are cjorrect) as self said — but there is
change in the language below) (Volunteer) that
not only number of layers of the section have:
been given, which is not in the photo of my
section. Similarly, floor 1 and floor 2 is shown in
that which is not in my section. Not only the sign
of floor has also been changed and a picture of
man has been made on the top. Alongside the

p.icture of man, number 1 has been written which




Queétion:

Answer:

Question
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is not in rhy photo. Inside the picture, my
writings havve’been partially concealed. At the
left side, west has been written, the details of all
depths on ri'gh't side has been omitted. Several
engraved inscriptions, which were exhibited in

the picture, have been removed and new one

‘have been added."There are so many other

things on the basis of which | would like to say
that at page 21 of exhibit 63, the picture
published by me is hot copied as in original. All
these things make its reliability questionable,
which have been said is devoid of archaeology
but are in contrast and is against the ethics of
archaeology. Therefore, it }is very unfortunate.

This should not have happened.

In your statement above, 'you have said that
many writings which were given n the section of
document No0.289C-1/206 have not been given in
the section at page 21 of exhibit No.637? Which is

the writing which has been left out?

“Found during leveling and conserved in
Government Museum at Ayodhya”, no translation
of this was done in Ehglish and this fact was
hidden by Dr. Mandal.

. Whether your section published in docum'ent No

289C-1/206 was published by you along with any
art?icl_e or book or document No. 118C-1/35, in

your book, before its publication in this?

Answer: No ‘drawing was published in 118C-1/35. The

question does not arié_e of it being attached.
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Queétion : | mean to say that alongwith this N.A.D. (118C-
1/35) both the sections (document No. 289C-
1/205 and 206) prepared by you along with other

papers were circulated?

Answer: All these papers may be shown to me only then |

can tell.

Question: | am not showing you any paper, | only want

answer for the aforesaid question?

(The learned advocate of the plaintiff Shri Ved
Prakash objected to this question and said that the
question is related to the record N A D. document No
118C—fv1/35,. document is in the files, in which there is no
mention of any document or paper. Since the question
relates to the documents, therefore, without showing the
documents such question should not be asked from the
witness. Because no details are given about the paper.
Such:a question is totally vague. Such question should not

be allowed to be asked.)

'_ (Answering this bbjection, the learned advocate of
defendant No.4 Shri Zaffaryab Jilani said that my question
does not relate to contents of any document but is about
such papers which were distributed by the witness himself
and the witness has to give its answer as per his personal
knowledge. For this, it is not necessary to show any
document and this has already been mentioned during:

cross-examination of P.W. 24 Prof. D. Mandal.)

"On this, the learned advocate Shri Ved Prakash said
that there can be no cross-examination of the witness for

the evidence given by Prof. Mandal.
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"In 'reply to the objection of Shri Ved Prakash, the
learned advocate of defendant No.4 Shri Zaffaryab Jilani
said" that my aforesaid question is not based on the

evidence given by Shri Mandal.

Answer: The: writer is fully responsible for the books

published by him.

" Therefore, | am responsible for the contents published

in my both the books.

4‘So', | stick to my statement which | have given
regarding two.books and graphs published in the book of Dr.
Mandal. |

| do not remember if the section document No.289C—
1/205 and 206 were published somewhere earlier or not.
Those papers may be shown to me only then | can tell

whether it was printed before or what was not printed.

Question: The aforesaid section, which has been shown
| alongwith document No0.289C-1/205 and 206,
was published or distributed in the year 1992 or
1993 along with another bcok or pamphlet etc.

before the publication of this book or not?
Ansvvver:. It is just possible that any of these might have
been distributed ‘to anybody, without seeing | am
not in a position to say anything fully whether
this + picture was published or distributed

anywhere and in which shape.

"Map and document No0.289C-1/203 was prepared

mainly by my colleag_ué Dr. T.P. Verma and me as an
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assistant. So, it is possible that this mi_ght have been
prinfed in this shape before also, because it may be based
on any map published by the Government of Uttar Pradesh
and its prior circulation is also possible. | do not remember
whether Government of Uttar Pradesh had published this
mapi in any book or dobument As | have made it clear this
picture was not published in this shape by the Government
of Uttar Pradesh and only on a few fa‘Cts, this is based. In
this_'m'ap, the distances and details shown were written by
me and Shri T.P. Verma. Picture document No 289C-1/204
was prépared by both of us, but this was based on
Archaeological Survey of India, Government of India, 1889,

as is shown in the heading.

Question: What do you mean by Archaeological Survey of
| India, 18897 Whether this picture was published
by the Archaeological Survey of India in 1889

somewhere?

AnsWer: This is a concept drawing, it is not a detailed
drawing. As is published here, as | have said, it
was prepared by us, but the basic concept isl.

based on Archaeological Survey of India.

At this time, | do not remember as to on wpich record
of A‘fc‘héeological Survey of India, this picture is based. | do
not remember a.s to Whén_this picture was prepared, for-five
years before it was prépared Map document No 289C-1/202,
has been prepared by both of its jointly, but the basic
Con(ﬁ'ept of this was an old published map Where this map
was published, | do not remember this In this map, | cannot.
tell "about the position of Neel Tila and Babri Masjid
structure, Prof T.P. Verma can tell about it. This “Neel Tila”

does not mean “Nal Tila”. Nal Tila is not seen in this. The
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Ghaghra river which is written in this map, at that place it is

called Ghagra river. Further Saryu river has been ‘Written,‘

at th'ét place it is called Saryu river.

“(On this point, the' cross-examiner learned advocate
invited witness’s attention towards document No 118C-1/65
to 118C-1/95 filed in Ot'he.r Original Suit No 5/89, on seeing
and reading the witness said that), this is thé one document

which has been published in this shape | do not remember

the year of its publioation. Just possible it might have been:

prepared during the decade of 1980. | do not also
remémbér where its original is, which would have my
signatures. Document No 1180-1/93 is the same as
docdrﬁeht No 289C-1/203 This map is almost based on map
No 1180—1/93. Document 118C— 1/94 was a plan prepared
by me. :Thi's;'plan was not published.in book 289C-1/93.
Document '‘N0.118C-1/95 was also prepared by me. The
picture given.in 118C—1/38 is not the same copy of my this
section 118C- 1/95. The difference is that in it, they have
doné. their own floor numbering, their own numbering of
Iayefé. At this time, | am seeing only that much difference
as | had said that this is totally against the ethics of
archaeology and this results in loosing the ‘reliability of the
author. No writer has the moral right to do this. | remember
that the document No 118C-1/65 to'95 was prepared during
1980 and 1990. Again said that document No.118C-1/65 to
95 was .berhaps prepared during the 1990s and not du_ring
1980s. This document was written by me and was typed in
my institution' This | cannot tell whether it is electronic type
or computer type. At that time, | had the manual typewriter
After seeing document No 118C-1/96 to 114 said that this
phot.'ographwa.s also a part of aforesaid document which is
118C-1/ to 95. Document NQ 118C- 1/%6 to 14'4 is a part of

that .document which begins from | 18(C-1/65. Document No
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| 18'C.—1/115ito 135 is another documeht, that has no
felation with the document beginning from 118C-1/165.
Photograph document No 118C-26 to 32 is not a portion of
my t'hat report which starts with.118C- 1/65 The stone
which is being carried on shoulders in photograph No 1 in
document No 289C-1/226, at present v\(here that stone is, |
do not know, whether itl is in Museum é)r not Since there is
no image on this stone, nor any record is seen, so | may
not be able to say as to where this stone is kept in
c,ons_efvation, but | am not in a position to say anything,
heithe'r yes nor no Except photo No 2 of document No
289C-1/225 and picture No | of document No 289C-1/226,
whether any mention has been made or not of stones
exca'vatéd from the disputed site being carried or being
collected by the Kar Sewaks, | cannot saybl have no other
picture available with me ekcept'these two pictures. | might
have seen other pictures also in addition to these two
pictures which were published in other journals, but as per
my memory, at present. | cannot tell that when and where |

had seen these pictures.

Question: Except these two‘pictures, have you seen or not
' any picture in which Kar Sewaks or other
persons were carrying the stones excavated from"

the building of Babri Masjid on 6,12.1992’:?
AnsWer: | did see, but where, | do not remember at present.
| | do not reme‘mber the name of any’journal, in

which | might have seen such pictures.

On 6" December 1992, | was not in Ayodhya but in
Delhi. After that, | came from Delhi on 12 December and
reached in Ayodhya on 13" December 1992. | was told by
Dr. Sudha Mallayya that she was there in Ayodhya on 6
December 1992. |
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Question: Whether Dr. Mallayya was present in July 1992 in
- Ayodhva with you?

Answer : | may be shown N.A.D., then | can tell about this.

‘Question : Can’t you tell without seeing N.A.D. that on 2"
'. July 1992 which other archaeologists and
hiétorians went with you to Ayodhya?
My age is about 72 years and at this age, the memory
of most of péople starts getting weak and since | am also a
human being and as such, it is not that | am not able to‘
remémbér the events which ‘occurred many years ago.
Although | may remember immediately if as | said | am

shown the proforma so that | may recall and tell the same.

~ This is true that | remember the name of Dr K M
Srivas'ta.valand Dr. YD Sharma, but | do not know the
remai‘nihg names. By recall'ing, | remember that Dr. Sudhya
Mallayya might be with me, but fully | can tell after seeing

only.

"For complete methodical excavation, a license from
the Government of India is necessary There is no need to
take license for scrapping. This permission is given by

Archaeological Survey of India.

Now-a-days, | am doing due methodibal excavation in
Sanjan ' (Gujrat). For ' that, | took license from the
Archaeological Survey of India in 2001. Before that | did
not do any in‘dependent exbavation work nor did | take the
Ii‘oenls_’e.“ln whatever eXcavation work 1 participated before
2001, license for that was taken by others. Because license

for excavation at a time is given only to one person or party
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SO rémaining archaeologists participate fully, they are not

required to take any separate license for that.

Question: In how many such excavation you have taken
part as a full time Archaeologist, the license for
which was issued in. the name of other

- archaeologists or organizations? |

Answer :In my earlier statement of two days and in today’s

| statement, | have mentioned this. However, a
few names are — Kaushambi, Kunnatur, Gilund

etc. The persons along with whom | have worked

are , — Prof. = G.R. Sharma, Shri G.D,
Krishnaswamy, Prof. B.B. Lal, Dr. B.N. Mishra
etc.

| worked full time in Gilund along with Prof. B B Lal. |
have _vvorked with Shr.i G.R. Sharma in Kaushambi only,
with B N Mishra in Didwana only, with Piof Krishnaswamy in
Kunnatur (Konda). With Prof R.Subrahmanyam in Nagarjun
(Konda) on a full time basis. Besides these, if | had worked
with’ any other person in India on full time basis then | do
not .ifemembe‘r the name. | have worked in foreign countries
with archaeologists on full time basis, which include Prof.

Lorvan Guhan in France, R.C. Sayur in Quyar.

 Verified after reading the:statement'

| Sd/-

_S.P.Gupta

| | 23.5.2002

'Ty'ped by t‘he sten.ographver in the open court on being

dicta'ted_‘ by me. In continuation of this for further
examination be presenf on 24.5.2002. |

| | Sd/ -

23.5.2002



Dated: 24.5.2002
" Before Commissioner Shri  Saidujjama Siddiqui,

Addi'ti_onal District Judge/ OSD, High Court, Lucknow Bench,

Lucknow.
OPW 3 — Dr. S.P. Gupta

- (Commissioner appbinted by order dated’ 213.2002/
20.5.2002 passed by Special full bench of Hon’ble High
Court, Allahabad, Luckhow bench, Lucknow, in the case of
Other Origingl Suit No 4/89 (Original Suit No0.12/1961),
Central Board of Waqf, UP etc. versus Gopal- Singh
Visharad and others.) |

(InA continuation of dated 23.5.2002, OPW 3 Dr.

Swaraj Prakash Gupta’s statement begins on oath):

_ \Nhen a person takes part in full season of excavation,
then it ié cdlled full time participation. One season can be
from one week to any period. This is also possible that a
season may continue year to year, specially when it is a
special project. It can be said that a person who gets the
Iiceh'se for excavation, he is generally an archaeologist.
Genefally there are other archaeologists also along with
him, who are his colleagues because the excavation of
archaeology is a team work and the status of all of them is
genérally equal. These archaeologists are fr‘ained people
somewhere. Training is imparted in archaeological
excavation and exploration. This training can be under any
course _(jr can also be obtained by participating in any
exploration or excavation work, because archaeology is a
practical science. If a general Junior Engineer does
excavation work for a long time, then it depends upon him

that -how muchl ability he has acquired in excavation and
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exploration of archaeology and hcw much the chief
arch-éeologist is satisfied with his work. In such a state of
satisfaction he can be called an archaeologist. As | said
earliér, this all depends upon two things -’-‘the capability of
that person. proper training to be provided to him while
doing work, which the chief archaeologist provides and the
chiefA archaeologist is satisfied, in such a situation any
other person can also be called as archaeologist There is
no need of any degree or diploma of any University to be
called as archaeologist: Ordinarily education of MA History
or archaeology and after that field training is necessary The
peribd of training is not fixed but training is}‘necessary. This
training - generally should be of at least two or three
éeaS'on’s excavations and explorations. For training also,
this season of excavation may be of one week to many
years. Generally, history is a subject in BA and
archaeology is only in a few Universities, which is of middle
class. In history, ancient history is also included. If any
person obtains a BA degree with ancient history and
archaeology, even then it is necessary for him to obtain MA
degree, because in BA, archaeology subject is of middle
standard. For becoming an Archaeologist, besides training,
BA degree is not considered sufficient, for that MA degree
m History or archaeology is necessary. For.becoming a full-
time Archaeologist, it is ’generally ‘necessary to have
aforesaid training and educational qualifications. This full
time training is provided in many Universities along with MA"
Ther’éfore, it 'is called full time. There is no spec%al time
Iimit"_,prescribed for full time training. This can vary from
one: week to any period. If anybody has to dcquire the
degree .of MA archaeology from any University, then it is
necessary to have practiCaI training of field work. If MA in
archaeology is done then field training is an essential

condition, Ge"nerally for MA course in archaeology, field
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training'is prescribed. The course of MA is generally of two
yé'afs. It depends on syllabus that practical training of one
y'eak_ or two years is necessary. As per my knowledge, at
present in India, MA in archaeology is in Calcutta
University. In my view, there is no such separate course in
any other Univérsity. It is taught alongwith history. Where:
archaeology is taught along with history, there the degree
is give‘n in history. In some University, the word
archaeology is also added in the degree of history, such as
Pray.vag ..Uni‘versity. Whenever archaeclogy is taught as a
part of History, there it is not necessary that field training is
proVided. But there may be a p.ro‘vision’to impart field

training.

Question: Whenever arch'anIogy is prescribed as a subject‘
. in MA history then there also is it necessary to
have field training in archaeology to obtain MA

degree as for MA archaeology, as you told?
Answer:  There are different syllabus in different
Universities. Therefore, it is not mandatory that
at all the places field training may be necessary

as is prescribed in MA Archaeology.

-Because | was not directly related to University, so |
cann@t say about mosf of the Universities. But my contact
has been with the following Universities: Allahabad
University, Deccan College (University), Poona, Patna
University, Calcutta University. In all these Universities,
training is necessary with the degree of MA in Ancient
Indian History, Culture and Archaeology. | have done MA
(History) from Allahabad University. This full time training
in Kaushambi was taken by me along with this degree.
Kaushambi is at the distance of 65 KMs from Allahabad.

The license for this excavation was obtained by Prof. G.R.
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Sharrha,' who was at that time, lecturer in History in
Allaﬁahad University. His specialization was in Ancient
Indian History, Culture and Archaecelogy. Therefore, he
used_'_to give training in archaeology. ExcaVation work was
going’ on in Kaushambi |n the decade of 1950 and in which
year he got this license is not remember to me. Exactly in
which year this excavation started, is not remember to me.
The season of this excavation was of three months or of
more duration. The season of excévation in Kaushambi is
considered the same as to how many months excavation
work is.done. Winter season of two years is mostly the
seaéon of excavation. As | said because the winter season
continues from the end of one year to the beginning of
another 'year, so by combining some‘portion of both the
y‘ear_'s;is' called, a season. As per my memory, my training
started during the excavation season of 1952-53, it was
done agéin in excavation season of 1954-55, when | passed
MA. As per my memory, three month’s training was done in
MA previous and three months training was obtained in
final. \
Question: You have told to have passed MA first year in
| 1952-53. is it incorrect?
Answer It is correct. But as | said that as per my memory,
there may be dlfference due to counting of years

as per my weak memory.

Question: After doing MA first year, for doing LLB course,
you left a gap of one year in the exam of MA.,
second year? :

Answer: As per University rules, this is correct.

Que"'st.i‘oh: Thus, you appeared for final exam of I\;IA in 1954-

- 55 or after that’? .

Answer As per my memory, 1954-55 is correct.
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Question: Did you start your training in archaeology in

November 1952 or before that or after that?

Answer: | do not remember the dates.

Question: Then may | take that on page Nb.1 on 28’ June
2001, you have given a false statement “I had.
excavation work as a student of MA in 1952”7

Answer: After reading his statement, the witness told that
this is absolutely correct, there is nothing wrong
in it, because I,‘ had clearly stated that *| did
excavation work as a student of MA in 1952”,
which clearly means that it started from 1952

and which continued in the later year.

Question: Then why you are stating today that you do not
- remember that you did training work in 1952 or
~ before that or started later on?

Answer: In my statemént, | have clarified many times that
the field season of archaeology is in winter
season and it continues from the end of a year to
the beginning of months of another year. This
‘.[hing appI‘ies on the excavation in Kaushambi
also. The season of 1952-53 is called full time
season. Therefore, the season of 1952 includes
a few months of 1953 also. So, | stick to my
today’s statement, which does not contradict my

previous statement.

Question: From your aforesaid statement, it is clear that the
excavation season of 1952 started from
November or during the month of its proximity?

Answer: Thisis true.
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Que'stioh: Your training might have begun from the same

| - November. 19527 |
Answer As I said this work begins from the winter season
which starts from October and continues in

Décember also. Therefore, it can be anytime

fro‘m October to December.

Question: May | take that your training might have begin

from December 1952 also?

(On this question, the learned advocate of plaintiff
objected that answer of such a question has already been
given. Just to delay and harass the witness, this question is
being asked repeatedly Also along with MA education, the
excavation work depends upon the syllabus and authorities
of the; University. Therefore, it is not at the will of the

witness — so such questions should not be aliowed)

" (On this, learned advocate of plaintiff No.4 Shri
Zaffaryab Jilani objected that the witness is trying to hide
the facts willfully and ’vis not prepared to submit the facts
before the court. So, just to know one thing the question is
being asked in several ways. For this, the witness is
himself responsible and cross-examiner h‘as the right to

make all out efforts to find out the full facts.)

Answer: As | have answered that this date may be between
October 1952 to December 1952. | have tried to
tell this clearly and in every way.

' This excavation work after starting in 1952 mig'ht have
continued upto March 1953 and similarly, might have begun
sorhjeti"me between October to December 1954‘and might

have continued upto March 1955. My this training of MA
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was completed in March 1955 After 1255. 1 did no work in
Kaushambi. This will be called full time training of a student.
It Cénno-t be called as full time archaeologist. But here it is
necesséry to state that this training is a part of the step

toWards the direction of becoming a full time archeologist.

Question : In the excavation of Kaushambi you did not take
part as a full time archaeologist but participated
as a student?

Answer : Because the training was for a full season, so
according to archaeological science, this is
considered under the category of, full time
archaeologist, although this training was given
as a. student in Allahabad University. | left
Allahabad in 1956, so | cannot tell as to for how
many years this excavation work continued. The
re;laort of this excavation in Kaushambi was.
printed in |.A.R. But because I.A.R. was started
in 1953, so report of the period prior to that was
not printed in I.A.R.' | do not remember as to in
which edition of I.A.R. this report was published.
There is possibility that report of Kaushambi
might have been published in I.A.R. for many

years. My name was not printed in this report.

| did work for three months during the excavation of
Gilund. Gilund is situated in district Udaipur, but | do not
reme'r.nber its distance from Udaipur city. | did this
excavation in1959-60. At that time, | Qwas‘wor'king on the
post of Technical Assistant. At that time, | went as an
employee of Archaeological Survey of India and from the
side of Archaeological Survey , of India, School of
Archaeology also. Its report was published in an issue of

lLA.R. in"1959-60. In it also, my name was not printed. | did
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excavation work in Didwana in 1965. Here excavation work
continued for six weeks. | stayed there for complete six
Weeks-. Didwana is a lake near Jodhpur, which had dried
subs.tjantial'ly.; We did excavation in the dried area of the
lake. At that time, | was working as Deputy Keeper,
Arch'aeology in National Museum. | myself took leave from
theré_and jQined this excavation work. This work was
completed within six weeks. After that | never went there in
any yéar. | do not remember as to for how many years this
work continued. | have no knowledge of it as to in which

issue of the I.A.R. the report of Didwana was published.

In the excavatioh of Kunnatur, | worked for three
months in 1956. This place is situated 27 Kms. south of
Cheﬁnai'. At that time, I‘Was'not in Archaeological Survey of
India. At that time, | took this training independently.
During excavation of Didwana, | did not undergo training
but derked as an archaeologist Undergoing training and for
being an 'archaeologist, is not a separate thing in
arch,aeollogical science. The reports of this excavation was
published in an issue of 1956-57 of [.A.R. and issues of
later years, because the excavation was still continuing |
do not remember for. how many years this excavation
continued. During excavation in Nagarjuh Konda, | was
working in Archaeological Survey of India In this excavation,
myself and Dr Sitaram Rai were associated} in our capacity
as Technical Assistant. Approximately for two years, we
p-ar.t,ici'pated in this excavation work without any break. This
was"a special project, which continued for five or more
years. Its report was also used to be printed in | A R. In
the reports of | A R, thé names of the Technical Assistants.

are often not included. So our names were not published in
it. |
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-'Th'e excavations of Gilund, Didwana, Kunnatur and

Nagarjuna Kand were not related to Ramayanik sites.

: The excavations of Kaushambi were also not related

to Raméyanik sites.

Q_ugistion: Do | take that your participation in the excavatiﬁn
) as a student and as an archaeologist was the

| same. |
Answer: This training starts from student life and gets
converted into as an archaeologist becauyse this'

is a process.
. : . . . . i . . ‘
- In excavations, labourers are also included.

Question : Whether the person participating alongwith other
‘ persons which engaged in actual excavation
work or giving them instructions will be- called

excavator?

Exbavation is a large team work in which many
categdriés of persons are included and all the persons
doin:g leXcavation work are not archaeologists. In answer to
this_qustion, | will only say that there is no such category

in excavation as “person doing excavation work”.

Question : What would you call “Excavator” in Hindi?
Answer : This English word of “Excavator” is only partially
| specific in Hindi we people translate mainly as

“archaeologist”.

Question : What is the difference between “Excavator” and
| “a person who does excavation”?

Answer: “A person who excavates” is a “generic term’
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whereas excavation, which in Hindi we people

use as “archaeologist” is a “specific term”.

- There .may be “several persons of several type” to
observe excavation. ‘A person doing excavation”, is in one
way. or the other is called a person participates in

excavation.

Ques.t‘ion: If a person observes excavati‘on for two-three

| days, can he also be called as included in
persons doing excavation work?

Answer: If he does the work of scrapping for two-three days,

| then it can be said but: if he does observation

only then it cannot be said.

| had done scrapp'ings for two days during the time of
Prof. B.B.Lal. This relates to the year 1975. | had done
scra‘pping with him and notin 1977, | only participated in
s.crapping To participate in scrapping is called dressing of
section. | do not remember in which particular trench, | had
done scrapping, the location also | do not remember
Scrapping is of the section also and as Well as of plan.
Whenever any section is made in the excavation, then there
are several layers, levels, and pits etc. several things,
which are scrapped and marked This is his work This is
called section scrapping In plan scrapping, whichever
elements are there on the horizontal plans, to scrap all of
them, to identify them and to mark them is done. As | have
said | do not remember about 1975, | remember the trench
of southern side of the disputed structure in 1977, where |
had helped Prof. B.B. Lal in section scrapping and plan
scra‘pjp_ing both. In 1979 also, | had helped Prof. Lal in
scrapping. Shri K.K. Mohd. Met me once there. This | do"

not remember in which visit he met me. | had not kept any
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record or notebook of this scrapping.

In June 1992, the Government had done the
excavation work for leveling, not for an archaeological

research.

Question: The place where leveling was done, can we call
that place as archaeological site?

Answer : Yes, can be called.

Question: This “Archaeological site” word has been defined

o in  section '2(D) of Ancient Monument and:
Archaeological Skites and Remains Act, 19587

Answer:' This site is called archaeological site but if that is

| not conserved by Government then as per my

view that does not come under the Act.

It is correct that “_consérvéd” and “not conserved” both
sites come under this Act. Again said that archaeological

site can be “conserved” as well “not conserved”.

Que‘st'ion': In the aforesaid section 2(B) of Ancient
Monument and Archaeological Sites and
Remains Act} 1958, in the definition of the word
“Antiquity” include coins, sculpture and epigraph
etc., which may be in existence for the past more
’ghan one'hlunvdred years.

Answer : This is true.

“The stones found on 8" June 1992, the photo of which
is published in my book document N0.289C— 1 and 118C—
1/35, all these come under the definition of’,antiques. | saw

these stones on 3 July 1992 and whenever | went to

Ayodhya, | saw them in the Museum. | studied them by
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personally seeing and by examining. | had examined them
on 2—3" July and after that whenever | went to Ayodhya, |
saw,fh.enﬁ in Museum and studied and examined also. In my
view, examination as well study is one and the same thing.
In July 1992, | stayed in Ayodhya for two-three days and
agaijn also | stayed in Ayodhya for two-three days and had
done.j'scraf)ping and'prepa'redv sections. In July 1992, Dr.
K.M. Srivastava was there in both the visits. Shri Y.D.
Sharma was in the first visit, during second, | do not
remember. | do not remember if Dr. K.M. Srivastava was
working at that time or had retired. Shri Y.D. Sharma had
retired by that time. Shri K.P. Nautiyal in July 1992 was the
Vice-Chancellor of Avadh University and Dr. Shardendu
Mukherji was that time Reader in Delhi University. Shri K.P.
Nautiyal, who was at that time Vice'-Ch,anceIIor, prior to that
he was Professor and Head of “Ancient History, Culture and
Archaeology” Department of Srinagar University, Garhwal.
Shri‘ Devendra Swarup Aggarwal, was Reader in DAV
College under Delhi University. We all of us, who had
assembled in Ayodhya on 2" -3 July 1992, had examined
thes_:e;sfones as per our expertise, the report of that was
prepared on 3.7.1992, which is with me, a portion of which
was_pubnlished in N.A.D. document No0.118C-1/35 and book
document No0.289C-1. The report which was submitted on
2"? 23" July 1992, on that basis an abridged and summary
report was published, but detailed report is not completely

ready yet.

Question: The above mentioned summary report (118C—
o 1/35 and 289C— 1 has been published. Whether
original of that has been signed by all of them
who went to Ayodhya along with you on 2-3"

July 19927

Answer : | was the heéd of this team, so | was personally.
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respbnsible for writing this full report, therefore,
the question of anybody else’s signat‘ures on it

does not arise.

Question : After the Ayodhya, did you or your colleagues
. submitted any project to the Government of India
or A.S.I. regarding further excavation near the

disputed site/Babri Masjid?
Answer: As per rﬁy knowledge, no such project was
submitted to the Government or any other

Agency.

Question: In your statement at page No.1, you have stated‘
“In Archaeology, Epigraphy and Art History is’
also included”. Whether “knowledge of both is
essential or desirable?

Answer : This is desirable and not essential.

“Archaeology is an umbrella term and historical
archaedlogy is included in it. As per one definition, this is
correct that the history of India before the period of third

century BC is called historical archaeology.

Questioh : Whether it will be called historical archaeology
which will be used as archaeology to know any
of the area and dynasty of history of India

_ relating to third century BC?
AnsWe_r:: This is only partially true, because during this
K period many remains were found of such cultures,
whose evidences do not come under the
historical archaeology, such as megalithic

culture.

Question: How much knowledge of history is necessary to
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study and uhderstand historical archaeology?

Answer: For knowing this, if anyone has general knowledge

Question:

of history, then from the point of archaeology, it
is sufficient. '

Broadly studying upto what standard, i.e. Inter,
BA or MA, anyone can obtain the knowledge of

history?

AnsW:ér : Generally educatiQn upto MA is a good education,

Question

which is normally done, is admissible.
Is broad knowledge of epigraphy is also

essential for historical Archaeology?

Answer : Such knowledge of epigraphy is not necessary, i.e.

Question:

Answer

knowledge upto MA is not necessary.

Do | take that for the scholars of archaeology
and historical archaeology, there is no need for
acquiring separate qualifications?

As | have said earlier that archaeology is an
umbrella term and archaeology comes under that.
Therefore, th.eir knowledge of Epigraphy may be
in special Circu}mstances desirable to know the
earlier period of historical aréhaeological and
there may not even be any necessity of that in
other circumstances. |

| ~ Verified after reading the statement

Sd/-
S.P.Gupta
24.5.2002

Typed by the stenogra-pher_in the open court on being

dicté_ted by me. In continuation of ‘this for further

examination be present on 10.6.2002 for further

examination.

Sd/-
24.5.2002
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Dated: 10.6.2002
Befo.ré: Commissioner, Shri Narendra Prasad, Additional
District Jud‘ge/ OSD, High Court, Lucknow bench, Lucknow.

O.P.W.3 — Dr. S.P. Gupta

(Commissioner appointed by order dated 21.3.2002/
20.5.2002 passed by Special full bench of Hon’ble High
Couft, Allahabad, Lucknow bench, Lucknow, in case of
Other ,Original Suit No0.4/89 (Original Suit No0.12/1961),
Ce‘n'_tral Board of Waqf, UP etc. versus Gopal Singh
Visharad and others).

“(In continuation of dated 24.5.2002, OPW 3 Shri

Swaraj‘ Prakash Gupta’s statement begins on oath).

v'(Cfoss-examiner learned advocated invited witness’s
‘atte}r"\t_ion towards the introduction written by him.in his book
docu,m'e.nt No0.289C-1), after seeing which, the witness said
that the persons whose names have been given in it, met
him at sometime. In this ‘bobk’s page No. (Roman) 11

document No0.289C-1/11), | have mentioned the name of

Shri K.S. Sudarshan, he is Sirsanchalak of RSS. | was

inspi‘red by him to do social work. | felt grateful to him for
writing this book. | did not receive any co-operation from
Shri Sudarshan for writing this book. On this page itself |
have thanked and is grateful to Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee,
Shri Lal Krishan Advani, Dr. Murli Manohar Joshi, Shri Vijay
Kumar Malhotra and Shri Kedar Nath Sahni also. All these
persons and Shri Madan Lal Khurana, Shri Sahib Sihgh
Vermé, 'have been senior 6ffice-bearers onB.J.P. | started
special study of Ayodhya since 1975. | cannot tell that after
starting special studies as to whom | met first out of the

aforesaid personalities.
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QueAétion: Your acquaintance with the,éforesaid persons is
. very old, i.e. from the decades of 1970s or 19803?
Answer: My acquaintance with those persons as well as
meeting with them sometimes took place before

1975.

- | came to know all these persons before 1975.

Question: In your said intro‘duétion on the above mentioned
| page, it is written that all these persons helped
you by all means. Do | take that these people
helped you financially in the expenditure
incurred by ybu in writing or in preparing this

book?
Answer: In writing or preparation of this book none of these

persons helped me financially.

On this page, | have expressed gratefulness towards
Prof.. Rajendra Singh alias Rajju Bhaiya, Bhauras Decoras,
H.V.V'Shéshadri. These people also had been senior office-
bearers of RSS and once Rajju Bhaiya had been

Sirsah»ch'alak also.

Question: On this page, you have mentioned about having
received help from Government of Madhya
Pradesh. Was this financial assistance or of
some other kind?

Answer: The Government of Madhya Pradesh did not give

| any financial or otherwise assistance for writing
or preparing this book. The Government bf
Madhya Pradesh had arranged a session of
Indian History and Culture society in Bhopal.

This gratitude was in that connection.
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Actual date | do not remember, but before writing this
book :Government of Uttar Pradesh provided fihancial
assistance to I'Indian Historical and Cultural Council, New
Delhi for doing researéh on Ayodhya, | am a member of it, |
have never be.en its head. | have exp'ressed. gratitude
towa.rds'Shri Moro Pant Pingley, Shri Ashok Singhal and
Acharya Giriraj Kishore also whose names have been
ment_ioned on this page and pérsons have been office-
bearefs and held ifnportant positions in the Vishwa Hindu
Parishad at one point of time. At present, | cannot tell as to
what p‘ost Shri Ashok Singhal is holding in Vishwa Hindu
Parishad. | do not know if Ashok Singhal at present is
act.ihg as Chairman of Vishwa Hindu Farishad or not? | do
not know if Shri Giriraj Kishore is Vice-Chairman of Vishwa
Hindu Parisahd or not? On seeing X of this page (document
No.289C-1/10), said that Shri Arun Shourie is the same:
pers'on who at present is a Minister in the Union Cabinet.
Whétever | "have written about him, he has helped
vintel"Hg'e'ntIy in my W.or.k, ‘means that | had academic
interaction from 1975, when | started taking interest in this
respect, | started not'es; [t is true in a sense that the
process of writing the book started from 1975. Between the
period of 1975 and 2000 my interaction with Arun Shourie
was held 3-4 times. As per my knowledge, there is no book
of Shri Arun Shourie regarding demolition of temples. As
per 'my'knowledge, there is no book written by him in
conn'e:ctiOn with demoiishing the temples, construction of

mosques, there may be articles.

My introduction with Rashtriya Swayamsewak Sangh
(RSS) has'been before 1975 and | have been associated
with RSS even earlier than 1975. | had no connection with

BJP in any manner. | know that BJP was formed by persons
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who first formed Jan Sangh and Jan Sangh was formed by
Shyama Prasad Mukherjee. | do not know if BJP has got
any support df RSS or not. | also do not know if Jansangh
got RSS’s support or not? | do not know the principles of
BJP nor | recognize Shri Lal Krishan Advani as a non-
prin'ci‘ple'd person, ne_ither a man of principles, but |
recognize him as a political person. | have no knowledge if
BJP:had supported or not the Vishwa Hindu Parishad since
1 986’o'r prior to that on the issue of Ram Janam Bhoomi
temple. | do mnot know if during the month of June 1991,
Chie‘fjli\/li'nister Kalyan Singh and his Cabinet colleagues had
gone to A'yodhya and took oath or not that they will
construct the temple at the disputed site. | do not
reme‘vmber that | read any news in newspapers on this issue
or not, | also. do not remember if | had heard about it from
anybody or not. | have no knowledge if it was written in the
manifesto of BJP for elections to Lok Sabha and Vidhan
Sabha or not. that Ram Janam Bhoomi Mandir will be
constructed at the disputed site. | also do not have any
knowledge if at the time of elections in 1991, the same
election manifesto was issued. | personally cannot tell that
the speeches of above “mentioned leaders of BJP which are
related to the issue of Ayodhya can be relied upon or not. |
have no knowledge if Bhartiya Janta Party has published
any ,Iiferature or not on the issue of Ayodhya. | have no
parti'cula_r knov(}ledge that RSS or Vishwa Hindu Parishad
have published or not any book or literature on the issue of
Ayodhya. | have also no knowledge if Vishwa Hindu
Parishad has published or ndt any book based on my article.
| have also no knowledge if any of my article or any portion
of my book has been put on website or not by Vishwa Hindu
Parishad. | have also no knowledge if Vishwa Hindu
Parishad have any website on this subject

“w.ww.geocities.com”. | have also no knowledge whether

i
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Vishwa "Hindu Parishad has put on .internet or not any
literature titled “Evidence for Ram Janam Bhoomi Mandir”
presented to the Governm.ent of India on December 23,
2002 by_'the Vishwa Hindu Parishad” | have no knowledge if
Vish‘\'/va Hindu ‘Parishad has put any literature or not on
internet titled “Nation of Hindutav”.

- | cannot say if any white paper was issued in 1993 by
the Government of India or BJP separately or not. | cannot

say whether any separaté white paper was issued or not.

Question: In: December 1992, when Babri Masjid was

| demolished, there was BJP Government in Uttar

Pradesh and that was dismissed, do you know it
personally or not?

Ahswer: | have no personal knowledge about it. | came to

know from newspapers in a general way. | also

came to know about this from the newspapers

that due to demolition of this mosque, the BJP!

Governments of Madhya Pradesh and Rajasthan
were dismissed, and due to allegation of this
dismissal, Shri Lal Krishan Advani was arrested

or not, this | do not remember.

Que'stio.n: In this connection,‘i.e. in connection with the

demolition of Babri Masjid, the charge sheet filed

by the CBI contains the names of Shri Lal

Krishan Advani, Shri Murli Manohar Joshi, Shri
Kalyan Singh and Ms. Uma Bharati etc. as

accused?

(Thi'quu'estion was objected to by the learned advocate of
plaintiff of Other Origihal Suit No.5/89 Shri Ved Prakash by
saying that this question does not relate to this suit nor

therevis'any dispute on thié point and neither there is any
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é

reco"‘rd' énd nor the WitneSS has said any thing in this

connection. Due to this, the question is irrelevant).
Answer: | have no knoWIedge of this.

Queétion: Do you know that Shri Lal Krishan Advani in his.‘
capacity as Home Minister, Govérnment of India
has given statement many times that the day of
6'" December 1992 is the saddest day of his life

(On-this the learned advocate of plaintiff of Other Original
Suiti No.5/89 Shri Ved Prakash and I‘earnved advocate of
defenldant No.2 in Other Original Sui’é No.4/89 Shri M.M.
Pandey objected that neither there is any such statement
on the record nor this question has any relevance with the
subjéot matter of the question in dispute. Also objected that
Shri-Lal Krishan Advaniv is neither a party in this dispute
and nbr the witness has given any such statement in this
respect. Therefore, there is no justification in putting such

questions).
Answer: | have no knowledge about this.

Verified after reading the statement

Sd/-

S.P.Gupta

10.6.2002

Typed by the stenographer in the opeh court on being

dictated. by me. In continuation of this, be present on
11.6.2002 for further examination.

‘ Sd/-

Narendra Prasad

. Commissioner

10.6.2002



Dated: 11.6.2002
Before: Commissioner,, Shri Narendra Prasad Additional
District Judge/OSD, High Court, Lucknow bench, Lucknow.

O.P.W. 3 - Dr. S.P. Gupta

(Cofhmissio_ner. appointed by order dated
21.3.2002/24.5.2002 passed full bench of Hon’ble High
Court, Allahabad, Lucknow bench, Lucknow, in case of
Other Original Suit No.4/89 (Original Suit No0.12/1961),
Central Board of Waqf, UP etc. versus Gopal Singh

Visharad and others).

(In continuation of dated 10.6.2002, OPW 3 Dr Swaraj

Prakash Gupta’'s statement begins on oath).

It is not true to say that | have knowledge about the

Vishwa Hindu Parishad and the Bhartiya janta Party but |

am concealing that. This is also wrong to say that | have,

knowledge of the website put by Vishwa Hindu Parishad
and white paper issued by Bhartiya janta Party, but | am
‘hidih‘g that. | have no knowledge that the address of
website by  Vishwa  Hindu  Parishad s
“http'://v(/ww.geo'cities.cbm/cépital/ Hill/lobby/9089/ Ram
Janam Bhoomi/index.html”. | knew Shri Surya Krishanji
personaﬂy bu:t during'j1990-91. at the time of negotiations

wha.t' was his position in Vishwa Hindu Parishad, this | do

not know. He was also with RSS, but what post he was}’

holding is not known to me, he was a Pracharak. | also do
not know that under topics and sub of aforesaid website,
seve‘Are:\I .Websites have}been opened or not, the addresses
of which are different. | also do not know that the preface
written - in said website is

“http:llw'ww.'geocities.com/capital/HiII/Iobby/9089/ Ram
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jana"mbhoomi/preface/ .html” or not. | have no knowledge
that the said preface waé written by Shri Surya Krishan on
1.2.19941 by showing himself as Secretary of Vishwa Hindu

Parishad Central.

Question: | méan to say that in the said preface, Shri Surya
Krishnayji haé written that from the side of VHP,"
three experts were invited and out of that one
name was yours and the other two names were
of Prof B R Grover »and Prof Devendra Swarup.

Is this statement of his not true?

(On}'this: question from the side of defendant No 2 in Other
Orig‘inaISit No 4/89 Shri Madan Mohan Pandey and learned
advocate of plaintiff in Other Original Suit»o 5/89 Shri Ved
Prakash, advocate objected that the witness has said that
he has no knowledge. In the circumstances, there is no
justifibation in asking questions about its contents and
neither it is relevant. An objection was also that this

question should not be allowed to asked).

Answer: Since | have no knowledge of this website,

therefore this question is baseless.

Que'sitio:n: My question was whether Shri Surya Krishanji's
this statement that you were invited by VHP to
take part in the aforesaid negotiations - is it right
or incorrect? | | |

(Thé' learned e{dvocate of plaintiffs in Other Original Suit

No.5/89, Shri Ved Prékash objected to this question by

sayi'ng that this. relates to contents of the website and the

witness has already denied knowledge of website.

Therefore, no question can be put about the intents of

website).
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Answer: This may be the personal view of Shri Surya
Krishanji. | was not directly invited from the side
of VHP.

Question: In the said website, Shri Surya Krishanji has
 written this also that in the discussions on 30"
Decéember and January 1991, besides legal
representatives, academicians, which included

Prof. B.R. Grover, Prof. K.S Lal, Prof. B.P. Sinha,

Dr. S.P. Gupta, Dr. Harsh Narain and Prof.
Devendra ‘Swarup, were representing VHP. His

this statement is true or untrue?

(The learned advocate of plaintiffs in Other Original Suit
No.5/89 objected that what Shri Surya Krishan has written
or. said in his website about the presence of the witness
and’ other above mentionad persons, there is no question of
asking about that from this witness, because the witness
hasvsiaid more than once that he has no knowledge of it.
Such questionsv are being put to harass the witness, which:

should not be allowed).

Answer: What Shri Surya Krishanji has written, this | do not
| know. | have already said that | used to go there

in the dichssions as ah archaeologist,
whosoever might have given my name, be it

Vishwa Hindu Parishad or anyone else.

Quéstion_: The aforesaid wébsite, which is mentioned at
B page 118 of your statement, the articles included
under the title “Ram janam Bhoomi/ Babri Masjid

at Ayodhya. An archaeological and art historical

examination is said to have been written by you

I
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and the website ad.dress ~of that is:
“http://www.geocities.com/capital/
Hill/lobby/9089/Ram Janam Bhoomi/gupta/htm|”?

Answer; This is heading .of one of my articles, what have
|  been extracted and from where, this | do not

know.

| do not remember as to When | wrote the said article
and when it was publiéhed for the first time, this is printed
as a Hindi translation in Chapter 11 of my book document
No0.289C-1. | do not remember that before this when and in
which journal of book was this article of mine printed in
EngI.iSh or Hindi, but it was certainly published, how much
earlier, ‘this‘ | do hot remember. At present, | am not
reme_hqb'erihg Whethe} this article was written before or after
1990, then said it may' be afterwards. | cannot say that on
the above mentioned website my article is printed correctly
or incorrectly because | have no knowledge about the

website.

Question: Do you remember that in December 1990 and
January 1991, during the discussions between
Vishwa Hindu Parishad and All India Babri
Masjid Action Committee, both sides in support
of their conténtions filed documents, the copies

of which were supplied to each other

(The Ieafned advocate of the plaintiff in other original suit
No.5:/89 Shri Ved Prakash objected to this question that
with reg_ard to discussions held in 1990-91, there is no
point in this dis‘pute and what documents were exchanged
have no relevance with this suit, therefore, such a question

in the circumstances is irrelevant.)
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AnsWer: | came to know about this through newspapers.

There | was shown only those papers which were
related to archaeology.and which were directly related to
me. This | do not remember whether those papers were
shown to me in original or their copies. These papers were
shown to me by the personnel of Government of India. This
is W'r‘ofng to say that officers or Ministers of Government of
Indié did not show these papers to me. This is also wrong
that;per‘sonnel of Government of India used to give copies
of said papers to the representatives of Vishwa Hindu
Parishad and they used to show those papers to me. | do
not remember whether these discussions started on 1°
December 1990 and | was present there on that day. At
pres’eht, | do not remember this also that next sitting of
these discussions took place on 4" December 1990 and
whe'thér | was present there. About this, | can tell only after
see,ifng the papers. This may be possible that during these
discussions from the side of Vishwa Hindu Parishad,

Vishnu Hari Dalmia and Kaushal Kishore Sahib took part. It

is just possible that the second meeting of these,

discussions took place on December 1990 in Maharashtra

Sadan, New Delhi and in that besides, me and both the

persons, other people also were present. As far as |

remémbér, the proceedings were got signed by the people
of both the barties.v This is true thaf during these
discussions, Shri Kishore Kunal, IPS, took part as OSD to
the Minister of State fdr Home Affairs, Government of India
and Shri Sub'é)dh Kant Sahay was the State Home Minister

at tHat time. In these discussions, Justice G.M. Lodh\a,'

Justice Devki Nandan Aggarwal, Justice D.V. Sehgal and
Shri V.K.S. Chaudhury used to take part, but from which

side_,‘. fhi_s | do not know personally that these four persons
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used:to be representatives of Vishwa Hindu Parishad and
took part as such | personally do not know Whethgr these“
four"persons were connected with Ram Janam Bhoomi
agit‘étion or not. On the. basis of newspapers or otherwise, |

L]

‘do not know about this.

Question : On 23" Jahuary 1991, Shri Kishore Kunal
- Sahibji through a messenger informed all the
pe'r:sons who were invited to participate .in the
said discussvions that the meeting of the experts

has been fixed for 24" January 19917

Answ.er . This is possible

:(‘At‘v this stage, the learned cross-examiner advocate
filed a photograph of the letter written on 23.1. 1991 by
Shri’ Kishore Kunal which is document No.292C-I/l, which

was shown'to witness and was asked.)

Question: Is this the same letter which was dispatched to
| you people in connection with the meeting of 24"
January 19917

(At this stage, the learned advocate of defendant No.2
in Other Original Suit No0.4/89, Shri M.M. Pandey and
learned advocate of the plaintiff'in Other Original Suit
No.5/89 Shri Ved Prakash»objected on the point that the
paper: fil»ed by the learned cross-examiner advocate is a
photocoby of the document; which is not admissible as an
evidence and has not submitted any request to file it, so
the document is not relevant and has no relation with the
subject of the s.uit and the witness has not signed it).‘

(Subjéct to the said objections,' the said document
N0.292C-1/1 is kept on th'e record on the orders dated
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20.3.2002 of Hon’ble full bench).

Answer: This letter was not sent to me by Shri Kishore

Kunal. Again said perhaps was not sent.

| do not remember that as to who other person sent

this letter or not?

As per this paper, my name has been shown as a
s_ugg‘efsted name by Vishwa Hindu Parishad, but | did not

receive any paper from VHP directly on this subject.

Question: Do | take that in this letter, your name as given,
. suggested by VHP, is wrong?

Answer: | am not in a position to reply to this in the

negative or poSitive; because Vishwa Hindu

Parishad neither said nor have written any letter

to me.

: The reference of the meeting of 24" January 1991,
which is given in the said letter, my participation in that is

possible but | can tell after Seeing the paper.

Question: | me}an to say that in the said meeting of 24™:
January 1991, you participated as an‘ expert
nominated by Vishwa Hindu Parishad?

'Ans’we'r:- As | have already said, | used to go there 