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Editorial 

 
The 16th issue of “Indian Journal of Archaeology (www.ijarch.org)” has eight articles. The first article 

titled 'Study and Analysis of Tiran Petroglyphs, Isfahan Province, Iran'  by Masoomeh Taheri Dehkordi 

& Alamdar Alian gives the details of petroglyphs of Barzgaleh, Ahmad Reza spring and Qomishloo near 

Tiran, Isfahan Province, Iran. The second article titled 'Paintings of megalithic people near 

chandragiri fort in tirumala hill region' by Dr. T. Babji Reddy examines in details the rock painting 

made with red and white color on the ceiling of a cap-stone type megalith. The third article titled 

'Understanding Rakhigarhi and Surroundings: An Archaeology of Hissar District, Haryana' by Amit 

Ranjan & Ravindra Nath Singh studies the settlement pattern around Harappan Metropolis Rakhigarhi 

from Mesolithic times to Painted Greyware period. The fourth article titled 'Catalogue of Antiquities 

of State Archaeological Museum, Lucknow, Part- I: Jain (from Kankali Tila, Mathura & other places 

of Mathura), Bauddha (from Mathura) & Gandhar Antiquities' by Vijay Kumar gives the details of 

antiquities obtained from Kankali Tila, Mathura, other areas of Mathura city and Gandhar (North 

Pakistan). The fifth article titled 'Ideas on heroism in medieval south India through epigraphy' by 

Chandni Bi examines the development of Hero memorial stones from Sangam age to 17th century A.D. 

The sixth article titled 'Two Visnu Sculptural Specimens from Dakshin Radha' by Somreeta Majumdar 

gives the details of two newly discovered sculptures of Vishnu from Hirapani village and Lakkhannath 

temple, Narayangarh, West Medinipur, West Bengal. The seventh article titled 'Some Mughal 

monuments at Ajmer, Rajasthan: a study in medieval archaeology' by M. K. Pundhir gives the details 

of two Mughal monuments namely Akbari Gate of Taragarh, Ajmer city and Jahangir's pavilion of 

Pushkar, district Ajmer, Rajasthan. The eighth article titled 'A Unique Wooden Siva Temple in 

Varanasi: Example of Living Cultural Relations between India and Nepal' by M.N.P Tiwari & Shanti 

Swaroop Sinha describes in details the Pashupatinatha temple @ Nepali, Lalita Ghat, Varanasi city district 

Varanasi U.P. temple built in three storey Pagoda style.  

 

     

 

 

Vijay Kumar 

Chief Editor 
   Indian Journal of Archaeology 
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Introduction 

 
Engravings and paintings on cave stones and walls are one of the most common ways of expressing 

ideas. Humans have used this art since prehistoric times to express their feelings and beliefs. This 

art is in the modern sense of painting consists of depicting in a symbolic and simple style the 

animals, human beings and other symbols as a single image, or hunting scenes, events, battles, 

dances and social events1. The study of these motifs in recent years has gradually gained a place in 

the field of archeological studies of Iran2. This art is known by two names: 1- Petroglyph: Any script 

and motif carved by the human’s hands on the flat surface of stones is called petroglyph. 

Petroglyphs may be considered the mother of arts, cultures, myths and scripts3. 2- Rock art: In its 

general sense, it refers to all engravings and paintings that have been depicted on the rocks during 

different periods in various styles and techniques4. Although recognizing, studying and analyzing 

this art in Iran are at an elementary level, it is one of the most important cultural sections. Almost 

most of the work has been archived based on documents5. Although rock motifs have many 

similarities with each other, the motifs often show hunting scene, battle, and goat monograms, and 

are technically done by carving and hammering in such a manner that these are created. This consist 

of hitting the stone on which carving is to be done using a rigid object so that stone is cut to a very 

shallow depth6. The sites which have been investigated by archaeologist in recent years in Isfahan 

province include Isfahan petroglyphs7, Timreh Golpayegan8, Howz-Māhy Mubarake9, Kuh –e-

Donbeh10, Ziyadabad and Hasan Rabat 11. 

 

Geograohichal Location of meymeh's rock art: Tiran and Karvan city with an area of 1768.8 

square kilometers between latitudes 33°1' and 33°4' N and longitudes 50°33' and 51°14' E, at a 

distance of 45 km from Isfahan. This city is located in the western part of the province and is 

bounded on the north and east by the city of Najafabad, on the south by the city of Lenjan and the 

province of Chaharmahal and Bakhtiari and on the west by the city of Fereidan (Fig. No.  1).  
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Fig. No. 1: Geographical location of Tiran, Iran  

 

Climatically, the city is divided into two regions: A- Tiran district consists of flat plains and doesn't 

have high altitude, with desert and semi-desert climate with hot and dry summers and cold winters. 

B- Karvan district that starts from the slopes of Dalankuh and Darebid and ends at Tiran plains. The 

lands of the city and its highlands belong to the Third Geological Age. The south granite intrusive 

mass of Tiran is part of the Sanandaj-Sirjan structural zone. The general trend of the outcrops of the 

region including the northwest-southeast intrusive mass is parallel to the Zagros thrust12. The 

region’s water resources are seasonal and permanent springs and rivers. This region is an ideal 

environment for a hybrid economy encompassing both farming and animal husbandry. 

 

Division of the way of creating motifs: There are three techniques of creating petroglyphs: 

A- Pictograph: It means applying any color or material to the stone including drawing and painting 

with charcoal, soot, etc. B- Petroglyph: It means creating changes in the stone including cutting, 

engraving, slitting, abrasion, scraping or crushing. C- Geoglyph: It includes the alteration of the 

prominence and natural phenomena of the earth by man to show his mental perceptions, whether 

these are related to art, religion, laws or social and group rituals. The three methods adopted are 

governed by local geologists. All the petroglyph images were scanned and digitized. According to 

the studies, the motifs identified in each region were named locally. All the engraved motifs studied 

were created by the petroglyph method with abrasion and scratching (engraving). All motifs were 

mostly simple, solid and in some cases linear (Fig. No. 2). 
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Fig. No. 2: The Position of Petroglyhps of the Tiran Plain in Iran Map (Basic map:  Bahraminia 2017, 217) 

 

Barzgaleh petroglyphs: This site is located 9 km southwest of Tiran in latitude 32038'-43.4” N 

and longitude 51003´-30.3" E. A series of petroglyphs of the Barzgaleh Strait have been engraved in 

the corrosion of the Barzgereh Mountains. The rocks are mostly shale and are extremely fragile and 

dark in color. Surface roughness has not allowed the artist to create large motifs. The natural 

processes like weathering, salinity, cracking and crystallization of the rocks, and human factors 

have been effective in accelerating the destruction of the rocks. Petroglyph has been named after 

the mountain, “Barzgereh". The local inhabitants called it “Barzgaleh” or “Marzgaleh” because in 

the old days, despite its proximity to the border of Shahrekord, the traders were passing and the 

herds were grazing in this area (Fig. No. 3). 

 

 
Fig. No. 3 : Carved scenes Barzgaleh petroglyphs 

 

 

 



Indian Journal Of Archaeology, Vol. 4, No. 4, (2020), 1-12 / Masoomeh Taheri Dehkordi & Alamdar Alian 
 

4 

Ahmad Reza spring petroglyphs: This petroglyph is located in Ahmad Reza Mountain 

situated at a distance of 25 km from Tiran in latitude 32050´00” and longitude 50051´00”. Owing to 

destruction and weathering, the petroglyphs have turned green and gray to black. These have been 

made by digging and engraving. The rocks are shale (sedimentary) (Fig. No. 4). The petroglyphs 

has been named after the mountain called “Ahmad Reza”. The motifs include the chamois, ram, 

ibex (ibex has long and backward-curving horns), gazelle, and two human images. In one case that 

is possibly a hunting scene, the image of a tree has also been created (Fig. No. 5). 

 

 
Fig. No. 4: The Position Petroglyphs Ahmad Reza 
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Fig. No. 5: Carved scenes Ahmad Reza Petroglyphs 

 

Qomishloo petroglyphs: These petroglyphs are located in Qomishloo plain and in Sanjed 

region in north and northwest of Tiran city in latitude 32048´26.0” and longitude 51009´39.7”. The 

rocks of this area are calcareous and dolomitic. The petroglyphs are carved and flat surface that 

extends westward to the Mouteh hunting area (Fig. No. 6), which have been discovered after 

surveying almost 200 petroglyphs. These petroglyphs are one of the most important and prominent 

images in the region and comparable to those of Timre.  

 

 
Fig. No. 6: Geographical location of Qomishloo petroglyphs 
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Qomishloo’s painters have created motifs in a stylized or unrealistic way. The rocks on which these 

images carved are scattered over a large area. The engravings in this area include seven human 

images including A- A standing human with a bow in his hands B- A human hunting with a bow 

C- A running human carrying an object in his hands. Forty-three animal motifs consisting of 14 goat 

or ibex, 22 deer with long horns, 7 predatory animals probably foxes, jackals and leopards (Fig. No. 

7).  

 
Fig. No.7: Qomishloo Petroglyphs 
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Animal motifs in different modes include A- Animal motif of goat grazing, B- Monogram of an ibex 

running or standing, C- Image of an animal being hunted and D- Image of an animal with the hunter 

(Fig. No. 8). Among these motifs, there are three plant motifs. In addition to animal motifs, signs 

and symbols such as a chess board with animal signs have also been included. The motifs of the 

Qomishloo petroglyphs are comparable to those of Khoravand and Timre13 and Golpayegan 

waterlogged petroglyphs14. 

 

 
Fig. No. 8: Carved scenes Qomishloo Petroglyphs 

 

Characteristics of the motifs of petroglyphs: The motifs carved on the rocks and steep 

terraces by hammer and sharpened stone or perhaps metal tools. The depth of the motifs is between 

0.5 and 1 cm. Considering the depth and type of creation, the motifs are almost similar therefore it 

appears that they were created at the same time. By investigating the images thoroughly, it is 

observed that various animal petroglyphs and goat motif are the most frequent ones. 
 
 

Animal motifs: Ibex, cows, sheep, and chamois are animals, which have always been associated 

with the traditions and culture of hunters and still live in almost all mountains of Iran and the 

adjacent highlands. The motif of the horned goat in various postures is one of the most common 

symbols of the pre-historic period. In Iran, the earliest known image of this animal in the artwork 

dates back to the early Neolithic period15. The earliest identified examples of the motif of a chamois 

with twisted and simple horns are those of the Burnt city (3rd millennium B.C.) and Sialk 

civilizations (fifth to first millennium B.C.)16. In some references, the image of the chamois is as an 

animal symbol of Gilgamesh, the king of the Sumerian god as well as the animal lord and the symbol 

of Anahita, the god of rain17. 
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Each race considered the chamois to be one of the most beneficial natural factors. In Lorestan, a 

chamois is the embodiment of the sun and the angel of rain, in Susa and Elam, the symbol of 

abundance and the god of germination18. In Sumer, the chamois represented the animal character 

of the Great God. The fact that the goat is inhabitant of this area, is resistant to heat, moves in 

difficult mountainous terrain, feeds on lowland vegetation and is a popular game animal of Iran, 

the vital importance of this animal in the livelihood of the nomadic hunters is obvious19. The artist 

who created these motifs showed the horns more prominently than other parts of the goat’s body. 

Goat horns are usually curved and semicircular, and sometimes greater than the length of the 

animal’s body. 

 

Among the series of pottery introduced in phase Sialk III6-5, a motif has been observed that, 

according to Ghirshman, is probably a dog. In this motif, the animal’s lower back arc at the upward 

direction is more convex, and it seems that the artist has attempted to depict the animal who is 

about jump20. The motif of the dog is portrayed as a monogram with a body in a profile and stretched 

state. The animal is drawn in a leaping posture. 

 

Human motifs: The human motifs are displayed in monograms, stylized and completely 

primitive. Their gender is unclear, but in terms of the activities shown, they appear to be males. 

Most of the artist’s reliance is on human appearance, not details. Engraved human images are of 

three types: 1- On two feet 2- On horseback 3- Hunting and shooting. Owing to the lack of clarity of 

the motifs, their condition and the composition no comment can be made. The artist has been able 

to maintain a realistic balance of body parts & balance and harmony in the picture. These facts 

demonstrates the kind of relationship between humans and the animal nature around them and 

their familiarity with how animals are hunted in the environment around them.  

 

Symbolic motifs: One of the symbols identified in this region is a circular shape with linear 

angles attached to it. These signs appear to have been portrayed to inform contemporary people or 

to inform future generations, and are in fact are the first steps and signs necessary for the emergence 

of script. Linguists have termed such visual signs derived from the objects to be shown, as the 

ideogram script21. Examples of this symbolic sign have been identified in Timre22, Andaryan in 

Malayer23 and some other regions.  

 

Chronographs of petroglyphs: Dating of rock motifs has been attempted by scholars. A group 

of scholars conducted the dating based on Iran’s pre-historic, historical, and Islamic periods. 

Prehistoric scholars compare the created images to examples created on prehistoric pottery, such as 

the motif of the goat in Susa and Elam24. Historical period scholars and Islamic period scholars 

determine the chronology based on inscriptions of the historical period25 and images with 

inscriptions and historical details. The modern techniques are also being used: 

1- Pigment sampling (AMS-C14)26, provided that a number of datable matter exist27.  

2- For non-pigmented carvings that are carved, depositions over the engravings are used for 

dating28.  

Nevertheless, in terms of dating the petroglyphs studied, no archeological material was found near 

these petroglyphs to aid dating. Since we are not able to analyze motifs through scientific 

experiments, we have therefore focused on the dating on stylistic ground. For this reason, we set 
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the baseline for comparative and stylistic study, as well as comparison of images to similar but dated 

examples. According to the type of scattering of motifs and comparative study to other regions, the 

hunting scene of the chamois in Yazd (sites of the Arnan Mountain in Mehriz, Baghdar in Bafgh, 

Basin of the Shour River and Hemijan in Bahabad)29 , Tang waterlogged area in Timre30 ,  Ibrahim 

Abad in Arak31 are similar to each other. Additionally, the human image at this site, whether a 

hunter standing or on horseback, are similar to its neighboring examples in Sangsoon in Qom32, 

Farahan in Arak33 , rock motifs in Qazvin34. Considering the general characteristics of the motifs and 

those of some other sites, and the fact that the history of these motifs in Iran dates back to at least 

the Neolithic period (about 6000 BC), as well as the type of motifs on the prehistoric pottery, it is 

better to consider the fifth millennium to the third millennium BC the date for these motifs (Table 

1). 

 
Table No. 1: The motif of similar animals on prehistoric pottery 

 

Relationship between the study area and the nomads: Studying the cultures of 

contemporary societies, which are similar to the pre-historic cultures, can provide valuable 

information about the pre-historic people. The area could accommodate a large population because 

it had fertile plains lying between mountains of abundant resources and livestock. The west and 

northwest of Isfahan have played a crucial role in the lives of the nomads, provided conditions for 

settlement in this region because of good climatic conditions. Early human life in this region 

depended on hunting. They followed and hunted the herds moving from place to place. During this 

time, the early humans created rock images of animals that were vital for their life. Despite the 
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fading of the nomadic life, some of the regions in highlands are still suitable for grazing. 

Investigation of the motifs revealed that no means related to agricultural life were identified, and 

that the motifs created were without special tools. It appears that the main occupation of the painters 

was hunting, and the hunters have created these motifs on rocks. Although the exact date of these 

petroglyphs cannot be precisely determined but it appears that they were created in the same age.  

 

Conclusion: According to the motifs studied in this area and other places, the concepts and 

themes shown in the petroglyphs are general or are influenced by environmental and climatic 

conditions. For instance, the image of the chamois has been identified at all sites; however, it may 

be created differently in terms of technique and performance. The images used are divided into 

three main groups of motifs: geometric, animal and human. Geometric motifs are symbolic and 

limited, but animal motifs include animals such as chamois, horses, and dogs, and human motifs 

encompass hunting scenes, which include horse riding hunters. In terms of the type of motifs 

created, most of the designs represents the expressions of local people, and the scenes are very 

similar in theme. The motifs were created simply without any decoration by the method of carving 

and scraping the body of the rock. The semiotics and content analysis of these motifs show that the 

subject is mostly economic activities that is hunting peculiar to this area. 

 

The study area was in good condition for the establishment and settlement of migratory groups 

owing to the abundance of springs and water resources. These motifs were created mostly near 

valleys and foothills, which are a good place for migrants. The scattering of this petroglyph shows 

that this region has been one of the communication routes for migratory people since the past few 

thousand years. This region was between Chaharmahal-e-Bakhtiari and west and northwest of 

Isfahan as one of the migratory routes between Fereidonshahr and Chadegan. Thus, for 

approximately 5,000 years, this route has been used for economic activities in this area. These motifs 

indicate that the main occupation of the painters was probably hunting, who attempted to create 

these motifs while resting or waiting for hunting. The size of the images was small and they were 

made in different places probably on special occasions and were created in a short span of time. 

 

The petroglyphs discovered in the area of Tiran city of Isfahan belong to the same period according 

to the technique and style used. Given the motif of the chamois and the existence of hunting scenes, 

this image is one of the oldest depictions of the chamois when it was still wild. Therefore, we can 

date these motifs between fifth & third millennium. Although we determined the chronology of the 

data by comparing them to those of other regions, this case may clarify the cultural landscape of the 

region. The comparative study of these images is conducted using a scientific method, which shows 

many similarities to the rock art in other parts of Iran qualitatively and quantitatively. This may be 

owing to cultural connections and biological and social similarities among the people living in these 

regions. 
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Introduction 

 Megaliths are the reflection of cultural, religious, mythical traditions and funerary customs of the 

ancient people. Megalithic tombs were usually erected with a huge dressed or natural slabs and 

stone blocks; on the surfaces of the rock mounds; outward or inner side of the earth. According to 

the Archaeologists and Historians in India, these structures were constructed in between 1400 BC 

and 200 BC for the purpose of disposing their dead and keep the associated things of the dead 

person. The dead were treated with certain rituals and ceremonies in accordance with the existing 

beliefs, customs and traditions. Megaliths are related with the genera of the supernatural or 

transcendental which leads us to the archaeology of religion and cult1. The ‘megalithic culture’ is 

also termed as ‘The Iron Age Cultures’ because the presence and abundance of iron tools in 

megalithic burials. Megalithism is perceived only as a burial custom which appeared in the age of 

iron and continued in the subsequent early historic period2. Majority of excavation reports 

suggests that the availability of pottery and potsherds are common in the excavation of megalithic 

sites.  

The local people called these structures in local language as Pandavagullu (Temples of 

Pandavas) and Rakshasagullu (residences of Giants). According to the oral histories of local 

people, during the period of Mahabharata, the Pandavas at the time of Vanavasa and Agyatavasa 

was constructed these structures and they were used as their residences. The ethno-archaeological 

investigations also reveals that these structures are called as Rakshasagullu because the people 

believe that in the past giants or monsters erected these structures for their residences.   

The study of megalithic cultures in India was started with the publication of Babington’s 

‘Description of Pandu coolies of Malabar’ in 1823. In Chittoor district, the study of megalithic 

cultures was begun by Captain Newbold in 1851. Newbold excavated few cists near Chittoor. 
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Later several researchers from India and abroad explored more than 200 places and excavated few 

sites for in-depth study. The early humans expressed their thoughts and emotions through rock 

paintings regarding several things related to their lives. Rock art is artistic expression of early 

humans. We will not be able to understand the life of the early humans, but through the study of 

rock art. We can know the religious, economic and social life of the past by studying these rock 

paintings. According to the observations of megalithic burials, the people during that period 

mostly graffitied their artistic expressions on the walls and roofs of these structures. Some of such 

painted megalithic burials were identified by researchers at Tekumandha (Bangarupalem 

Mandal), Saidahapeta of Nimmanapalli mandal, Cherlopalli of Gurramkonda mandal 

Gundalabailu (Yerravari Palem mandal) in Chittoor district.   

 Against this background, the present paper aims to identify and interpret the meaning of 

the paintings drawn on the megalithic burial at Mallaiah Palli near Chandragiri fort, at a distance 

of 18 km from Tirupati in Chittoor district, Andhra Pradesh. This paper also discusses the 

paintings in the light of ethno-archaeological investigations conducted in the living societies 

around this rock art site. It also discusses about the archaeological assemblages found around 

these megalithic burial site.  

Chandragiri Fort: It is a historical fort under the protection of Archaeological Survey of India 

located at a distance of 12 km from Tirupati. It was built in 11th century AD under the rule of 

Yadavas. The Yadava kings ruled the Chandragiri dynasty for about 3 centuries. After 1367 it 

came into the control of Vijayanagara rulers. It was the 4th capital of Vijayanagara Empire. There 

are two separate palaces for king and queen namely Rajamahal and Ranimahal located at foothills 

of Chandragiri. The large and great rampart/fort wall encircles eight temples belongs to Shiva, 

Vhishnu and Hanuman. The great fort wall was constructed using huge stone blocks. The 

architecture of the palace is an example of Indo-Sarcen architecture. The Golkonda kings occupied 

this fort in 1646 and subsequently it came under rule of Mysore kings. 

 

About the site: It is located at a distance of 4 km southwards from Chandragiri Fort and 1 

kilometre eastwards from Mallaiahpalli village (Fig. 1). The megalithic dolmen was erected on a 

hill named Pandavulabanda in a reserve forest. A large and heavy stone slab was placed over 

eight pillars. The cap stone measures more or less 3.30 m in East-West and 3.85 m in North-south 

directions. The pillars arranged in circular form leaving some gap in east side which looks like an 

entrance. The ceiling consists several painting in red and white pigments (Fig. 2). The megalith 

was constructed in east-west orientation and the entrance was kept in the eastern side.  A few 

scholars and media reporters had earlier noticed this site but no detailed study was done.  
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Fig. No. 1: The eight pillared megalith at ‘Pandavula banda’ near Mallaiah Palli 

 
Fig. No. 2: White and red ochre paintings on the inner roof 
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Identified Graffitis: The paintings in megalithic monument at Mallaiahpalli show several social 

and religious lives of the past people. Some of the identified symbols are discussed with analogies 

of the contemporary society. The paintings consists geometric symbols like plus, multiplication 

signs, star shapes; wheels with spokes; Circles which having dot at the centre; Circles with plus 

signs; Star shapes; Huge individual dots; Hexagrams (called as Shatkona in Hindu religion) is a 

spiritual symbol used in tantric practice. The shatkona is also called as seal of Solomon; Rectangles 

with multiplication signs; Trident (trisulam) shapes are drawn in white colour. These trident 

symbols are having close similarities with tridents found in the rock art at Onakikondi near 

Hampi in Karnataka. Some images resembles ‘Thirunamam’. The thirunamam is Hindu religious 

mark smeared with white and red colours on the forehead. It is the symbol of Lord Venkateswara 

of Tirumala. Human figures holding spear with two hands and standing on the ground; a man 

holding sword in standing position; a man riding horse and holding a sword in his hand and 

using the other hand used to hit the horse on back side to make him move faster. Several pictures 

show that the men are holding swords or spears with their hands. Some of the red ochre paintings 

resemblances a group of men standing side by side. In one figure, there is a jar which is decorated 

with human figures. In some of the images, red and white pigments were used to draw the images 

(Fig. 3). The outline of some images are drawn with white pigment and the red ochre dots are put 

on these lines. Different layers of painting are visible here. The old paintings have faded and the 

later paintings are bright. 

 

Fig. No. 3: Unknown repeated images drawn in two separate pigments i.e. one is red, another one is white 

Ethno-Archaeological and psychosocial interpretations: In the paintings of megalithic monument 

at Mallaiahpalli near Chandragiri fort were seen several geometric and non-geometric symbols. 

These geometric symbols have close similarities with magical/tantric symbols which are used as 

yantras by contemporary traditional witch doctors of the Tirumala region (Fig. 4 & 5).  
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Fig. No. 4: The geometric symbols of megalithic art; Fig No. 5: The similar pagan/ magical symbols used in 

witchcraft in the contemporary society. (Photo extracted from the dairies of traditional healers at Tirumala hill 

region). 

The contemporary tantric healers draws such symbols (yantras) on copper foils and this 

folded copper foil is inserted into amulet (talisman) which is tied to the neck, hand or waist of a 

man to ward off evil or to bring good luck. The tantric healers also engrave similar magical 

symbols on copper plate and hanged these on walls to bring good luck. Some of the geometric 

symbols are drawn with both red and white colours. There are circles drawn with red ochre. The 

similar circles and human figures are also found at another rock art site namely ‘Chalaparakona’ 

located at a distance of 50 km from this site. The sati stones and the hero stones are also identified 

nearer to this rock art site.  

In this rock art site, some images which depict two persons lying on the ground and 

holding each other’s legs. There are two images, one drawn in red ochre and other drawn in white 

pigments (Fig. 6).  
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Fig. No. 6:  

 

 The villagers in the surrounding regions use locally found red and white ochre colours for 

different uses in their household. Every household keeps one pot for white and one pot for red 

colour. The women collect selected red soil (yerramatti) from their surrounding hillocks for the 

preparation of red pigment. The required quantity of red soil is taken into the pot and is stirred 

vigorously after adding sufficient water. A piece of cloth is dips in this pot and is used as brush. 

The white colour is also prepared in the same way. The lime stone pebbles are put into the pot and 

soaked with water for few days. They apply colour with cloth or brush. The people in the 

surrounding villages decorate their thresholds on every auspicious day by smearing red and 

white colours. The temples walls and the religious rocks or boulders bearing red and white stripes 

are common site in this region.            

 

Indigenous Board game engravings: The indigenous board game diagrams are engraved on the 

floor (Fig. 7 & 8). This type of board game engravings are also observed in several caves and rock 

shelters in Tirumala hills and its surrounding regions. It reveals that the people in the past played 

these games during their leisure times for mental relief and recreation. The people in the villages 

around this rock art site still play these games. These game drawings are observed at many 
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megalithic burial sites. It indicates that may be either the megalithic people knew about these 

board games or their descendants later on engraved these at these places.  

 
Fig. No. 7: Engraved drawing of ‘Pulijudham’ or meka-puli aata (tiger-lamb board game) 

 

 
Fig. No. 8: The engraving of the board game of ‘Daadi’ or navakankari or char-par (nine men’s Morris) 

 

Conclusion: The structure of megalithic monument in Mallaiahpalli is different from the 

megaliths found in Chittoor district. In these structure, stone pillars have been used to support the 

roof slab. There are several megalithic burials around this place but none of these have paintings. 

The geometric symbols in these paintings are similar to tantric symbols used by local witch 
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doctors. These paintings have close similarities with the paintings found in the surrounding 

region.  
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This is centenary year of the discovery of country's first urban culture i.e. Harappan Civilization, 

although it was declared later after a long research which is still underway. This first Civilization 

is presently expanded in north-western part of the Indian sub-continent. North-Western part of 

India is Haryana having some major Harappan Sites along Ghaggar River also called Vedic 

Sarasvati River by scholars having impression of its geography and its traces of palaeo-channel 

which has higher concentration of Harappan sites in its valley. Kalibanga was the first site 

excavated on the course of the river in Hanumangarh, Rajasthan. This excavation proved that 

Harappan Civilization extended much beyond the Indus River and at present Ghaggar River basin 

is having a more urban centers of the Harappan Civilization than any other river. After this 

excavation many sites have been excavated vertically and horizontally in the said region of 

Ghaggar. Mitathal, Banawali, Bhirrana, Kunal, Rakhigarhi, Sothi, Siswal, Nohar, Karanpura, Dabli 

Vas Chugta etc. have been excavated and reported where as some are still under excavation and 

research.    

Rakhigarhi in Hissar, Haryana is an important site belonging to this civilization and it needs to be 

understood in very broader aspects. Rakhigarhi was first reported by Prof. Suraj Bhan in 1960s 

then Pre-Harappan attribute were identified by Dr. Silak Ram. Excavation at this site was carried 

by Dr. Amrendra Nath1 (Ref- Nath 1999, 2000, 2001, 2014, 2015, 2017). Later on Prof. Vasant Shinde 

excavated in 2014-162 (Ref- Shinde 2013-14, 2015-16, 2018, 2019). This is also claimed to be largest 

Harappan site of the continent if the nearby mounds falling in different villages are also added to 

this. 

mailto:amitrshahi@gmail.com
mailto:drravindransingh@gmail.com
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Fig. No. 1: Hissar District Map (Source: mapofindia.com) 

Methodology for survey 

There is a long record of surveys in this area since Suraj Bhan’s survey work. The extensive 

surveys have been done by several agencies and individuals in the Rakhigarhi and its proximity.  

The first survey on archaeological ground couldn’t be traced yet. A list and compilation of these 

survey works have been provided by Chakrabarti and Saini in 2009, after this the best available 

example of survey is the Land, Water and Settlement (A collaboration between Banaras Hindu 

University and University of Cambridge) project. Under this were conducted Rakhigarhi Hinter 

land Survey in 2009-10, Ghaggar Hinterland Survey in 2010-11 and Two Rains Survey in 2017-19. 

These reports have been published and have widely utilized GIS and other system3 (Ref- Singh et 

al. 2009, 2010, 2011, 2018, and 2019). 

Hissar, Fatehabad and Sirsa were one district with name Hissar earlier but now they are three 

districts in Haryana. Fatehabad and Hissar are important from the point of view of Harappan 

Culture and Civilization, basically they are part of Eastern territory of the Harappans. In Sirsa No 

Harappan Site has yet been confirmed. Although the cultural sequence of the region begins from 

Mesolithic to Modern times.  
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Technique and Approach: Authors have conducted survey of the lesser visited part and tried to 

understand the archaeology of the region in comprehensive manner. In this work, village to 

village survey approach and digital documentation has been tried. Google maps and Google earth 

imagery has been utilized to understand the region before moving to the field. Fixed parameters 

have been used to record the field data. These are Name/Region, Geo-coordinates, 

Length/Width/Height/Shape and orientation of the archaeological site, Nature of preservation, 

closest village/water source, nearby sites and distance, personal observation and specificity of the 

site including a rough sketch map having site location w.r.t. Village, Pathways, permanent 

markers on site and rough shape of the site. GPS GARMIN etrex was used to take the geo-

coordinates. In Some cases Google earth Images were also taken at site for comparative study for 

the assessment of damage and status of site.   A systematic plotting of the archaeological location 

has been done on printed maps and on digital maps on hand held GPS and Mobile in field.  

The archaeological site was defined in the following manner. There should at least be 5 diagnostic 

potsherds or artifacts spread in 100 sq. Meter area so that it can be called an archaeological site. 

Site preservation status is assessed with the three major categories, High, Medium and Low. These 

categories are based on height of mound, landscape and surface observation. A high preserved 

site is that which has no disturbance on surface and whose shape and orientation is clearly 

recognized. Low preserved site is site with lots of disturbance on surface and orientation and 

shape are very confusing. Sometimes recently flattened sites give different status. Threat level is 

also assessed for the three broad categories. This is also explained as High, Medium and Low. 

High threat sites are the site which are being damaged or earth is about to be removed or 

permanently disturbed. Its condition in future can also be accessed through talk with owners or 

authorities. Medium threat can be assigned to the site which is leveled or disturbed to some extant 

but not much and in near future the site will not be disturbed. Low threat can be assigned to the 

sites which are not occupied by permanent structure and no chances of removal of earth from the 

mound in near future. But this is the guideline for the assessment of threat and state of 

preservation.  

Since the region has other important excavated sites viz. Masudpur, Lohari Ragho, Khanak, etc., 

the possible comparative study is necessary before analyzing the material remains recovered from 

various sites. 

List of Archaeological Sites in Hissar (Self Explored) 

S. 

No.  

Site 

Name 

Latitude Longitud

e 

size 

in 

Ha 

Ground 

height 

in m 

Cultural 

Sequence 

Preser--

vation 

Threat 

Level 

Reference 

1.  Ajitpura 29.066667 76.083403 1 0 Medieval low High  

2.  Badala I 29.120556 76.158056 2.5 0.5 LH, 

Historical 

Medium High  
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3.  Badala II 29.105278 76.164444 8 0.5 LH, 

Medieval 

Medium High  

4.  Bhatala I 29.182778 75.927222 1.5 1 LH, 

Medieval 

low Medium IAR 1980-

81 

5.  Bhatala II 29.170833 75.904722 2 6 LH, 

Medieval 

Medium Low  

6.  Bhatol-

Rangaran 

29.108333 76.098056 4 1 Late 

Harappan

, PGW, 

Medieval 

low Medium Sandeep 

2006 

7.  Chamar 

Khera 

29.511667 75.798333 2 1.5 Historical, 

Medieval 

medium Medium  

8.  ChanduK

heri 

29.406667 75.990278 2 0.4 Medieval low Medium Singh et 

al. 2010 

9.  Chitain I 29.558611 75.912222 15 9 Historical, 

Medieval 

medium High  

10.  Chitain II 29.566389 75.911667 2 0 Historical, 

Medieval 

low High  

11.  Data I 29.221944 76.020278 3 1 Historical, 

Medieval 

Medium High Kumar 

2009, 

Singh et 

al. 2010 

12.  Data II 29.229444 76.008611 4 1 EH Medium medium Singh et 

al. 2010 

13.  Data III 29.237778 76.007778 1 1 Historical Medium High Singh et 

al. 2010 

14.  Data IV 29.228333 76.011944 9 1 EH,MH,L

H 

low High Singh et 

al. 2010 

15.  Data V 29.241389 76.241111 4 2 MH, 

Historical 

Medium medium Singh et 

al. 2010 

16.  Dhanderi 

I 

29.067778 75.889722 1 1 Medieval low Low  

17.  Dhanderi 

II/ 

Mamman

pura 

29.072222 75.905833 0 0 Not 

Found 

anything 

low High IAR 1980-

81 

18.  Dandheri 

III 

ChanduP

29.056389 75.905833 1 2 Medieval low High Singh et 

al. 2010 



Indian Journal Of Archaeology, Vol. 4, No. 4, (2020), 21-61 / Amit Ranjan & Ravindra Nath Singh 
 

25 

ittar 

Temple 

19.  Depal 

Khera 

29.0725 75.900278 3 3 Medieval low High  

20.  Durjanpu

r Khera 

29.455833 76.017222 6 2 Early 

Historical, 

Medieval 

high medium Chakrabar

ti and 

Saini 2009 

21.  Gamra I 29.280278 76.09 3.5 0 EH,MH,E

arly 

Historical 

low Medium Possehl 

1999, 

Chakrabar

ti and 

Saini 2009 

22.  Gamra II 29.285833 76.083056 1 0.5 MH,LH Medium Medium Possehl 

1999; 

Kumar 

2009; 

Singh et 

al. 2010 

23.  Gamra III 29.291667 76.099722 1 0 PGW, 

Early  

Historical,

Medieval 

low High V.Kumar 

2003 

24.  Gopal Ki 

Dhani 

29.5325 75.786111 0 1 Medieval Medium High  

25.  Hansawa

la 

29.5325 75.883889 9 1 Historical, 

Medieval 

Medium Low  

26.  Jakhod 

Khera I 

29.2075 75.563056 2.5 2 Early 

Medieval 

Medium Low V. Kumar 

2007 

27.  Jakhod 

Khera II 

29.215 75.560556 6 3 Early 

historical 

high Low V. Kumar 

2007 

28.  JeetPura 29.190278 76.077778 2.5 0 EH,LH,M

H 

low High Sandeep 

2006 

29.  Kajal 29.2 76.05 4 2 LH, Early 

Medieval 

Medium Medium Possehl 

1999; 

Kumar 

2009; 

Singh et 

al. 2010 

30.  KharakP

unia 

Khera 

29.354444 76.004444 3 1 LH,Medie

val 

low High  
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31.  Kharkhar

a 

29.2 75.875 1 0.3 Historical low High  

32.  KheriGan

gan 

29.143889 76.036667 2 1 Late 

Medieval 

Medium High  

33.  KhairiTh

eh I 

29.485556 75.77 10 3 Medieval high Low  

34.  KhairiTh

eh II 

29.468333 75.788056 15 3 Historical high Low  

35.  Khedar 29.372778 75.883333 3 1.5 EH, MH, 

PGW 

Medium Low  

36.  Lohari 

Ragho II 

29.266667 76.066667   Finished ? ? Singh et 

al. 2010 

37.  Lohari 

Ragho III 

29.258333 76.060278 10 1.5 EH,MH, 

Early 

Historic 

Medium Medium Possehl 

1999; 

Kumar 

2009; 

Singh et 

al. 2010 

38.  Majra I 29.189444 76.1225 1.5 0.5 Early 

Historic, 

Medieval 

Low High Chakrabar

ti and 

Saini 2009; 

Singh et 

al. 2010 

39.  Majra II 29.184722 76.1075 1 0.5 LH Low High Possehl 

1999; 

Kumar 

2009; 

Singh et 

al. 2010 

40.  Masudpu

r II 

29.242778 75.983333 1.8 0 LH   Possehl 

1999; 

Singh et 

al. 2010 

41.  Masudpu

r III 

29.230556 75.985556 1.7 0 Pre 

Harappan

, LH 

  Possehl 

1999; 

Singh et 

al. 2010 

42.  Masudpu

r IV 

29.236944 75.981111 1 0 LH   Possehl 

1999; 

Singh et 
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al. 2010 

43.  Mehnda I 29.047222 76.063889 0.5 3 Early 

Medieval 

Medium High  

44.  Moth 

Rangaran 

29.233611 76.093889 1.5 0 Early 

Historical, 

Medieval 

Low High Singh et 

al. 2010 

45.  Mundhal

Khurd 

29.0975 76.188333 6 0 Late 

Harappan

, 

Medieval, 

Low High  

46.  Nachar 29.465278 76.033889 20 8 Historical, 

Medieval 

High Low Chakrabar

ti and 

Saini 2009 

47.  Partan 29.566389 75.845 2 3.5 Historical, 

Medieval 

   

 

 

48.  Puthi I 29.073611 76.272222 8 4 Early 

Historical, 

Medieval 

High High Sandeep 

2006 

49.  PuthiMa

ngal 

Khan 

29.038056 75.9375 1 1.5 Historical, 

Medieval 

   

50.  Rohnat 29.000833 75.910833 3 0.5 Medieval Low High  

51.  SahuThe

h 

29.478333 75.84 3 2 Late 

Historical, 

Medieval 

High Medium  

52.  Sarhera I 29.373056 75.975833 1.2 0.5 EH, MH Medium Low Singh et 

al. 2010 

53.  Sarhera II 29.391389 75.963889 4.5 1.5 EH, MH High Medium Singh et 

al. 2010 

54.  Sarhera 

III 

29.391389 75.966667 0.5 0 MH Low High Singh et 

al. 2010 

55.  Singhwa

Khas I 

28.997222 76.231944 1.25 0 EH, LH, 

Medieval 

Low Low Sandeep 

2006 

56.  Singhwa

Khas II 

29.018889 76.245556 4.5 3 LH, 

Historical 

High High Sandeep 

2006 

57.  Siswal 29.210833 75.511111 2 -2 EH, MH Low High Bhan 1967 

58.  Siswala 29.103333 75.555278 4 2 Medieval, 

Historical 

Medium Low V.Kumar 

2007 

59.  Sisar 29.079167 76.136111 2 0 Medieval Low Low V.Kumar 
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2007 

60.  Uklanam

andiMug

halpuraP

anchgra

miTheh 

29.516944 75.868056 30 15 Historical, 

Medieval 

 

High Low  

Table: Self Explored Sites in Hissar 

25 sites of this survey are new to add the available survey list. 20 Medieval sites, 10 Historical 

sites, 1 PGW sites, 4 Late Harappan, 1 MH, 1 EH sites are new addition in chronology. 9 sites are 

Historical, Medieval. 4 Late Harappan and Medieval sites, Late Harappa and historical are 1, 1 site 

is having Early Harappan, Mature Harappan and PGW sequence.  Maximum number of sites 

added is of medieval period. There is a basic reason behind this. Single cultural sites of medieval 

period were not reported in earlier works.  

 

Fig. No. 2: Google Earth Image of the site visited during the survey work 

Brief Description of Archaeological Sites: 

1. Ajitpura: Geo-Coordinates 29o04’00’’ N 76o05’50’’ E.  Elevation 712 Feet. This site is a camp site close to 

village Sisar and is around 0.25 Ha in size, oriented North-South and its level with surrounding area. 

Pumping station is installed on the site. A canal passes through site. There is no visible structural 

remains. The ceramic industry found is of medieval times. The site is poorly preserved and under high 

threat from leveling for ease in irrigation. (Plate I) 
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Plate I: Ajitpura: View From East Side, Observe Elevated Section and Mound 

2. Badala-I: Geo-Coordinates 29o07’14’’N and 76o 09’29”E. Elevation 672 Feet. The village 

Badala is located at a distance of about 20 Km north-east of Hansi town.  A small road from Jind-

Bhiwani road leads to the village.  There are two archeological sites within the revenue 

jurisdiction of the village.   

The site Badala I is located about 1.5Km East of the village.  This site measures approximately 2.5 

Ha and its level with surrounding area.  This site is locally known as Kheri. The ceramic industries 

found are of Late Harappan and Historical. This site is medium preserved and under high threat. 

3. Badala-II: Geo-Coordinates 29o06’19”N and 76o09’ 52’’E; Elevation 670 Feet.  The site lies 

about 2 Km south-east of the village and Bass-Bhataul approach road passes throw the southern 

part of the site. This site is spread over an area of about 8 Ha.  Except the southern part the whole 

area of the site is under cultivation.  The brick kiln is destroying the site. The ceramic Industries 

found are of Late Harappan and Medieval period.  Faience bangle and Terracotta areca nut 

shaped beads were collected from the site during the explorations. It is well preserved and under 

medium threat. 

4. Bhatala I: Geo-Coordinates29o10’58’’ N and 75o55’ 38’’ E; Elevation- 698 ft. The village is 8 

Km North of Hansi on Barwala road. The mound with respect to village is in south at a distance of 

almost 2 Km. Height of the mound is 1 meter and its area is 1.5 Ha. Pot sherds and faience chips 

were collected from the mound. The ceramic industries found is Medieval and Late Harappan4 

(Ref- IAR 1980-81). 

5. Bhatala II: Geo-Coordinates 29o10’15’’ N and 75o54’ 17E; Elevation- 720 ft. The mound lies 

south-west of village at a distance of 500 m. Mound is having height of about 6 m. Ceramic 
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industries found are Late Harappan and medieval period. The site covers only 2 Ha of 100 Ha 

dune. Sand dune is oriented in North-West, South-East direction. The mound is well preserved 

and threat is low. 

6. Bhatol-Rangran: Geo-Coordinates 29o06’30”N and 76o05’53’’E.The village is located at about 

15 Km north east of Hansi Road.  A road from National Highway No. 10, near village Shorkhi 

leads to the village.  There is an archeological site about 200 meter north of the village.  This site 

falls under the barren land.  The land is under the jurisdiction of the Panchayat of village.  This 

site measures about 4 Ha and is about 1 meter high from the surrounding ground level.  This site 

yielded remains of Late Harappan, PGW and Medieval period. The state of preservation of site is 

low and threat to it is high (Plate II) 

 

Plate II: Bhatol: Site under Plough, Tiny Bits Are In Soil 

7. Chamar Khera: Geo-Coordinates 29o30’ 42’’ N and 75o 47’ 54’’E.This is a small mound of 2 Ha. Some 

parts in west are 1.5 meter high. A majar is located on the site. The site is under cultivation. The ceramic 

industries found are of early historical and medieval period. The site is moderately preserved and there 

is medium threat to it (Plate III) 
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Plate III: Chamar Khera: Site In Maize Field 

8. Chandu Kheri: Geo-Coordinates E. 75o59’25’’ N 29o24’24’’ Elevation 679 feet. The site lies on 

Kharkhara – Mathloda road.  The site is level ground with 2 Ha area oriented in North-South direction. 

Southern portion of the site is 0.4 m high. Main mound and maximum part of the site has been 

removed. The ceramic industry found is of medieval period. Its state of preservation is low and threat is 

high (Plate IV, XL). 

 

Plate IV: Chandu Kheri: Road and Site, Mark the Cut of Site To Make Road 
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Plate XL: Ceramics from Chandu Kheri 

9. Chitain I: Geo-Coordinates 29033’31’’ N 75054’44’’ E; Elevation 709 Feet. There are two mounds in the 

village. It has an area of 15 Ha. Central part of mound is 8-9 m high. A part of mound is occupied. The 

glass bangles, beads of agate, pieces of agate and quartz materials are found on the mound. The 

structural remains are found on the mound. The ceramic industries found are of early historical and 

medieval period. The state of preservation is high and threat is also high (Plate V). 

 

Plate V: Chitain I: View From Top of Mound to West Side, Mark Slope 



Indian Journal Of Archaeology, Vol. 4, No. 4, (2020), 21-61 / Amit Ranjan & Ravindra Nath Singh 
 

33 

10. Chitain II: Geo-Coordinates 29033’59’’ N 75054’42’’ E Elevation 689 Feet. The area of the mound is 2 

Ha. The mound has two fired brick walls and a modern well (Plate VI) 

 

Plate VI: Chitain II: Well Of Historical/Medieval Times Appeared In Soil Removal, Mark the Section Behind Well 

11. Data I: Geo-Coordinates 29’13’’19” N 76’01’13” E, Elevation- 718 feet. This site is situated at a distance 

of 3 km from Masudpur on the left side of Sisai road towards Shaladheri village. Locally this site is 

identified as Gaushala. The area of the mound is 3 Ha and the height is 1 m. The village is located on 

the mound. Many house structures have been built from lakhori bricks. There is a small pond in the 

village and a well dated 1850 AD5 (Ref- IAR 1980-81, Ajay Kumar 2001, Singh et. al 2010) 

 

12. Data II: Geo-Coordinates 29013’46” N 76000’31” E, Elevation- 710 feet. This site located 2.50 km from 

Data Goshala on kachha way. This mound is situated on Data to Sisai road around 6 km from the Data 

village. Area of the rectangular mound is 4 Ha and its height is 1 m. The ceramic industry is Harappan. 

This is also called Masudpur X in RHS survey6 (Ref- Singh et al. 2010) 

 

13. Data III: Geo-Coordinates 29014’16” N 76000’28” E, Elevation- 724 feet.  This is a small mound less than 

1 Ha called Tharukhera. This mound is flat with few pot sherds. This is a historical site with poor 

preservation and high threat. This is also called Masudpur IX in RHS survey7 (Ref- Singh et al. 2010). 

 

14. Data IV: Geo-Coordinates 29013’42” N 76000’43’’ E; Elevation- 714 feet. This mound is 3 km from Data 

village. This is a big mound of 8-9 Ha, moderately preserved with high threat. The ceramic industries 

found are Early, Mature and Late Harappan8 (Ref- Singh et al. 2010) 
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15. Data V: Geo-Coordinates 29014’ 29” N 760014’ 28” E; Elevation- 716. Area of the mound is 4 Ha and 

height is 2 m. Site is in 5 km south of village. The ceramic industries found are Mature Harappan & 

Historical period9 (Ref- Singh et al. 2010) 

16. Dhanderi I: Geo-Coordinates 290 04’ 04’’ N and 750 53’23’’ E, Elevation 713 feet.  This is on 

Sultanpur-Dhanderi village. The site lies to the north-east side of the village. Area of the 

mound is 1 Ha and height is 1 m. The ceramic industry found is of medieval period (Plate VII) 

 

Plate VII: Dandheri: Flattened Site under Honey Farm 

17. Dhanderi II: Geo-Coordinates290 04’ 20’’ N and 750 54’21’’E. Elevation- 702 feet. The mound is 

called Mammanpura. The site is almost destroyed. It was earlier reported in IAR 1980-81. The 

early historical bricks have been reported from this site. The state of preservation is low and 

threat is high (Plate XLI) 
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Plate XLI: Ceramics from Dhanderi II 

18. DandheriIII (Chandupitra temple): Geo-Coordinates 29o03’23’’N 75o54’21’’ E; Elevation 706 

Feet. Area of the mound is 1 Ha and height is 2m. It lies to the east of the road going to Puthi 

village having a modern memorial temple of local hero Mangal Khan. The ceramic industry 

found is of medieval period (Plate VIII) 

 

Plate VIII: DandheriChanduPitra: Temple on Slightly Elevated Mound 

19. Daulatpur Khera: Geo-Coordinates 29027’21” N. 76001’02” E, Elevation- 737 feet. The mound lies to 

the west of village Daulatpur near the road going to Litani. Mound is divided by kachha cart track. The 

area of the mound is 6 Ha and its height is 2 m. The mound has been cut to make a circular water tank 
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of 75 m diameter. Find of the antiquities is scanty. The ceramic industries found are of early historical 

and medieval period. Site is well preserved and under medium threat. (Plate X, XLII) 

 

Plate X: Daulatpur: View From Road Side, Observe the Expose Section And Height 

 

Plate XLII: Ceramics from Daulatpur 

20. Depal Khera: Geo-Coordinates29o04’21’’N 75o54’01’’E; Elevation- 709 Feet. The mound is near 

secondary school. The area is 3 Ha, height is 3 m and its orientation is along East-West axis. The site has 

been disturbed for agriculture. When we visited jute is being grown in the field. It is used for 

cultivation. The ceramic industry found is of Early Medieval period. (Plate IX) 
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Plate IX: Depal Khera: Site under Cotton Field Slightly Elevated 

21. Gamra I: Geo-Coordinates 29° 16' 49’’ N and 76° 5 ' 24’’ E, Elevation-710 ft. The village is located at a 

distance of about 10 kms north-west of Narnaund. There are three ancient sites falling in the 

jurisdiction of the village. The site-I is situated about 1 km. The area of the mound is 3.5 Ha. The site is 

partially under cultivation. The ceramic industries found are of pre Harappan, Harappan, late 

Harappan and early historic times.  

 

22. Gamra II: Geo-Coordinates 29° 17'09’’ N and 76° 4 ' 59’’ E,Elevation-713ft. The mound is located about 

3 km west of the village on kuchcha trackwhich go to Lohari Ragho. The mound known as ardhi or khera. 

Its area is 1 Ha and height is 0.5 m. The mound is partly under cultivation. The ceramic industries 

found are of Harappan and late Harappan. The site has yielded the pot-sherds of storage jars, basins, 

vases, bowls, bangles of TC & faience and fired cakes.  

 

23. Gamra III: Geo-Coordinates 29° 17' 30’’ N and 76° 5' 59’’ E; Elevation-716 ft. The mound is located 0.8 

km to the north-east to the village. Locally the site is known as bani. The area of mound is 1 Ha. At 

present kairand kiker trees can be seen in large number on it. The site has yielded the pot- sherds of 

storage jars, vases, bowls, basins etc. of early historic and medieval times10 (Ref- Kumar 2009). Earlier 

PGW was reported on the site.  

 

24. GopalkiDhani: Geo-Coordinates 29o31’57”N and 75o47’10’’E. Elevation- 710 feet. The mound is covered 

with horny shrubs. It is of medieval period (Plate XI) 



Indian Journal Of Archaeology, Vol. 4, No. 4, (2020), 21-61 / Amit Ranjan & Ravindra Nath Singh 
 

38 
 

 

Plate XI: Gopal Ki Dhani: Exposed Section On Road With Pottery 

25. Hansawala: Geo-Coordinates 29o31’57”N and 75o53’02’’E. Elevation- 715 feet. The site is situated on the 

road to Madanpura. The area of the mound is 9 Ha. Some parts of it are 1 m high. The state of 

preservation is low and threat is low. The ceramic industries found are of early historical and medieval 

period (Plate XII) 

 

Plate XII: Hansawala: Site Under Cotton Field 
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26. Jakhod khera-I: Geo-Coordinates29o12’27’’ N and 75o 33’47’’ E; Elevation-690 feet. The village is 

situated about 21 Km west of Hissar on Hissar-Adampur road. The site is located about 500 m south of 

the village. The mound is under cultivation. The area of mound is 2.5 Ha and its height is 2 m.  The 

ceramic industry found is of medieval period. The state of preservation is medium and the threat is also 

medium (Plate XIII) 

 

Plate XIII: Jakhod Khera I: Site And Exposed Section, Mark Earth Removal, East Side 

27. Jakhod khera-II: Geo-Coordinates 29o12’ 54’’ N and 75o 33’ 38’’ E. Elevation-693 feet. The site is located 

about 1 Km west of the village in Gram ShamlatZameen. The area of Theh mound is 6 Ha and its height is 

3 m. Early historical pottery is found from the mound.  

28. Jeet Pura: Geo-Coordinates 29o11’25”N and 76o04’40’’E. The village Jeet Pura is situated at a 

distance of 10 Km to the north east of Hansi town. Western part of the site falls in the village 

Garhi.  Northern part of the site falls in the village Kharkhara and the eastern part of the site falls 

in the village JeetPura.  The site is located at about 1 Km west of the village.  The site is locally 

known as Kheri.  The area of the mound is 2.5 Ha.  The mound is under cultivation. The ceramic 

industries found are of Early Harappan, Mature Harappan and late Harappan period. Besides 

pottery the antiquities found from the site are triangular and circular t.c. cakes, wheels, beads, 

balls, pieces of faience bangles, stone balls, pestles, etc. This is poorly preserved site with high 

threat level. 

29. Kajal: Geo-Coordinates 29012’00” N 76003’00” E, Elevation- 702 feet. The village Kajal is 

located about 16 kms north-east of Hansi. The mound is called Kajal khera or Dobi khera. It is partly 

inhabited and partly under cultivation. The area of the mound is 4 Ha and its height is 2 m. The 
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ceramics industries found are of late Harappan and early medieval period. The state of 

preservation is medium and threat is high. 

30. KhairiTheh I: Geo-Coordinates29o29’08’’ N 75o46’12’E; Elevation 718 Feet. The area of the rectangular 

mound is 10 Ha and height is 3m. The ceramic industry found is of medieval period. The site is under 

high threat (Plate XIV) 

 

Plate XIV: KhairiI : Site from North Side, Mark the vertical Exposed Section And Soil Removal 

31. KhairiTheh II: Geo-Coordinates 29o28 ’6’’N 75o47’17’’E.  Elevation 730 Feet. The site lies 1.8 KM 

South-East of Khairi Village. The area of the rectangular mound is 15 Ha and its height is 3 m. Brick 

walls are found on the mound. The ceramic industries found are of early historical and medieval 

Period. The state of preservation is good and threat is medium (Plate XV) 
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Plate XV: Khairi II: Site From East View, Mark the Elevating Mound 

32. Kharkhara: Geo-Coordinates 29o12’ 00’’ N and 75o 52’30’’ E The village is situated about 19 Km north-

east of Hissar on Hissar-Chanot link road. There is an ancient site about 3 Km north-east of the village. 

The mound is known as Tiba. The mound is under cultivation. The area of the mound is 4.75 Ha and its 

height is 10 m. The ceramic industries found are of early historical and medieval Period. The state of 

preservation is good and threat is low (Plate XVI) 

 

Plate XVI: Kharakhara: Elevated Mound and Exposed Section, East Side 

33. KharakPunia Khera: Geo-Coordinates29o21’16’’N 76o00’ 16’’ E. Elevation 730 Feet. The area of the 

mound is 8-9 Ha and its height is 0.1 m. The ceramic industry found is of late Harappan period. The 

state of preservation is low and threat is high (Plate XVII) 
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Plate XVII: KharakPunia Khera: Most Elevated part Preserved under Tree and Shrubs 

34. Khedar I: Geo-Coordinates 29o22’22’’N 75o53’00’’E; Elevation 788 Feet. The mound lies 2 KM from the 

main road. The area of the mound is 3 Ha and height is 1.5 m. A modern irrigation canal passes 

through side of the side. The ceramic industries found are of Early Harappan, mature Harappan and 

PGW period. The state of preservation is low (Plate XVIII, XIX, XLIII, XLIV) 

 

Plate XVIII: Khedar : East View, Observe the Elevated Mound 
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Plate XIX:Khedar:  View From Top to South Side 

 

Plate XLIII: Ceramics from Khedar I 
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Plate XLIV: Ceramics from Khedar 

35. KheriGangan: Geo-Coordinates 29o08’38’’N 76o02’12’’E.  Elevation 714 Feet.  The mound lies 1 

Km to the East from Village. The area of the mound is 3.5 Ha and it height is 1m. The mound is 

under cultivation. The ceramic industry found is of late medieval Period. The state of 

preservation is low and threat is high (Plate XX) 

 

Plate XX: KheriGangan: Site Under Ploughed Field, North View 

36. Lohari Ragho II: This site has been destroyed11 (Ref- Singh et al. 2015) 12 (Ref- Garge 2005).  
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37. Lohari Ragho III: Geo-Coordinates 29° 15' 30’’ N and 76° 3' 37’’ E Elevation -711 ft. The 

mound is at a distance of 3 Km from the village. The rectangular site has an area of 10 Ha and east-

west orientation. The mound is under cultivation. Scattered potsherds must have been disturbing 

to crop yield. A large number of potsherds and stone objects were kept aside to make band on 

field. The ceramic industries found are of early historic, Early Harappan, Mature Harappan and 

late Harappan. The state of preservation of the mound is good and threat is high (XXI) 

 

Plate XXI: Lohari Ragho III, Mark the Exposed Section, South-East View 

38. Majra I: Geo-Coordinates 29011’22” N 76007’21” E, Elevation- 716 feet. The Village is located 

at a distance of 5 kms. The site I is situated about 1 km to the south to the village. The mound is 

known as Ujadna khera. The area of the mound is 1.5 Ha and height is 0.5 m. The mound is under 

cultivation. The ceramic industries found are of early historical and medieval period. It has 

yielded the pot-sherd of storage jars, vases, bowls, lids etc. of early historical and medieval period. 

Some antiquities also collected from the piece of terracotta bangles, beads etc. The state of 

preservation of the mound is low and threat is high (Plate XLV) 
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Plate XLV: Ceramics from Majra I 

39. Majra II: Geo-Coordinates 29011’5” N. 76006” 27’’ E, Elevation- 716 feet.The mound locally 

known as Kabristan is situated about 1. 5 kms west of the village. The area of the mound is 1 

Ha. It is under cultivation. The ceramic industry found are of late Harappan period and 

Painted Grey Ware. Pot-sherds of storage jars, vases, part of Handi and faience bangle were 

collected from the site. The state of preservation is low and threat is high (Plate XLVI) 

 

Plate XLVI: Ceramics from Majra II 

40. Masudpur II: Geo-Coordinates 29014’34” N. 75059’00” E, Elevation- 715 feet. The site Masudpur II is 

assigned by RHS 201013 (Ref- Singh et al. 2010) is located about 3 kms to the north of the village. The 

mound is known as Sunarawala khera and is under cultivation. The area of the mound is 1.8 Ha. The 
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ceramic industry found is of late Harappan period. The antiquities found from the site are circular t.c. 

cakes, a faience ball and bangle pieces. 

 

41. Masudpur III: Geo-Coordinates 29013’50” N. 75059’08” E, Elevation- 708 feet. The mound is located 

about one km to the east of the village. The mound is under cultivation and known as Mamanwala khera. 

Its area is 1.7 Ha. The ceramic industries found are of early Harappan and late Harappan period. The 

triangular and circular t.c. cakes are the antiquities collected from the site during the course of 

explorations14 (Ref- Singh et al. 2010). 

 

42. Masudpur IV: Geo-Coordinates29014’13” N. 75058’52” E, Elevation- 711 feet. The mound is situated 

about two kms to the north of the village known as Sadhana khera. The area of the mound is 1 Ha. IThe 

ceramic industry found is late Harappan. The antiquities found from the site include triangular & 

circular t.c. cakes, wheel and pieces of faience and terracotta bangle (Plate XXII). 

 

Plate XXII: Masudpur VII, Exposed Section in Left Mound 

43. Mehnda: Geo-Coordinates 29o02’50’’ N 76o03’50’’ E Elevation 709 Feet. The mound lies on North-South 

axis and is partly inhabited and has an area of about 1 Ha. Its height varies from 3 m to 1 m from east to 

west. There is a temple on the mound. Some metal objects was recovered while in construction of the 

temple which was later submitted to local administration. The ceramic industry found is of late 

medieval period (XXXIII). 
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Plate XXIII: Mehnda: Dry pond and Site, Observe Cut from Top of Mound, North View 

44. Moth-Rangaran: Geo-Coordinates 29014’ 1” N76005’ 38” E. Elevation- 716 feet.The village is located at 

a distance of about 4 kms west of Narnaund. The mound known as khera lies 1.5 kms east of the Village. 

The area of the mound is 1.6 Ha and is under cultivation. The ceramic industries found are of early 

historical and medieval period. Sandeep found potsherds of vases, bowls and three Yaudheya coins 

from the site15 (Ref- Sandeep 2005). 

 

45. MundhalKhurd: Geo-Coordinates 29o00’51’’ N76o11’18’’ E; Elevation 718 Feet. The area of the mound 

is 6 Ha and it lies along North-South axis. Few worn-out pot sherds were collected. The ceramic 

industries found are of Late Harappan, medieval and modern period. Local residents informed that 

there was a mound which has been dug out a few decades back. The state of preservation is low and 

threat is high (XXIV).  

 

Plate XXIV: MundhalKhurd: Site Under Ploughed Field, Opposite of Settlement 
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46. Nachar: Geo-Coordinates 29o27’55’’N76o02’02’’E; Elevation 662 Feet. Durjanpur is in Jind district and 

Nachar is in Hissar District. The area of the rectangular mound is 20 Ha and the height is 8 m. The 

ceramic industry found is PGW. An image of 9th-10thCE is kept in the temple situated on the mound. 

Prof. D.K. Chakrabarti found antiquities of late Harappan, PGW and Historical period here16 (Ref- 

Chakrabarti and Saini 2009). (XXV, XXVI) 

 

Plate XXV:  Nachar: Site View From East Side, Mark Elevating Mound 

 

Plate XXVI:  Nachar: Exposed Section with Brick Bats, West Side 
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47. Partan: Geo-Coordinates 29033’59” N. 75050’42” E, Elevation- 749 feet. The area of the 

mound is 3 Ha and height is 10 feet. The ceramic industries found are of historical and medieval 

period. It is well preserved on the western side and almost destroyed in the east (Plate XXVII) 

 

Plate XXVII: Partan: Temple on Site, East View 

48. Puthi: Geo-Coordinates 29o04’25”N and 76o16’20”E.Elevation- 710 feet. The village Puthi is 

located at about 35 Km north east of Hansi town.  The site is located at about 3 Km east of the 

village on the sand dunes. Its area is 8 Ha and height is 4 m. It is under cultivation.  The ceramic 

industries found are of Early Historic, Historical and Medieval times. A good numbers of 

complete Kushana bowls were recovered from the site. (Plate XXVIII) 

 

Plate XXVIII:  Puthi: Mound and Site Under Field, East Side 
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49. PuthiMangal Khan: Geo-Coordinates 29o02’17”N and 75o56’15”E. Elevation- 710 feet. The 

mound is inhabited. A small temple and ashram is being constructed in the village. The area of the 

mound is 1 Ha and height is 1.5 m. The ceramic industries found are of historical and medieval 

Period. The state of preservation is low and threat is high (Plate XXIX) 

 

Plate XXIX:  PuthiMangal Khan: Site In Ploughed Field, Mark the Elevated area Which Is Left In Tracks Only 

50. Rohnat: Geo-Coordinates E. 75o54’39’’ N 29o00’03’’ Elevation 706 Feet. The area of the mound is 6 Ha 

and height is 0.5 m. The ceramic industry found is of medieval Period. The state of preservation is poor 

and threat is high. (Plate XXX) 

 

Plate XXX:  Rohnat: Flattened Site with A Small Pile Left 



Indian Journal Of Archaeology, Vol. 4, No. 4, (2020), 21-61 / Amit Ranjan & Ravindra Nath Singh 
 

52 
 

51. SahuTheh: Geo-Coordinates E. 75o50’24’’ N 29o28’42’’ Elevation 685 Feet. The area of the mound is 10 

Ha and height is 3m. The brick structures are exposed on the mound and on the sites of the mound. The 

ceramic industries found are of early historical medieval Period. The state of preservation of the mound 

is good and threat is high (Plate XXXI, XLVII) 

 

Plate XXXI:  ShahuTheh: Site View From North-West Side, Mark The Section And Soil Removal 

 

Plate XLVII: Ceramics from SahuTheh 
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52. Sarhera I: Geo-Coordinates 29o22’23’’ N 75o58’33’’E.  Elevation 728 Feet. The area of the rectangular 

mound is 1.2 Ha and height is 2 m. The ceramic industries found are Early and Mature Harappan. 

(Plate XXXII, XLVIII) 

 

Plate XXXII:  Sarhera I: Site under Use, View from Opposite of Main Settlement Of Village 

 

Plate XLVIII: Ceramics from Sarhera I 

53. Sarhera II: Geo-Coordinates 29o23’29’’ N 75o57’50’’E.  Elevation 720 Feet. The area of the mound is 4.5 

Ha and height is 1.5 m. The ceramic industries found are of Early and mature Harappan period (Plate 

XXXIII) 
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Plate XXXIII:  Sarhera II: Mark the Elevation of Mound And Flattened Site, South East View 

54. Sarhera III: Geo-Coordinates 29o23’39’’ N 75o58’00’’E.  Elevation 720 Feet. The mound is located 300 m 

east of the Sarhera I. Presently the mound has been destroyed. In earlier explorations, Mature 

Harappan ceramic industries were reported17 (Ref- Singh et al. 2010) (Plate XXXIV) 

 

Plate XXXIV:  Sarhera III: Site from North Side, Mark the Elevation from Nearby Field 

55. SinghwaKhas- I: Geo-Coordinates 20o59’50”N and 76o13’55”E. The mound is located at a 

distance of 1 Km south of the village. Its area is 1.25 Ha and the mound is under cultivation. The 

ceramic industries found are of Early Harappan, Late Harappan and Medieval period18 (Ref- IAR 

1966-67:17). (Plate XXXV) 
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Plate XXXV:  SinghwaKhas: Ploughed Field Mark Elevation With Nearby Field 

56. SinghwaKhas-II: Geo-Coordinates 29o01’08 N and 76o14’44’’ E, Elevation-723 feet. The 

mound is located at about 1 Km east of the village. This area of mound is 4.5 Ha and height is 3 m. 

The ceramic industries found are of Late Harappan and historical period. 

57. Siswal: Geo-Coordinates 29o12’ 39’’ N and 75o 30’40’’ E. This is a famous excavated site in Haryana and 

Prof. Suraj Bhan excavated this in previous century. The ceramic industries found are of early 

Harappan and mature Harappan period (XXXVI). 

 

Plate XXXVI: Siswal: Pole of Soil Removal, Mark The Ash Layer 
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58. Siswala: Geo-Coordinates 29o06’ 12’’ N and 75o 33’19’’. The mound is located about 500 m north-east of 

the village known as Panchayati Theh. It is under cultivation. The area of the mound is 5 Ha and height 

is 3 m. The ceramic industry found is Early Medieval period. The state of preservation of mound is low 

and threat is high. (XXXVII) 

 

Plate XXXVII:  Siswala: Mound And Dry Pond 

59. Uklanamandi- Mughalpura – PanchgramiTheh: Geo-Coordinates 29o31’01’’ N 75o52’05’’ E 

Elevation 770 Feet. The area of the rectangular mound is 30 Ha and height is 15 m. The ceramic 

industries found are of Historical and medieval period (XXXVIII, XXXIX). 

 

Plate XXXVIII: Uklanamandi- PanchgramiTheh: South View 
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Plate XXXIX: Uklanamandi- PanchgramiTheh: Deep Cut In East Side of Mound 

Rakhigarhi: - (Red Box Symbol are excavated Sites, Pink Circle is Early Harappan, Blue Triangles 

are Mature Harappan, Yellow Star are Late Harappans, Orange Small Square are PGW, Divided 

Blue Circle are Historical and White Hexagon are Medieval). 

 

Fig. No. 3: Google Earth Image of the Concentration of Site and its pattern 
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Discussion and Results: To interpret the data obtained from the survey, the data from earlier 

surveys was taken into account and analysis was done. This data adds to the available work of 

Chakrabarti and Saini19 (Chakrabarti and Saini 2009), Kumar20 (Ref- Kumar 2009), RHS 201021 (Ref- 

Singh et al. 2010), Nath22 (Ref- Nath and Garge 2014) and TRS23 (Ref- Singh et al. 2018). The data 

from this area and whole of Northwest India suggest very interesting chronology. The first settlers 

of the region were Mesolithic cultural people24 (Ref- Nath 2017). The palaeo-channels and dune 

study suggest the heavy fluvial deposition in 8000 to 5000 years BP and weakening of fluvial 

process after 3000 BP25 (Ref- Durcanet al. 2017). The monsoon weakened 4200 Yrs. ago in this area26 

(Ref- Dixit et al. 2014). This decreased the availability of water and subsequent reduction in crop 

yield and trade. There has been some debate over the age of dunes, but this has not yet been 

established. Irrespective of their date, these dunes are likely to have been an important 

geographical factor in the settlement and subsistence strategies used by proto-historic occupants 

of these plains. This gives information about the climatic and environmental conditions under 

which the Indus centers developed, flourished and declined. 

 The Early Harappan centers were scattered perhaps searching the suitable places and 

transforming into urbanism. The excavation results at sites in northwest India depicts it. Present 

survey results agree with the previous works that there is shift of the settlements towards north 

and east of Rakhigarhi27 (Ref- Singh et al 2010, 2018). Since western part is more arid with dunes 

the settlement was not easy in this area and was avoided. In late Harappan times, there are 

smaller scattered settlements which increased in Early Historical times in the form of big mounds. 

Bigger mounds and dense settlement with new cities grew during medieval period.  

 The variation in site numbers suggests that the Mature Harappan period saw a 

centralization of the local Early Harappan population, which then dispersed again during the Late 

Harappan period, which is a pattern that might be predicted for periods of urbanization and de-

urbanization. The survey has also shown that there is considerable change in the location and 

concentration of sites over time. Many of the sites appear to be distributed in linear alignments, 

particularly during the Early, Mature and Late Harappan periods, and also to some extent during 

the PGW and NBPW phases. 

 Taking Northwest India as a whole it is found that the comparative ratio of the size of the 

sites in different period suggest that the biggest site was Rakhigarhi having more than 550 Ha and 

smaller settlements which are large in number have a size below half hectare. The maximum 

number of sites are around 2-4 ha. These small sites are small village. In Haryana and Punjab it is 

observed that the villagers make houses in fields and as the population increases around these 

outlined houses, a new village develops. The small sites of every period are probably hamlets and 

clusters of houses. Essentially they are close to a big settlements. This practice continuous in the 

present times.  
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 Considering the Earliest dates and materials in region the chronology begins from 

Mesolithic at Rakhigarhi, Neolithic at Rakhigarhi and Bhirrana, Early Harappan at Siswal, 

Banawali, Rakhigarhi, Bhirrana, Kunal, Lohari Ragho II, Khanak, Burj, Masudpur I and VII. These 

sites show gradual evolution of the material culture too.  

 Mature Harappan phase is present at almost every site. Some sites show intermingling of 

material of different phases viz. Bhirrana and Khanak have Early and Mature Phase. Banawali, 

Rakhigarhi, Bhirrana, Masudpur I and VII, Lohari Ragho II, have yielded material of Mature or 

Urban Phase. Interestingly Rakhigarhi doesn’t have Late Harappan deposit from excavations. 

Whereas Lohari Ragho in close proximity of Rakhigarhi has a Late Harappan deposit. Late 

Harappan Sites are away from main Mounds or Mature Sites of large size.  

 The PGW settlements spring up immediately after Late Harappans and are close to 

Ghaggar river. No overlap has been identified in any of the excavation in the study area. The 

settlement of PGW are higher in Fatehabad particularly in Kunal- Bhirrana- Burj section where 

they are very few around Rakhigarhi28 (Ref- Singh et al. 2010).  

 Many of the unprotected Harappan period sites in Haryana have been destroyed by 

villagers. The authors visited some sites like Masudpur, Lohari Ragho, UklanamandiTheh, 

Khedar, Kharkhara, Kharak, Sahu etc. several times. These are rapidly being levelled for 

agriculture and making houses. This will destroy, the cultural heritage of the nation. Some sites 

have completely faded out with in a decades for ex. Lohari Ragho III, Khedar III, Sarhera II etc. 

The cause of this destruction is making of roads. An integrated development plan for the ancient 

mounds can save our cultural heritage.  
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Introduction 

The archaeological section of State Museum, Lucknow houses a very large collection of antiquities 

from different parts, most of Uttar Pradesh and India. Most important is the collection from Kankali 

Tila district Mathura U.P. It is the single most collection from one site in whole of India which gives a 

clear picture of the development of Jain art and architecture from 1st B.C. to 7th century A.D. Besides 

this, there is a huge collection of terracotta and copper hoard objects. Author studied the 

archaeological antiquities of the museum between 16th August 2019 and 20th March 2020. The purpose 

of the study was to make available the photographs and description of all the antiquities kept in the 

reserve collection and on display, to the academic world.  

 Author is greatly indebted to the kind and generous support of Shri. Anand Kumar Singh, 

Director U.P. Museum Directorate and State Museum Lucknow, who opened the reserve collection of 

the museum for me and gave special instructions to the officers and staff to extend their full co-

operation. Mr. C. M. Verma, Assistant Director Technical is living encyclopedia of the museum and 

helped me greatly whenever there was need. Mrs. Al Shaz Fatmi, Assistant Director Natural History 

helped me in making bibliography. Mrs. Renu Dubey, Assistant Director Archaeology took great 

pains in opening the reserve collection during the working hours and remained present in dusty, 

stale, humid and unhygienic environment prevailing in the basement of the museum along with her 

colleagues Mrs. Shalini, Custodian of antiquities and Mrs. Manojini Devi, Publication Assistant.  
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History of the Museum: In 1863, Colonel Abbott, then Commissioner Lucknow conceived the 

idea of establishing a repository with the initial aim of collecting the specimens of art and 

manufactures of Awadh and also the items related to habits, custom and mythology of India. Several 

buildings including Seekhchewali Kothi, Tarawali Kothi etc. were considered for the purpose but 

ultimately the choice fell on the Chhoti Chhattar Manzil as the Lal Baradari could not be made available. 

He established a Natural History Municipal Museum in Chhoti Chhattar Manzil in Qaisrabagh, Lucknow 

U.P. (Fig. 1-2) and it was the modest beginning of the Lucknow Museum which now is the oldest and 

the largest multipurpose museum of the state.  

 

 

Fig. No. 1: Chhoti Chhattar Manzil between Gulistan-e-Eram & Kothi Darshan Vilas 
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Fig. No. 2: Chhoti Chhattar Manzil & Kothi Darshan Vilas 

 

Dr. Bonavia was entrusted the task of looking after the building of museum in the honorary capacity 

and a petty monthly sum of Rs. 100/- was allocated from the Municipal funds for its functioning. The 

earlier proposal of the Commissioner to appoint an efficient curator on a monthly salary of Rs. 500/- 

could not find favour of the Government. On resignation of Dr. Bonavia, Mr. Thorpe, late 

Superintendent of Awadh Secretariat, was appointed as Officer In charge in 1877 but he also resigned 

after sometime and Mr. Joyce took over the charge of the Museum. After him, Mr. A. H. Pirie 

functioned as Secretary for a number of years. In 1873, Riddle Museum of Agra was merged in this 

museum. In 1880, some important antiquities were brought here from Allahabad Museum. It 

remained under Municipality till 1883 and in the same year, it was renamed Provincial Museum, 

Lucknow. In 1884, it was shifted to a larger space available in Lal Baradari (Fig. 3) which functioned as 

coronation hall of Nawabs of Awadh. A new management committee was constituted and the 

Commissioner of Lucknow division was appointed as Ex-officio president. The list of additional 

members nominated by Government included names of Allan Octavian Hume, one of the founder of 

National Congress & F. S. Growse, the founder of Mathura Museum. 
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Fig. No. 3: Lal Baradari, Gulistan-e-Eram & Kothi Darshan Vilas 

In a meeting held on February 14, 1884, the committee decided that the museum should have the 

following five departments: Natural History, Ornithology, Physical Science, Economics and 

Archaeology. In due course of time, the sections of Arts and Numismatics were also added. The other 

important resolutions of the committee included proper distribution of the work among the staff, 

restriction on smoking and betel chewing, special arrangements for the admission of female visitors 

and recording the number of visitors. The first year of the Museum in the Lal Baradari recorded about 

ninety thousand visitors. On March 30th 1885, Alois Anton Fuhrer (Fig. 4) was appointed the first 

curator of the museum on a salary of Rs. 250 per month. W. Hoey in a memorandum dated April 8th, 

1886, proposed the publication of half-yearly periodical captioned "Miscellaneous Indica". Hoey 

prepared a report listing the antiquities of the museum which has been referred to as "Hoey's Report" 

in antiquities registers but it is not available at present. A letter dated the 28th June, 1887 from Lt. Col. 

G.D. Pitcher records the following observation about the vigilance of the class IV staff: "The 

appearance of the Museum servants has much improved and they are now a smart, intelligent and 

vigilant set of man. One of them was recommended for a reward by the city magistrate of Lucknow 

for apprehending a young man in the act of opening with a screw-driver a case containing valuable 

exhibits".  
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Fig. No. 4: Alois Anton Fuhrer 

The antiquities obtained after the excavations at Kankali Tila in 1888-89, 1889-90 & 1891-92 were 

brought to this museum. During this period, 1179 antiquities obtained through the excavations of Dr. 

Burgess and Fuhrer at Mathura, were added to the collection. Fuhrer prepared a list of antiquities 

which has been referred to as "Fuhrer's List" in the antiquities registers of the museum but it is not 

available at present. Museum undertook excavations at Ahichhatra, Bareilly U.P. in 1891-92 & nineteen 

hundred fifty four antiquities were added to the museum collection. The antiquities of Kasia 

excavation by Dr. Jean Phillip H. Vogel (Fig. 5) in 1904-05 were brought to the museum. Numerous 

finds from a medieval temple at Allahabad and Allahabad Fort Excavations in 1906-07 were added to 

the collection. During this period only Dr. Vogel again excavated Kasia and the collection from there 

was brought here. Annual report for the year 1904-05 says, “The Taikhanas in Gulistan-e-Eram which 

forms part of the museum, were re-roofed with jack arches carried on rolled steel joints. These 

underground rooms, which are useful as storehouses, hitherto suffered from deficient light and want 

to ventilation. These effects have now become removed by opening out skylights in the walls and 

fixing a number of pavements lights in the roof, and the rooms have now become serviceable as store 

rooms. What is now felt as a pressing want is more space for the Archaeological section. The vaults of 

the Lal Baradari, where that section is now located, are overcrowded”. It also notes, “The total number 

of visitors who entered the museum by the turnstile amounts to 1,39,418 besides 847 Pardanasheen 

women who visited on the 15th day of every month. These figures show an increase of 16,566 visitors 

over the total of the preceding year. The largest attendance on the any single day was on the 23rd 

November 1904, which was the day of the Hindu bathing festival Kartiki-Purnima, when 12,144 

people mostly villagers from the surrounding country visited the museum. The daily average of 

visitors for the year was 446”. Annual report for the year 1905-06 says, “The total number of visitors 

who entered the museum by the turnstile amounts to 1,69,635. This large attendance which exceeds 
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previous records by nearly 25,000, may be attributed partly to the growing popularity of the museum 

and partly to the visit of their Royal Highnesses the Prince and Princess of Wales to Lucknow in 

December last- an event which attracted a large number of visitors to the Awadh capital from distant 

parts of the United Provinces. Seven hundred and sixty-four Pardanasheen visitors were admitted on 

the Zanana days which fall on the 15th of every month. Among distinguished visitors, the Hon’ble 

Lord Curzon of Kedleston visited the museum with his Honour the Lieutenant Governor of these 

provinces on the 3rd April 1905, and her Royal Highness the Prince of Wales on the 26th February, 

1906”.  

 

Fig. No. 5: Dr. Jean P. H. Vogel 

Annual report for the year 1906-07 mentioned that Dr. J. P. H. Vogel, Honorary Curator, was the in 

charge of the Archaeological section of the museum. The report again mentioned that a new building 

for the museum was needed and the overcrowded rooms on the ground floor of Lal Baradari building 

were insufficient to hold the sculptures and inscriptions collected within last 20 years. They were 

practically inaccessible to the student of Archaeology and collection of Zoological specimen as well as 

for Art had suffered from excessive light in the rooms on the first floor. This report further noted that, 

“The total number of visitors who entered the museum through a turnstile amounts to 145,861 

including 1506 pardanashin visitors, for whose admission special arrangements are made on the 15th 

day of every month. The above figures, though showing a decrease of nearly 18000 visitors compared 

with the returns of 1905-06, actually exceed the average of past five years by nearly 10,000, fact which 

establishes the popularity of the institution as a public resort in spite of occasional fluctuations in 

numbers owing to special causes”. In 1907, the museum was transferred to Gulistan-e-Eram. The 

museum was formally organized in the same year with the constitution of a management committee. 

The Calcutta conference of the museum curators of India held in 1907 suggested that the Lucknow 
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museum should have concentrated on Archaeology and numismatics and a separate museum be 

developed for the natural history specimens. It was also recommended that the industrial and 

economic sections should be made over to other departments. Consequently the Government decided 

to restrict the collections of curiosities or ornamental items and also to dispose of some old 

collections. The exhibits of botanical and agricultural interest were also eased to other institutions. As 

a result of this reshuffling the museum retained the sections of Archaeology, Epigraphy, 

Numismatics and Zoology or natural History. The books were transferred to the Public Library 

presently known as Amiru-ud-daula public library but later on the volumes of archaeological and 

numismatic interest were restored to the museum. Annual report for the year 1907-08 mentions that 

museum should have been shifted to a bigger building and Chhoti Chhattar Manzil & Canning college 

were identified as the possible options. The report also noted that, ”The total number of visitors who 

entered the museum through a turnstile amounts to 130,041 including 715 pardanashin visitors, who 

were admitted on the 15th of every month. The largest attendance on single day register on the 19th 

November last which was the day for the Hindu bath festival Kartiki-Purnima, when the number rose 

to 8,475”. Six boxes of antiquities from the excavations from Indor khera were brought to the museum 

in 1908. The catalogue of R. D. Banerjee prepared in 1908-09 mentions four Gandhāra art pieces in the 

museum (Acc. No. B. 227-230). Annual report for the year 1907-08 mentions that Canning college 

building was finally chosen for shifting the museum. The report further notes that, “The total number 

of visitors who entered the museum through a turnstile amounts to 136,253 including 701 pardanashin 

women who were admitted on the 15th day of every month. The above figure closely reaches the 

number registered during the preceding year and may be taken as the yearly average. Towards the 

close of the year museum was twice visited by his Honor the Lieutenant Governor of the provinces. 

On the second occasion, His honor went over the whole museum to judge of its needs as regards 

building accommodation. The question was discussed on the spot by the President of the museum 

committee and the Chief and Financial Secretaries to Government who accompanied his Honor 

during the visit. The arrangement that has since been made for the housing of the museum in future 

has been noticed in the earlier paragraph of this report”. The archaeological section found an 

independent abode in Qaiserbagh, when in 1911 the Canning College shifted to its own building (now 

Lucknow University) but after ten years it was again shunted back to its parent house as the 

Government decided to house the Council Chamber at Qaiserbagh. Sixteen boxes containing 

terracottas potteries, bricks etc. from Kasia excavations by Pandit Hiranand Shastri during 1912-13 

were added to the museum collection. Annual report for the year 1914-15 mentions that Babu Prayag 

Dayal was promoted to the Rank of Supervisor, who later became Curator of the museum. In 1916-17, 

finds from Sankissa district Farrukkhabad U.P. excavations by Pt. Hiranand Shastri were brought to the 

museum. Annual report for the year 1916-17 mentions that on the 29th March 1917, Pandit Hiranand 

Shastri went to the Government of India for deputation in Kashmir state and K. N. Dixit (Fig. 5 A) of 

Prince and Wales, Bombay museum was appointed as the Curator of the museum.  
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Fig. No. 5 A: Sri. K. N. Dixit 

On 31st March, 1919 trustees of Indian Museum Calcutta presented seven pieces of Gandhāra Art to 

the museum (Acc. No. O. 280-87). Annual report for the year 1918-19 mentions, “The total number of 

visitors was 149,999 (including 2,354 pardanashin ladies), a figure which is the highest on record since 

the re-organization of the museum in 1911. Compared with last year, there is an increase of 15,894 

which is partly due to the influx of visitors during the exhibition week and partly to the growing 

interest of the people. Among eminent and distinguished visitors may be mentioned the Hon’ble Sir 

Spencer Harcourt Butler K.C.S.I.C.I.E Lieutenant Governor of the United Provinces; Sir Marc Aurel 

Stein, K.C.I.E, Ph. D, Litt., D. Sc. Superintendent Archaeological Survey, Frontier circle. Rai Bahadur 

Daya Ram Sahni, M.A., Superintendent Hindu and Buddhist monuments, N.C. and G.R. Kays, Esq. of 

the Bureau of Education, Shimla”. In 1931, two-third of the building was restored and the remaining 

one-third was occupied by Marris College of Music, now known as Bhatakhande College of Hindustan 

Music (Fig. 6-7). In December 1931, the museum received 42 pieces of Gandhāra Schist stone and 

Gandhāra stucco figures (Acc. No. G. 226-256; G. 258-273) from the department of Archaeology, 

Lahore Circle. Annual report for the year 1936-37 mentions, “There was an appreciable increase in the 

number of visitors to the Museum especially during the months of November, December and January 

on account of the influx of visitors to Lucknow in connexion with the United Provinces Agricultural 
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and Industrial exhibition of 1936-37. The total number recorded by our turnstile was 248,994 as 

against 208,243 for the previous year. The daily average for the year was 682. Prominent among 

distinguished visitors were Major General Rama Shumsher Jang Bahadur, Rana of Nepal; Rao Bahadur K. 

N. Dixit, M.A. Director General of Archaeology in India; Dr. Eraist Cohn Wiener, Director of Botany, 

Department Baroda; and Dr. Stella Kramrisch of Calcutta”. Annual report for the year 1939-40 notes 

that, “Through over hauling was done in the Archaeological section of the museum, which is housed 

in the Qaiserbagh building. The exhibits of the Jaina and Buddhist sections were classified and 

rearranged, after an interval of many years, in the central hall and an adjacent room, and new stands 

were provided for them. An illustrated guide-book to the section of the museum was also prepared. 

This is now under publication in the Government Press. Our thanks are due to Mr. V. S. Agarwal 

(Fig. 5 B), who accomplished a dual task of renovating the section and preparing the guide-book 

during his period of training prior to formal appointment as Curator.  

 

Fig. No. 5 B: Sri. Vasudev Sharan Agarwal 

The completion of the labeling and provision of new showcases will take some time yet. In the 

northern wing of the Qaiserbagh building important and structural alternations had been proposed in 

accordance with the recommendations of Sir Leonard Workey with a view to improve the lighting 

and accommodation. It is the matter of pleasure that the government was pleased to allot money for 

the work during the year and most of it was executed by Public Works Department before the end of 
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the year. It is hoped that the remaining items, namely the installations of sky lights in the rooms and 

corridor and the opening up of the windows on the east side of the hall, will be at the disposal of the 

museum authorities through the Public Works Department was utilized for the arrangement of the 

north wing, which is being converted into a medieval gallery to accommodate the Brahmanical 

sculptures and inscriptions. This work was still in progress at the close of the year. It is expected that 

the section will be opened for the public next year. Improvements to the Lal Baradari building were 

also carried out in the shape of the reflooring and replastering of the basements rooms so as to make 

them damp proof. These are used partly and partly for the reptilian gallery. The completed portion of 

the Archaeological section in Qaiserbagh was thrown open to the public from November 1939”.   

of  

Fig. No. 6: Old Canning College, Lucknow looking from South 

 

Fig. No. 7: Old Canning College in between the Tombs of Khursheed Zadi & Sadat Ali Khan looking from North-east 
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