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PREFACE
TO
Taj Mahal was a Rajput Palace

The serene besuty, majesty and grandeur of the Taj Mahal
have made il known all over the world. Bul what is not so wel
known is the true story of its origin, that its magnificence stems
from its having originated as a palace.

It is & pity that the Taj Mahal is believed to have originated
as & sombre tomb in the 17th century when it was perhaps built
in the 4th century Lo serve ss a palace.

The suddenness with which his gay and magnificent palace got
converted into & tomb must have constituted a very unfortunate
occurrence of Jaisingh's life.

The changeover has proved a shroud deluding everybody from
lay visilors to researchers and history scholars that the Tsj was
bullt &s a sepulchre.

Popular nostalgia for legendary love has helped fan the flame
of Shahjahan's mythical sttachment to Mumtaz into a raging fire,
enveloping the Taj in the dazzle of leaping flames and blinding smoke
of imaginary accounts, discouraging any cool, dispassionate research
sbout its origin.

The utter incompatibility and inconsistency of the loose bits
of information mouthed and written sbout the Taj Mahal, clanking
s 8 erescendo of jarring notes in my subconscious mind, impelled
mé Lo sitempl sorting them out from a tangled mass and piecing

them Logether to find out whether they made a coberent and plausible
acoount.,

" pblished April 1065, » forerunner to the present valume.

Prefoce

To my amazement. L led me Lo an unexpected conelusion
thal far from originaling 88 & mediseval tomb the Taj :n- hul‘l;
by a powerful Rajpul king as his palace in pre-Muslim times

My research has also led to an ineid nonetheless
jmportant finding, that the Peacock Throne E?mmm a3 ancient
ps the Taj Mahal, and that it used to be placed fn the chamber
which encloses the cenotaphs of Shahjahan and Mumitaz

My conclusions are based on 8 number of histor
poth mediseval and modem. A list of them appears
of this book. I have quoled from those aulhorities extensively
The extracts, accompanied by Lhe relevant details shout the narn;
of the book, shthor and page number, have been included in the
narrative itself instead of sppearing as footnotes at (he bollom
of each page.

The conclusions reached in this book might unsettle some
important portions of mediaeval history as currently taught and
presented. But since all education is a relentless search for (he
Truth it is hoped that all readers, whether lay admirers of the
Taj, prying scholars or researchers, archaeclogical officials or
teachers of history, will neither shy away nor be scared in facing
the truth aboul the Taj.

cal works,
ol the end

February, 1965 P. N. Oak



INTRODUCTION
To
The Second Edition

Unlike this book and ils forerunner, tilled T/ Maha! wae 2
Rigiput Palsce, which are research works, all other books and aceoy nts
of the Taj Mahal written during the last 300 years are based on
pure faniasy. We were surprised to learn afler meticulous inquiry
that despile the plethors of printed hocus-pocus chumed out on
the Taj Mahal all the world over Lhere is not a single baok conlaining
& well-documented, comprehensive account of the origin of the
Taj Mahal quoting exhaustively only contemporary authorities.
&thafpml hearssy sccounts are hardly worth any notice for
Eﬂ research, sinoe one wriler's opinion is as good as any
a,

Since the Taj Mahal is a buildin
i g complex of world renown
:IEIIIEME of a.mg!le coberent and ungquestionably authentic account
indsed surprising. How and why have universilies and research

Il'tltihﬂ:::uuwﬂd over bypassed such a stupendous and sltractive
wubject the Taj Mahal? Why do all accounts of the Taj Mahal

o sAme, mnfused.

Introduction 1

Taj Mahal being suspoct, it waa but natural that attempls st compiling
an authoritative sccount of the origin of the Taj Mahal ahould
miserably fall, Nobody ever succesded in or hoped Lo say Lhe last
convincing word on the origin of the Ta] Mahal. All previous stlempls
were bound o fall since they were all based on & wrong nollon.
Starting with wrong premises they could pol arrive ol Lhe right

ponclugion

We are going Lo prove in the following pages that the Taj Mahal
meaning *‘the Very Crown Among Residences’ - s an ancient
Hindu building and not a Muslim tomb, We shall also show how
all the loose bits of information - whether factual or concocted
. dished out on the platter of the Shahjahan legend fall in place
and fully support our research. Just as the solution Lo a mathematical
problem may be tested for its accuracy by various methods, similarly,
sound historical research provides a consistent and cobherent story
reconciling all apparent inconsistencies.

In this book we have produced in photostat a passage from
Shahjahan’s court chronicle, the Badshahnama, which disarmingly
admils that the Taj Mahal is » commandeered Hindu palace. We
have also quoted the French merchant Tavernier, who visiled ndia
during Shahjahan's reign, to sy that the cost of the scaffolding
exceeded that of Lhe entire work done regarding the mausoleum,
This proves that all that Shahjahan had to do was engrave Koranic
lexts on the walls of a Hindu palace; that is why the cost of the
scaffolding was much more than Lhe value of the enlire work done.
We have cited the Encyelopesdia Britannica as staling that the Taj
Mahal building-complex comprises stables and guest and guard
rooms. We have quoted Mr. Nurul Hasan Siddiqui’s book admitling,
as the Badshahnama does, thal a Hindu palace was commandeered
to bury Muntaz in. We have ciled Shahjahan’s Hﬂh-ﬂmﬂfﬁﬂﬂ
ancestor Habur Lo prove that he lived in what we call the *“Thj
Mahal*® 100 years before the death of the lady for 'ﬂm the Thj
is believed Lo have been buill as a mausoleam, We have also quoted
Vincent Smith Lo show that Babur died in the Taj Mahal. In addition
to these proofs we have scotched lhaﬂ'lhiﬂhﬂil-dh":
detail and cited other voluminous evidence proving
the Taj Mahal is an ancient Hindu building.
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f'n' averwhelming prool that we have produced in this book
should once for all gilence all doublers: of Lhe correct nesy of oyp
finding and convinee {hern that the whole world can go wrong where
ane man proves right. This has happenad Lime and ayuin in htman
history. Galiloo and Finstein, for example, shocked contemporary
humanily out of ther rustid dogma-shells.

i wus by sheer Juck Lhal we happened Lo find corroboration
for our machier finding on the Taj Mahal, in the Badshahnams,
Mr. Sddiqui’s book, Tavernier's Lravel asccount and Babyp's
Mmairs. Bul we wish Lo take this opporiunily Lo aler posterity
and our contemporaries inlerested in research and tell them that
the proofs seb out in our earlier book (T Maha! was & Rajpus
Pelary] were more Lhan enough to convince all those well versed
in judicial procedure and logic that the Taj Mahal existed much
before Mumiaz's death whose tomb il is supposed Lo be.

Even if Mulls Abdul Hamid lahori (Lhe author of the
Bacishahnama) and others had prevaricated, the evidence we
marshalled in our earlier book was enough Lo question their veracity
and impel us Lo seek Lheir motives, This is 8 lesson worth imbibing

by the lay public and by researchers who have Lo wade through
8 mire of falsified and distorted accounts.

We have in this book proved Lo the hilt thal the Taj Mahal
ha_: been built Lo ila minutest detail according Lo the ancient Hindu
lqmm of architecture of the Hindus, for the Hindus and by the
:ﬂ;:l, Now thal we have firmly established il in this and in the
il h;:t‘:lr:.u:ha Lh:ﬂF;'E'Bmm em:!:uragu further research Lo Lrace

o 8 nmlu Mahal prior L::llManangh'E and Babur's
nﬂm.] mm[ﬂt:em 3 ¥el Lo Lhe unmr!nl Hindu builder. Jaipur
S ot Jasthan .l.irt:hivu at Bikaner or in the possession

¥ house mighl possess valuable clues. We have

ourséives i i
provided some clues in this book indicating Lhat the Taj

Mahal must :
A have originuled as Tejo Mahalaya completed in 1155-56

introduction 1

eminent scholars of history. Most of them expressed nothing but
vehement contempt cither sudibly or through various scis of
commission and omission. The lay public Jooked on, dazed in dinbelief,
and looked up Lo history Leachers and professors, as if Lhey are
orocles for cues whelher Lo lad or condiEmn ua,

It s pauinful to nole Lhat scholars, who feel commilled to the
Shahjahan legend of the Taj Mahal, either by having authored books
an the Lopie or guided pogt-gradunte students along Lhe beslen
track, or by virtue of their buresucratic and scademic standing.
showed n marked tendency Lo remain slrail - jacketed in thelr bellefs.
Obstructionist and obscurantist objections were Mung st ua, Many
angrily asserted that we had not proved our case. Hul that was
g most unscholarly attitude. A true devotion Lo scademic research
should have urged them to give & second thought lo the maller.
If they were right, the revision would have worked Lo Lhisir own
advantage, because it would have balstered up their own earlier
belief by giving them an opportunity to fill up the holes which
we had pointed out. If they were in the wrang their holding on
to their earlier dogmas was unwarranted. They thus failed to be
guided by the maxim that, *'If you are in the right you can afford
to keep your temper; if in the wrony you cannot afford to lose

it.

There is another maxim for the genuine researcher, that any
loopholes painted out in an pxisting belief should lesd to immidiate
intensified rescarch rather Lhan anger and hate against one i"m
questions traditional beliefs, Trying to find fault with one who
questions hackneyed beliefs is nt&thurmlgmd hﬁiﬁr good

+ Finding fault with the method by whic SCOVErY
scholarship. Finding g i

has been arrived al is worse. For
may be unorthodox or even oceult, But what others should worry

about fs the end product or the resull. Thiy may lllu‘:'l;
be enlightened on Lthe method used, I:_u'l. r:nfuulnu Lo mmm oo
conclusion by cavilling st the method is missing the wood

g rivery sinoe
Luckily for us much water has Nown down all the
our discovery In k.

we first mooted our finding, and Loday =
upon, el least by some, @8 fantastle, quixabic, gocentric o¢ Jusk
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cheuvinistic. The maltor doca not end wilh merely admitting the
Taj Mahal to be o Hindu palace. That finding has a very far- reachi
bearing on both Indian and world histories. Sl

The Tnj Mahal has all along been wrongly belicved Lo be the
very flower of the mythical Indo-Saracenic architecture, Now that
we have proved il to be an ancient Hindu building it should not
be difficult for readers lo regard with a litlle more respect and
attention our finding explained in the book Some Blunders of Indian
Hissorien! Research thot all mediseval mosques and tombs in Indig
are conquered and misused Hindu palaces and temples. Thus
Mohammad Ghous's tomb in Gwalior, Salim Chisti's mausoleum

in Fatepur Sikn, Nizamuddin®s Aabar in Delhi, Moinuddin Chisti's
makbars in Ajmer are all erstwhile Hindu buildings lost to Muslim
ponguoest and use.

The other corollary to our finding on the Taj Mahal is that
!.hr Indo-Saracenic theory of architecture is a figment of the
immpnation. It should be deleted forthwith from history books and
lextbooks of civil engineening and architecture. But the actual
emendment needed is minor, namely, that what has been termed

28 “‘Indo-Saracenic architecture®® should henceforth be understood
to mean ““ancient Indian architecture.®”

A third corollary is thal the dome is a Hindu form of architeclure.

7 :‘ ::::H: mmmbﬁnz that buildings in India and West Asia
S mﬁﬂﬂ Lj 11";1' Taj Mahal are prmhl-.-:m of Hindu
wﬂml'":"‘“m“ iR t: " ust as in our own Limes we find
N i i in vogue I]".{:I'-"-EJ‘ the world, similarly

was only Hindu (Vedic) architecture which was

prevalent gll over Lhe w - -
A . ‘ orld no maller where a building was built

m '

: r:; nu; discussions with universily teachers and
book r-:lmuu -:::mu some curious objections Lo our Lhesis.
“ﬂhu_ bouk they objecled Lo our methodology a8
being mrgumentative, deductive and lawyer-like.

This
: ruives :1 interesting point. Do they mean Lo say Lhal
m":ﬂt‘u dll.:drrram srguments have no place in history
resasrch fry mimial 1o urriving ol correct conclusions

Intreduction .

in historical research, should be altogether avalded 7 Their ohjection
amounts to asserting that the conclusions arrived al by deductive
logic or by Lhe adjudicative pr-ﬁu.-ss pre all Wrong,

We then ask whelher man did not arrive 8L hia present state
of knowledge in every branch of human ingquiry with Lthe help of
his logical faculty 2 How elae did he progressT Take the case of
weography. Thousands of yenrs before Man could send up spacecraft
Lo photograph the earth did ho nol correctly conclude that the
earth wus round, by sheer logic? This should thoroughly expose
the hollowness of the objection. Logic is justly called the science
of seiences because il treals of reasoning which is the basis of
all knowledge, from which history can clyim no exemplion.

Moreover, we may remind such objectors that leading lights
of historical methodology like Collingwood, Walsh, Renier, langley,
Seignbos, Berkley and Lord Sankey have precisely and repeatedly
stressed that delective-type investigation , lawyer like argumentation
and deductive reasoning are Lhe very heart and soul of historical
methodology, and that a true historian must Jook with suspicion
even on longstanding and geemingly well-founded beliefs. To drive
this point home we have included in this book & chapter on
methodology. Those unable Lo exiricate themselves from the rut
of tradilional thinking should know on reading that chopler that
the reason why their finding on the origin of the Taj Mahal has
been 0 wide off the truth is precisely because they have ignored
ar violated the guidelines for research luitl down by Lhe very scholars
by whose names Lhey have been swearing.

Incidentally this leads to an ancillary conclusgion, namely Lhat,
Indian and world histories have been qoddled with numerous wrng
concepts precisely because Leachers and researchecs have all alang
o owing wrang methodology. The fault, therefore, docs 1
lie in our methodology. The boot is on' the other log. Th was but
natural that sntediluvian attitudes should couse havoe n Indion
and world history. The resull is that today we find (o O4F oA
after hundreds of years, thal all that we have solicitously
Lo generations of students about so-called Musim 'mhjl i '
India and their alleged benevalent rule, hes Lo be & o
different versions of the Shablha

Thee need Lo re-examing the
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legend of the Tuj Mahal arises because Lthe world deserves 1o he
told the truth aboul Lhis enchanting mansion, namely that the Taj
Mahal was not born oul of the death of Shahjahan’s consort Mumtgg,
The ghosts of Shahjahan and Mumtaz have haunted Lhe Taj Mahg
stary in Lhe minds of the people for 300 long years. It is high
time thut people’s minds were exorcised.

Another very important purpose we have in mind in unravelling
the Taj Mahal-crestion-riddle is to expose the unmethodical and
;Eilﬂhﬂd manner in which many fﬂr.mﬂfhing concepls have been
grafiad on Indian history. and foisted on gullible, unsuspecting lay
contemporaries and on posterity. Reconstructing Lhe story of the
origin of the Taj Mahal should serve as a praclice-lesson in research
methodology, exposing lapses commitled so far and highlighting
the principles and safeguards that need to be kept in view by history
researchers and leachers.

This book is also intended to impress on every reader that
it Is not the cenolaphs which should monopolize his or her stiention,
The visitor must go round the entire premises, walk along ita long
grehed corridors, run up the Taj Mahal's many sloreys and ils
marble and redstone Lowers and minutely examine ibs many vaulted
doorways. The two tombe in the basement and the cenolapha above
them on the ground floor are, if anything, bul obstructions in
the spacious, octagonal chambers of this ancient Hindu palace. One
of these rooms housed the ancient Hindu Peacock Throne which
too was grabbed by Shahjahan along with the palace.

Thoughtful readers unwittingly bul nanetheless irrevocably
eommilted, scademically or communally, to the view that Taj Mahal
is & Musfim monument are likely o feel perturbed, disturbed and
hurt by the revelation in this book. Some others are likely to welcome
the discovery of the Taj Mahal’s ancient Hindu origin a3 3 coveted
truth. To both such we would like to say thal Lo us Truth is
like water - tasteless and colourless, divine, pure and life - gVinE
- néither sweet nor bitter. For us Truth is 8 mere object of discovery
_ us, in fact, it should be in all crestive endesvour. We bardly
gare If some fes) elated or dejected by the discovery of the Findd
antecedents of Lhe Taj Maohal.

In Lbe field of histroy such s bresth-taking and epoch - making

Introduction

i

discovery. proving the whole world wrong, s & rare ocourrenes

All the same we claim no personal eredil or viclory becmise such
discoveries are impossible without supra-natural idnnes
opportunity and inspiration. & '

But Lo those who would want to underrate or th_m the
antecedents of the T.Ej Miuhal as being of no CONBEUENcE for &
real appraissl of jts delicste contours, majestic dimensions and
enchanting embellishment we would like to address a few words.
Looking st the Taj Maohal as a tomb or & palace makes a world
of difference. A palace is the residence of the prosperous, wealthy
and powerful, and therefore a down -to-earth buidling. A tomb,
on the other hand, is the weird, eerie abode of those who have
given up the ghost. Visitors or students labouring under the
misapprehension that the Taj Mahal is a mausoleum regard the
graves inside it as the focal object of admiration and thereby miss
the real besuty of that wast building-complex. On the other hand
if visitors and students of history studied the Taj Mahal us & palace
they would find their observation rapturously rewarding. In the
latter case they would no longer be content with peeping into the
burial chamber and walking out, calling it a day, ss many have
hitherto been prone to do, but would insist on roaming around
its spacious grounds, going around its periphery, ambling slong
its spacious terraces, stumbling through its dark basement chambers
gnd climbing its towers and upper storeys.

Among the many difficullies one encounters in driving 8 new
startling discovery deep down into the basic convictiona of Lhe peophe
is one of frivolous objections. For example erudite teachers of history
sometimes, in all honesty, refuse o look into historics) rebuttals
on the ground thal *‘original™ higtorical sources are not quoted.
This sititude of theirs has two faults. One is their sssumption
of the supercilious role of a judge to which they are not entitled.
Whutever their academic or bureaucratic standing they must feel
u sense of belonging and participstion inﬂlmurﬂluﬂﬂ“
themselves as humble seckers after the Truth, having & good &
stake in the rebuttal us the pioneer himsell- Looked i
point of view Uheir solf -chosen Tole of sitting oo the sidelines
blowing the whistle like a foult-finding referse 1 h:'f Improper-
The other fault in their peculiar stand -offish Judgment-
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pronouncing attitude is the very mechanical, nonchalant and even
Irresponeible way in which Lhey raise an objection, that the source
quoted Is only “‘secondary’ and nol “‘original’". They feel they
are Uherefore justified in ignoring my research - findings. They
clutch st this o ease the qualms of their academic conscience,
To all such we would like to say that the technical objection of
the source being “‘original’'’ or *'secondary’’ is relevant only if
the focts cited are not admitted. Even a court of law and justice
inkes jul:li[:inl nolice of ﬂﬂ&-ﬂ]d facts. Similarly. scholars of higmﬁn
and for that matter other branches of study, have gol Lo take
**historics]l notice"" of facta which are nol dispuled.

For instance, in the following pages when we quole Vincent
Smith or Elliot and Dowson it is only to produce before Lhe reader
quick, cut and dry, capsule-form, well-digested, translated and
summarised evidence from readily available volumes. S0 long as
facts quoted by them are not doubted the objection that the original
source has not been quoted is absolulely unjustified if not downright
mischievous. How many people can gel access Lo the hand-written
originals 7 If so many people do in fact handle those originals,
how long will those originals be available for posterity 7 And what
resenrch could proceed Lo any appreciable degree if ot every stage
the researcher's footsteps are dogged with the argument that be
has not produced all original sources, all over the world, in all
languages, on every point? This way it would be impossible Lo
wrile oven 8 word. Have the objectors themselves ever tried il
in the Llomes they have wrilten !

Before the scholurly reader thinks of raising any such abjection,
iherefore, we would request him to consider whether he dispules
the quoted facts or words. If the facts or words quoted are nol
disputed they do nol need any artificial props of authority, whether
primary or secondary.

The discovery thal the Taj Mahal iz a Hindu palace whould serve
to change the perspective of even Lhe Government of Indin’s
Archasological Depsrtment. So far they hud been under theimpression
that if the lwo pairs of cenolaphs were kepl open Lo public inspection
thal was being generous enpugh. Bul once it is admitied that the
Taj Mahal is a palace, that small mercy will not be enough. The

Introduction 5]
barred basements, the many towers, Lhe upper storeys of the marbls
structure mnd the subterrenean passage leading to the fort will all
have Lo be well clesned and thrown open Lo public view.

In browsing through the subsequent pages the reader should
be conscious of the very far - reaching bearing that our finding
has on both Indian and world history.

One very devastating effect of this book i that st one stroke
it renders obaolete gl the romantic end peeudo-historic hodyge - podge
wrilten in prose or poetry sbout the Taj Mahal throughout the
world during the lost 300 years.

Architects, ss much & historians, may find much Lo lesm
and unlearn in resding through the following pages.

Profeasional historians and architects would do well to get over
thelr initial shock, consternation and disbelief, prepare themselves
to jettison their traditional belief in the mythical Indo-Saracenic
architecture theory, and instead learn to view extant mediseval
monuments as products of pure ancient, indigenous architecture.
Suitable smendments in historical and architectursal textbooks will
have Lo be made sooner or later.

Historians, architects and visitors to monuments should now
be prepared to shed some of their carefully nursed assumplions
based on fallacious tutoring and motivaled brainwashing sbout the
so-called Muslim contribution to mediseval architecture. Musfim
contribution to medineval architecture in India and all over the world
is severely limited to misappropriating Hindu, Christian or Zonist
buildings by inscribing Arabic lettering putside or I.rnplmth
cenotaphs inside. The world-famous Tsj Mahal, the Red Forta in
Delhi snd Agra, the so-called Jums Musjid in Agrs, the so-called
Fatehpuri Mosque in Delhi and the innumerable monuments in cities
like Ahmedabad, Jaunpur, Allahabad, Mandsygadh, Bidar, Bijapur,
Fatebpur Sikri and Aurangabad sre glaring and graphic instances
of such wholesale misappropristion and decoption of the entire world,
It i3 hoped that researchers nd writers would come forward Lo
write books on individusl townships and monuments of m"ﬂ
Indis and the world to expose what the late Sir H. M. {l:;ﬂﬂ-
**the impudent and interested fraud™ of Muslim history- _
of the present book will be happy to give them 4l the neoessiy
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guldance snd clues.

layman sometimes ask Lhat if the Taj Mahal existed ernlurips
before Miumtse's death in 1630-31, could not the radicactive carbon
. 14 test be spplied to delermine its age? This is a question for
pxperts to answer, If they have en infallible method they would
gertainly detect the difference in age of the material used in the
senotaphs and in most other parts of the Taj Mahal. But for any
such test to be useful its margin of error must be precisely known,
A five o ten vears' margin would not matter very much but if
it extends o several centuries the tests would be unsuilable Lo
verily the accuracy of the conclusion drawn from historical evidence
that the Taj Mahal is a Hindu building commandeered for use as
a Muslim tomb.

Our government should now eddress itself Lo the task of amending
its Lounst literature, histories, archaeological shibboleths and official
dossiers on the Taj Mahal and other mediseval buildings.

And the entire citizenry should gesr ilsell up to bring about
8 complete change in its historical outlook and perspective,

N-128. Creater Kailas-1 S
New Delhi - 110048, N. Da

Diated February 1, 1960
Footnotes -

hmum-mtintrﬁm:t{un now called for are as under
L hmﬂithmmmlmamﬁ”ﬂhﬂmmulu
per Muslim parlance), if st all, *The Very Crown Among Residences.’
But I now transpires that Shahjshan-era Muslim writers have
wwmummmmm. Moreover Mahal s
& Muslim term. Thirdly even If Taj Mahal had been a Mualim

4 term it would have been Mahal .- and not Ta) Mahal.

: nmruuhmhbmmﬂuwtwnﬂm‘fmvhﬂnﬂ
mm;ﬂq:ﬁﬁdﬂghrim-hrﬂﬂ.
the Ta). 1t proved thot the timber umﬂ;‘p-."?rmm E;Whhu

PREFACE
TO
The Third Edition

In presenting the third edition to the reader it gives me
great. satisfaction to record that the earlier universully held blind
notion about Shahjahan's suthorship of the Taj Mahal has boen
considerably eroded because of the evidence adduced in the preceding
editions. This edition embodies Lthree new chapters and some other

major changes.

In the earlier edition there were two chapters on Tavernier
which we have trimmed and consolidated into a gingle chapter.
Similarly, two separste chapters on the British and Maharnshtriya
encyclopaedias have also been trimmed and made up into one.

Out of the three new chapters added two sdduce new evidence
while the third answers specific questiond which resders of earlier

editions have al times asked.

I am grateful to Dr. A. W. .Imhl._ Depurtment d'w
Meerut University, Meerut, for supervising the publication
edition.

P. N. Oub
N-128, Greater Kailas-1

Mew Delhi - 110048
February, 1974




INTRODUCTION
To
This Edition

This edition titled THE TAJ MAHAL IS A TEMPLE PALACE
has been out of print since 1970,

Earller two editions bearing the same title were published in
1968 end 1969 respectively.

Those were preceded by three other editions. The first one
titled THE MAHAL WAS A RAJPUT PALACE appeared in 1365.
Thervefter s commercial establishment M /5 India Book House brought
ool two sleek, paperback editions of 5000 copies each in quick
succession. Their worldwide sale channels made the book widely
known through display in London book shops, five star hotels,
railwny stations and airports in many parts of the world.

Then something happened and they dropped it like an hot brick.
Perhaps the Congress party in power in India dropped dark hints
through jts secret service of dire consequences Lo the publishers.
There were two possible ressons. One was the fear that if the
disclosure of the Hindu origin of the Taj Mahal was not throttled
the enblock Muslim vote, which enabled the Indian National Congress
o rule India would be lost. The other factor was the pressure
of the scadenide block comprising professors of history, architecture
end wrchaeclogy, buresucrats manning related departments, tourist
officials and publicity media representatives who fell threatened that
the un-verified sepulchral legend of the Taj Mahal that they had
been sponsoring with great flourish and aplomb for over a century
through photos, articles, books and exhibits would be exposed ms
sheer propagandistic and bombastie sham.

Since | lacked enough financinl resources and wide sale oullets

IntroefueLion )

I hod Lo resign mysell to my book on the Ta) Mahal

put of print though it had 8 unique sentind-lke rols Lo perd o
of swakening and woming the world community of bedng by ffad
and cheated by the concocted Shahjahan- Mumisz legend of the
Taj).

In fact the research methodology expounded in tracing the Hindo
origin of the Tej Mahal in this book deserves to be ranked aa a
valunble contribution in iteell since L will hi!ip penuine, horest
resenrchers rid history of a lot of chauvinistic aham snd cant which

clopgs history because of long, alien rule and under alien-minded
pative rala,

In 19%) a sincere frend, Mr. Arvind Ghosh settled in Houston,
Texns, USA published a paperback American edition of my book
titled TAJ MAHAL - THE TRUE STORY which is still avallable.

| am grateful to Mr. Shanand Setyndevs of Stanger, Nastal,
Sauth Africa who Loo, like Mr. Ghosh, realizing the necessity of
making the book available Lo serious and honest achalars and tourists,
has generously offered to finance the publication of thia edition
the TAJ MAHAL IS A TEMPLE PALACE through his charitable trust.

Starting from the first edition titled THE TAJ MAHAL WAS
A RAJPUT PALACE every subsequent edition has included more
and mare evidence, The present edition too has two additional chagters
one indicates that 230 years prior to Mogul Emperor Shahjahan’s
accession to the throne his own remote sncestor, Tamerlain had
been 50 overcome by the beauty of the Taj Mahal that e ‘wanted
a similar building raised for himself in his native place. Like every
other medineval Muslim source the Arsb chronicler Wha Teconds
Tamerlain's longing for the attrsctive contours of the Taj Mahal
also severely shuns mentioning the name Ta) Mahal with Islamic
disdain for » Vedic term, Incidentally that Islamic hatred Tﬁ
term Taj Maha! and Tamerlain's Jonging for 8n identical
also prove that the Taj Mahal is not the “desdly’ Muslim mopument
that it is made oul Lo be.

. 14 dating of
ﬁ:MHHMda&nh:ﬂumlhw "
the Taj Mnahal.
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This edition is also being profusely Mustrated (roctifying an
emrlier failing bocsuse of my mesgre personal financial resources)
thanks Lo the anflinching liberal financial backing so kindly and
generously volunteerad by Mr. Shanand Satyndeva from his Lrusi,

The belief that Mumlaz had on a romantic moonlit night entrestad
mer much-shared spouse Shahjahan to bury her in a dreamland
manument is one of the many fraudulent canards sel afoot to bedeck
ihe concocted Shahjshan - Mumtaz - Taj mahal tangled triangle,
Entire Islamic history is full of such unverified, motivated myths
which need Lo be critically exmmined and determinedly exposed.

That In spile of the gverwhelming svailable evidence produced
in this book in chapter after chapter proving that the Taj Mahal
glins Tejomahalays temple palace complex has existed centuries before
Shahjahan, generations of modern scholurs have for the last 150
yoars been blandly and blindly passing on the unverified Shahjahan
Mumtaz myth with grest gusto and glamour. Thal iz a measure
of the mediocrity, gullibility, scademic dishonesty and intellectual
inertia of modern scholarship. As with dozing sentries anylhing
with & Muslim label passes their muster unquestioned.

The second serious failing of modern historical scholarship is
ity tota] insensitivity and insincerity. Though I have writlen book
after book proving that renowned monuments from Kashmir to
Cape Comorin are all Hindu though they are being tom-tommed
g3 Muslim thst has not disturbed the sonorus snoring slumber of
mny professional historian, historical body or university.

Had they been true to their job they should have convened
specinl sessions of regnonal and world historical bodies Lo re-examing
the enlire doctrine of historical Islamic architecture and either hauled
me up before the bar of world historical scholarship or confessed
Lo the professionsl ineplitude of their entire fraternity and started
s compulsory refresher course Lo purge their minds of the sediments
of the cooked-up Islamic architecture theory.

A practicil instance of the tolal unconcern of the scholastic

world Lo my revalutioriary finding that the entire Tslumic architecture
theory s baseless was provided by the Encyclopaedin Pritannica.

Intriieilon

-2}

When | wrote to the cheirman of the Board of Bditors of the
encyclopnedia the surprising reply 1 recelved was that thiry Tad

referred the matler Lo their expert and be had opined that no
correction waa called for, That amounted W placing supreme faith
in the assertion of the accused himself thal he s nob guilty.

Al nows media oo have been oqually guilty not only in failing
Lo publicise this history -shaking discovery but in actively going out
of Lheir way'to suppress it. For instance on 8 number of occasions
when any news ibems concerning the Taj Maha!, published in Furopesn
or American newspapers routinely recalled that Shahjahmn wos it
originutor | addressed letters Lo the editors of Sunday Times, Londan;
Christian Science Monitor, Washington Post, New York Times and
Time magazine all of USA who carried the news, informing them
of some salienl points smong the nearly 120 peoofs that | have
discovered about the pre-Shahjahan existence of the Taj Mahal, yet
they never allowed any of my letters to get published in Uheir popers.

This is & question not only of journalistic propriety bt even
of ethics. Should editors go out of thewr way to bt out important
ews oven from the readers’ column ] Journalists often claim that
thev have a nosa for news. As such the ubove-named papers abould
I-ui;e asked Lheir correspondents in New Delhi to report in depth
on my revolutionary discovery that the Taj Mahal and thousands
of other spectagular histore monuments in Indis (and abroad o)
popularly ascribed Lo Muslim invaders are all caplured property.
Far from following that important geant ay news-hounds lﬂgl:
news media have behaved like mongrels with their Lails tu
their hind-legs terrified to expose the falsity of the Tslamic :r:dmm
theory which amounta to pmfmﬂin-nul dictatorghip, palsy .

The B.B.C. representative in New Delbi who Mmed a tebevision

i i describing
documentary on historical monaments in India persisted in

ji Muslim crestion even
the so-called Juma Masjid in Ahmeciabad an 8 i

though he wis informed by 8 shophkeeper m N it
claim to that building had been digproved & _

the edifice wus & temple of mother g:l;l Bhlﬂfﬂ’ wﬂm‘
by the Muslims around 1414 A T mﬂwvlfh e 'ﬁhlwh'
Historians and journalists must nok
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fnurmiu clkiam

ap value. Thoy must hove Lhe sty i

pailding [ | ihoir o
g detct he purpose of the original builder from the look of Lhe

pdifior gnd the detaits of flay doodr, They must be able Lo dist Inguigh
5 hijacksr from the roal futher af an historic building.

Therefore  pregtigeous universitis wuch & H
Princidon who are believed Lo heve the hear I :::I-‘l'.l und
FpOnSOT research in promising unconventiond dj urcis Ly
gubject L Islamic architecturs theory ta a (i '-'IHEN- in

[erman pm'-'ir!d no belter. Der E]ﬁﬁ;ﬂlﬂ]-:uauhm;{.'q-.-q.:;u",,,;:Mjm
ancw oot IS rﬂ'mmliw in New Delhi to interview me on my
eqdicnl discovery qunﬂi,innirm the Muslim suthorship of historic
widings. | falt Matlered. Rul loter T learned that they hmd played
foul End the write-up they published had ridiculed my discovery
gnd poked fun @t it

There (hus seemns Lo be not only & total apathy bul even a
conTjErs’y AmMONg world news media gnd historical circles o
supppress the news much as they can of the falsity of the Islamic

grchitacture oot

JL waz thsi notorious mentality which bumed Joan of Arc as
g witch si the stake and extracted an abject apology from Galileo
ks escspe 3 similar fate for discoverng and asserting that the earth
werd round the sun and nol vice versa.

'{"Ii-e m."‘th has turned many full eircles since and brought about

s cuslitstive change in punishment in as much as it is not the

putbne I.'tn:n ia any more thrown into the fire but his dicovenes

_-:r.:n-:.-n'ly Lhrown into the raging fire of journalistic and scholastic

;:: : giobal peng-up under which far- reaching historical discovenes

mﬂ'-::dll:t m 1::;]d Serious :Iiehulu _[u:ld publicity by buresucrats,
professional historians.

: it m a pity that tourist officials, lcensed guides, professional
1 1 i i i : o

i ] u‘mﬂ.ml.:] m::‘:'hﬁmhﬂ:lm journalists and a host of others

w0 bonctalantly ue to lustily describe the Taj Mahal as having

Hmﬂ‘mm.‘rquhm Lo

Hﬂ- ey wilh 1 H
. % the hlgrn.ﬂ.h:
Fuwmmﬂ“u’lhﬂ iy, il

The babiy of i
Nkt :“::r l::n'dm o misrepresent all conquered
ektngy crestions and the imbecile attitude

¥ur from that Lhe architectural faculty of the Harvard U
niversity

and the Massachussets Institute of Technology sre jol y
in

ydrinistering 8 Programme of so-called Islumic Architecturs funded
by a munificent donation of millions of dollurs by the Aga K

Money makes Lhe mare go runs 8 well-known adage. Trus o
that archil ceture-scholars of the two venerable American academios
mentioned above hold a lecture or two per year dilating on eo-called
fslamic architecture. This Is academics in the reverse gear
caonsolidating & falzsehood instead of uprooting it

in administering thatl programme the scademic worthies of those
two august educational establishments have not even bothered Lo

gscertain whether there i3 st all any lslamic archileciure,

They ought o know that sl renowned histarie bufldings and
Lownships around the world are structures captured but not built
by Muslim invaders. For rstance the Dame on the Rack and Al
Agen in Jerusalem, the Alhambra and Cardovs mosque (sic) in
Spain, the so-called Tamerlain mausoleum and Shah-i-Zind in Russia
and the Taj Mahal and thousands of so-called moaques and tambe
in India are all buildings captared ready-made by lstam,

Muslim invaders planted 8 fow cenotuphs nside captured
bulldings and scrawled some irrelevant Talomic Jettering oa the walls.
It is such superficial tampering which has misled scholars hitherlo
into attributing those buildings to Muslims.

Telievers in Islamic architecture pught 1o re-EXAming Lha entire
isgue of Islamic architecture do novo from the very

They must first agk themselves _
of his successor calipha are on pecord saying uI:L “t:: :r: peliigion

needed m mew Lype of architecture 7 Thert

on record. iraotions
Secondly do Muslims have 80Y clnagic T
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of their own T They don't

Thirdly lslem doesn't have any architectural measuring unils

af Iis own

Fourthly did they have &ny architectural academies any where 7
The snswer is “nil.’

Fifthly do they have any hereditary masonry professionals s
ihe Hindus have in India ? There are none. Conlrardly Muslim
invaders such as Mobammiod Ghaznavi and Tamerlain have recorded
{hat they were 30 overwhelmed by the besuly and grandeur of
Hindy forts, palaces, temples, townships and river ghats that in
the general massacres which they perpetrated of all Hindus they
tnok care lo separste and gpare Hindus with masonary and
grehitectoral skille to be dnven at sword-point to tend historic
buddings or raize new ones in their own lands. Thercfore, far from
Muslims raising historic buildings in India it is the Hindus who
heve raised historic edifices in lands now occupied by Islam.

It neads to be realized that Tslam onginated in Mecca only 1370
yesrs ago. In other lands swept by Islam it is nol even Lhat ancient.
Such & short durstion steeped in illiteracy, rape and rapine is neither

sdoquate nor conducive o conjure and develop a new style of
architecture.

Moreover invasions are undertaken Lo misappropriate viclim
countries” Lemples and palaces. The aim of all invasions is Lo caplrue
ready resources and nol mere open Lracts of land to raise mere

mosques gnd Lombe st that, of which there was no dearth in Islamic
desert siretches,

How is iL thal for generntions it didn’t strike any scholar Lhat
in the Mulim world most historic edifices are tombs and tombs
wnd mosgues and mosques without any corresponding palaces 7 Did
Muslim corpees need mult-storied palatinl mansions with hundreds
of roarmis and scores of stairways while the same potentates when
alive nesded no roof over their heads 7 The absence of such

:"--qtl-ﬂi.'i.l:l',t.h:lllI and m‘ﬂ]mihi h!.l'
- weunted modemn mmﬂhﬂlf - Hawe cf (e nch

Yot
unother failing of modern research practices is their

Pyt lom

=
pompromise with snd retcence about
plenly of evidenes in tha frﬂiu'!"ln! mmtr:ﬂrhr?ﬂd:hﬁ::;:‘m
complex consists of severnl sevenstorsd odificen of which ik
Hnr'ljl,'l'l- loval Noors ara O o e wh‘”: while tha others . H‘u'llf
wenled with brick and lime by Shahjahan or are kept intriguingly
locked by the Indian Government's Archacologicsl Survey of Indla
(AS1). Why should not the world hound the life oul of the AS
to force it to open all Lhe sealed or Jocked stories 7 1 the ASE
o mere deceplive omament 7 1s it not supposed to pry into hidden
evidence T Hud the ASI been honest (o ita job it would have dredysd
gven the water in the seven-storied well Lo see whither important
articles, idols or inscriptiona lie jettisoned there.

But the ASIl being a limb of the pro-Muslim Congress Govt,
in power ita employees sre shrewd and careful enough Lo safeguand
their own salary and posilion. That is why they reflrain [rom probing
anything which is likely to exacerbate Muslim feelings, expose Muaiim
eanarda and thereby antagonize the Government.

Professional historions too find themselves in a similee
predicament. An sverage Muslim professor would be relucianl to
concede that the worldwide credit thut attaches Lo Muslirme ms buiders
of great buildings is misplaced. The Hindu professor too having
learned the same falsified history is reluctant { even though convinced
in the heart of his heart) Lo declare that histary Lo bie untrustworthy
for fear of attracting the hostility of his non-Hindu m-.
gince they all share alternating duties as paper-setters, examinérs
and staff selection commitiee members.

All professors, museologisis, archaeologisis and architects also
refrain from disowning false history becouse al of their scadumic
degrees, their published bools and research papers have been :
on the presumption thal the history they have learnt i the
truth.

The minds of Christian professors besiides being conditioned
by the sbove mundane and mercenary cansijerations, !:'III':I:
to trol auL-funhermunmnnthHFr“'Wm:'h'
interested in the dispute whether historic buildings sre

Mualim.
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Thus the very academicians and buraucrals who derive thejy
sustonancs fram public funds are the ’-"“L'J_“""'” out of persona)
profit motives \renchorously betray the pathelic Lrusi placed in them
by & doting suiblic and continue to dish oul anly doctorad . fraudulent
“rertifind’ history.

This is an appalling gitustion. While all elders constantly
sermonize (heir wards on telling the truth they themselves spend
o] their pmfﬁ:-mnnl lives In purveying historical falsehood about
the original builders of historical monuments for instance

The conclusion whether it was Shahjahan who started mising
the Toj Mahal in 1611 A.D. as a sepulchre or it was some Hindu
Maharajs who hod built it centunes garlier i not to be considered
»s & Hindu-Muslim dispute and therefore Lo be severely shunnad.
It is = question of scientific, scademic competence and arriving
st & correct judgment as being able Lo distinguish between brass
and gold.

The age af the structure, its size and decor also get smudged
when 8 building gets ascribed Lo anyone at-random. Bureaucrals
gnd scsdemicians must have the courzge to disown historical
falsehoods the moment they are exposed. But such dedication Lo
the historical truth is handly ever seen. These days considerations
af mundane self-interest makes scademicians and bureaucrata fling
the truth out through the rear windows of their offices.

Persons not given to deep comprehensive thinking often
gnorntly or out of prejudice tend to dismiss the issue aboul the
mal crestor of the Taj Mahal, They argue thst as over 33 years
huve elapsed since Shshjshan's desth it matters little as to who
was il renl builder.

I certainly makes a lol of difference not only in one bul in
FUITHrOUS Ways.

1) Firully estimuten of the age of the buildi it
| e ilding and its durability
Elhﬁl;.ﬂm:lﬁl}*ﬂl eobras, Lridents, ‘Om’-shaped Nowers,
:llld . w: ~shelll -typo foliage, the cocanut-topped pinnacle
octagonsl festures would be inexplicabile If the Taj were Laken

Intrexdietlon
to be n Muslim sepulchre

1) The sbaence of the Lerm Taj Mahal | :
nM
would have to be properly explained. uslim court pepers

41 If any government in the waorld would
EYEr W
an edifice rivalling the Taj Mahal would it - n;n" l":‘r:k!
rokt mn

for the murble and architectural expertise T If it doss Tran would

cxciiye ieell confesning that it hies nefther the 0
endid wlone
the expert workmen. i o

5) Somnolent journalists often Lend to publicss the repals of
inlsy work in the Taj Mahal, Red Fort ete. being done by Muslim
eraflsmen, hinting thereby that they must be of Irunisn origin.
That is the result of the faulty history tsught o them. The artisuns
may be Muslim by religion today but their architectaral skalls devol
from their Hindu forefathers wha were foroed Lo convert durng
Muslim rule,

Our rescarch has firmly established thal the term Taj Mahal
is a popular malpronuncistion of the ancienl Hindy name
Tejomuhalays and thaet it was built centuries before Shahjshan. We
have cited relevant evidence suggesting that the Thj Mahal could
be the crystal-white Shiva temple built during the reign of Haja
Paramardidev s evidenced by a Sanskni inscription.

Yot we feel that more research needs 1o be done by opening
up the thousands of sealed chambers of the several seven-storied
buildings and other multi- storied edifices (such as the Nayar Khanaa )
to probe their hidden conlents since they could yield a number
of ldols, inscriptions, coins, documents eli.

The name ‘Temple Palace” included in U@ title of this volime
has n speial connotation. The term Tejornahalays (aligs Taj Mahal)
thai has survived generotions of Muslim vandalism, its octagonal
ghape and the Vedic emblems thiat hve been inlaid in it are indications
that the Taj Mohal was originally planned and built am 8 Shiva
tgmple consecrating Shiva's Tejoling in it octagonal sspetorum
surrounded by a gem-studded gold radling:

Ghori gnwarnds

{ater when Muslim raiders from Mohamimed
ransacked and desecrated it the muggnd ficent continaed
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The Taj Mahal Is A Tem
- Dt Palpe,
to be used as A palace by whosoever ruled Agra, That ootld be
the explanation why 1'*'|1ﬂhmhﬂﬂi:' court L'Iltr.---n.r',.- the Badshangm,
scknowledgen il as ‘Manzl-e-Raja Mansingh® (i. o. Raja Mansingh's
mnnsian ). Thus Raja Mansingh was the last Hindu owner iy the
__.w,m..j and scarred history of the Taj Mahal

Anyway that history must be lnid bare. And since thy
Archasological Survey of India (ASI) is not only silting tight ovep
it bul is also misleading the world of tounsts and scsdemics J-hl'quh
its notices at the entrance to the Taj Mahal ascribing its creation
s 8 Mogul cemetery to Shahjahan, world tourists who are chargeq
an entrance fee to see that Taj Mehal, would do well to sue the
AST and the Govt. of India’s Tourist Depariment too. Any citizen
or body of citizens also must seck similar legal redress. The relief
to be asked for from the court should be as under - 1) The AST
and the Tourst Depsrtment should be ordered Lo desist from
gitributing the origin of the Taj Mahal to Shahjahan 2) All the
Jocked rooms in all the multi-storied bulldings in the Taj Mahal
complex should be open to visitors (3) The ASI should be directed
to open up all the rooms in all the stones of all the builldings
barred by Shahjahan with brick and lime and study the evidence
thal may be discovered (4) Free entry on Fridays causing a revenua
loes o the Governmenl should be discontinued because there is
no mosque in Lhe Tejomahalaya premises (5) Recitation of namaz
in the west - flank building should be banned because it is the reception
pavilion of a Shiva temple. (8) If free entry on Fridays is to be
oanlinged Mmﬁm should glso be freﬂ-mr_r}- ;Iu:,r:; because Mondays
have 8 special spiritual significance for Shiv worship.

I believe much legal redress could be sought by residents of
other countries Loo in their respective courts of law. Because their
scholers and Lourists Jured Lo tour India are misinformed about
the real origin of the Toj Mahal and other historic buildings for

all the time and travel expenses they spend and the entry fees
they pay.

a Uotll people in India and sbroad take such determined steps
mut:n-: chiating and fooling by Govi. sgencies in India In the
heme of history won't stop. Envoys and foreign ministries of other

mu_ml,_.,.;ufm n

must also put pressure on the Government of Tndis s

Lrios :
n:ulﬂlrlﬂl odia in their respective omintries 0 smrs (het Uhar
"w; micians and buresucrats sre no longer dished out falnified Indisn
nes L&
history -

P. M. Ok

Founder - Presldent_

No. 10 Goodwill Soclety Institote lor Rewriting World History.
Fict Il’ulw i1l 007, Indis Teephone (STD eode 02127 235040
Ih,unlu'l: ase
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Aurangzeb's Letter (See Chapter 4)

CHAPTER |

THE NEED TO RE-EXAMINE
ANTECEDENTS

IN the city of Agra in North India, on the banks of the Yamuns

stands 8 beautiful, majestic 'ut.l.ildm;-mmp'l known as the 'h;
Mahal. Tt is by far the biggesi tourist sttraction in Indis and one
of the most renowned in the world. Thres cenluries of mistinformed
pressure-publicity has resulted in focusing visitor sttention only
an Lwo mml.ﬂphs inside the Thj Mahal to the exclusion of ity other
remarkable features. The resull has been disastrous o & detailed
study of both its history and architecture.

Untll we alerted the public and governments the world over
through our book titled Taf Maha! Was A Rajput Palrce, published
in 1965, it had been universally believed that the Taj Mahal originated
as a Muslim tomb. The traditional universa) beliel of the uninformed
lay visitor, based on mere hearsay, has been that the Taj Mahal
owes fts creation to the grest amorous sttschment that the
fifth-generation Moghul ruler of India, Shahjahan, bore to his wife
Mumtaz, On her death the disconsolate Emperor, they believe, reised
the massive and spacious Taj Mahal as a monument to his love.

History students, tenchers, scholars, researchers and
government-officials connected with history and archaeology seem
to be hardly better informed than the lay *isiter. At best, history
teachers and officials carry 8 few spurious detalls ubout the Tnj

counterfeit, mutually inconsistent and anomalous pould h.-:,-;
proved if they are collected together and placed side by side for
comparison.

So many concocted accounts of the mythical ﬂ:#’
authorship of the Taj Mahal have been afiost for the last F

that one wonders how they never aroused aroused anybody's # “
muwmmhmmummm
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m;-turlh-rnﬂdrq:hnwhymwnﬁmm“mwthm
of the Taj Mshal could be anything between four o ninety million
ﬂﬂ.,ﬂﬁﬂ!ﬂ'ﬂhﬂﬂ}'ﬁﬂ]‘fﬂﬂﬂlﬁﬂiﬁrﬂmw
lllllnlhmd:un.lhupnioduEMrucﬁnnmuldbemwhm
between 10 snd 22 years, and Mumtaz, the so-called Lady of the
mm.mﬂhﬂbmhuiadmmbaﬂﬂnmturuppnﬂw
lmthuﬁmﬁmmmwnheymmnnﬂ!mrdmlh.m
sre only & few sbsurdities, anomalies and inconsistencies of the
muﬂlm.m“mmyumwhichwepmpmﬂmum
in the following pages.

We would like to record st the very outset our wonder as
to how for 350 long years people the world over believed the arrant
nmml:ﬂupmdmlmdfumhmmmummtlﬂmthnh}
Mahsl could st all be raised, al least in India, to commemorate
amsl love. Such puerile credulity may be all right in the
mbjmhﬂmm&ﬂdlmbathhuﬂyiuﬁﬁmmm
context of the hard fects of Muslim courts in mediseval India.

Before believing in the *'fsbulous msusoleum’’ theory. two
questions may be asked. Firstly, where are the historical records
describing Shahjahan's romantic sttachment to Mumtisz - one of
his 5,000 consorts, prior to ber desth ? Secondly, how many palaces
did Shshjshan build for his sweetheart Mumtaz while she was alive
before be built one over ber dead body ?

Histories are silent on both these points. The answer o the
first is thst there are no sccounts of the Shahjahan Mumlaz romance
becsuse (here never was any. That so called romanlic attachment
was & graft to justify the mythical crestion of the Taj Mzhal 28
& wonder Lomb. The answer to the second question is that Shahjshan
did pot build any palace for Mumtaz alive or dead.

We would commend this method of asking challenging questions
to oneself ai every stage Lo ensure thet one’s premises are flaswless
before proceeding with one’s resesrch.

We would ke Lo record emphstically here that bowever much
it may plesse Western sentiment, the notion that the Taj Mahal
is & martle phantom of the love that Shahjshan bore for Mumisz,
is simply silly. It never happened in mediseval India and probably
never happens anywere else in the world. Every Moghul monarch

The Nood 1o He- Examine Antscedents
=
had at least 5,000 consoris in his

pommand outside. He had hardly m‘:r" more W by
only one of his several thousand consorts, bemrt t idolise

It i» & pity thal in the mistaken !
for Mumtez, hivtorical scholarship .h:::, ::*I e
A} years, conjuring up fantestic detsils. In the h_: for
rcanpjtmﬂhmh-upmﬂlrﬂlﬂﬂmmw“‘lu —
with one another. The result, therefore, has been that ki ot
been loaded with 8 mass of incongruent detalls,

Since the fictitious accounts of the Taj Mahsl are legion,
and compiling all of them is an impossible task. Any number of
such sccounts could have been conjured up in any pert of the
world by enyone enamoured by the mythical Shahjahen legead, during
the last 350 years. But we propose Lo present in this volume a
select assortment of those fictitious scoounts and prove bow bogus
and mutually inconsistent they are.
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CHAPTER 11

ADMISSION IN SHAHJAHAN'S
OWN BADSHAHNAMA

A CLEAR, unequivocal and disarming admission that the Taj
Muha! is & Hindu palace commandeered for use as 8 Muslim tomb
is contained in Shahjahan's own court chronicie written by a paid
courtier named Mulla Abdul Hamid Lahori.

In Elliot and Dowson' we are lold, '‘Hedshatnmama of Abdu
Homid Lahori is & history of the first twenly years of the reign
of Shahjahan... Abdul Hamid himself says in his preface, that the
Emperor desired to find an suthor who could wrile the memories
of his reign in the style of Abul Fazl's Akbarmama. He was
recommended to the Emperor for the work, and was called from
Pstns, where he was living in retirement, to undertake the
composition.”* From this passage it is clear that Mulla Abdul Hamid
Lahori wrote the Hadshehnama (in Persian) as an official chronicle
st Emperor Shahjehan’s own command. The Persian text in ils
originsl form is published by the Asiatic Society of Bengal. Reproduced

elsewhere in this book are pages 402 and 403 of Vol. 1 of this
Badshahnama.®

There are 22 lines on page 402 and 19 on page 403. We have
numbersd them serially so that those who cannot read the

L. . 3 The History of Indin as Told by lts Own Historians, Yol.
. The Posthumous Papers of the late Sir H. M. Elliot, K.C.B, edited

Professor John Dowson, M.1.A.S., published by Kitab Mahal ( Private)
Bi-A Zero Rood, Allshabed.

ESS

2. Persian text of Mulls Abdul Hamid's Bedshahneme, in two volumes,
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Peraian scripl may follow tha

line- by -ling ranseript in the Roman

seript and later the line-by-line rendering in English
A TRANSCRIPT OF THE PERSIAN PASSAGE N BOMAN
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111,

11.

12,

13.

14.

15,

CHARACTERS (PAGE 4(2)

Har do ra az ham juds mee sakht wa ba hom| sorhue’
beemar shudah : .

Pan az chande dar zindagi e pidar sipare shud, mbige chun
Fateh Khan

Pisare Ambar ba wa setlse Yamineddoulsh Asit ®han arzih
dasht mehlawe bar

Dowlat khwahi wa hawa jooee [instadah masraox deshla bood
keh ein

Khidmatguzar ikhlas shissr benizamra kKeh gz kolah nl wp
ghagmwiil

Guzeence bad sagaali wa mulkhslifute awliyn-e-dowiat-&- shad
meeaad mee namood

Mugavysd sakhteh ummidwari-i marshmi-i bodshahi ast, wa
dar jwwabe aan farman

Qazah jiriyan (sic) ime sudoor yufteh hawad keh agar
guftar-e-00 farcoght rasiee dsrad

Jahan ra az salaaishe wajoode besawand-2-00 pak gandaanad
chun Faleh Khan

Rand ax waroode hukme jahan-mutah burhane- be-nizam bod
farjam ra kKhufah namoodih

Shoharat dasd keh ba ajale Labeeyee dar gursshl, wa Husseln
nam pisare Darsalae

Dora janashin-e-gan badasyeen urdan need. Wo arzh dashiee
mebnee azx

Hagiqal-e-ein waqueh ba dnsk -¢-Muhammad
nowharane moatamade 00

Raod, ba dargahe salatem
sahir shud keh

Torahim keh &




- 4

B

2'_

The Ta] Mahal Is A Templa Paloes

ot - ¢ - pEnoogah {supplios) Ry khwahand
ik -
g 3 ra ba nnfais jawahar wa murmsseh mlot -e-be-nizam
Nl
hamrahe-pEsanry ] |
i hag rasme !1L5'|'|!.;.‘|1:]1 usanl numavnd La

multimussate 00, 1830 qubul yabad

s ba nanshoore nowazish kahpoh murassah wa da yake lraqui
b in-tila’
Demmgare Turkee rmh waar
Shwikrullzh Arsb wa Fateh Ehan
Ra Dow laishand farishtsdand. Oodajiram ba benam -e-chihal
hazer roopiah mirfars gardeedeh
Rooze-juma’ hafdshum Jamadil awal nasshe muqaddase
muzsfire agleeme
Tageddus hazarst mehd alis Mumtazuzzamaneera keh ba
tareegait n amasnal mudafoon

(PAGE 403)

Bood masshoobe Badshehzadae namadaar Muhammad Shah
Shijn Bahndur 8 Wazxir Khan.

bha win-e-mutalaa’ mashoobe

Wa Sati (sic) Unnisa Khanum kebh ba mijaz shanasi wa
kardasnes ba darise soloes pesh

Dusrloe we waganlsl elaon Maallke Jahan malikse Johaaniyvaan
ruseeh bood, rawane-e

Daral khalafae Akbarabed namoodand wahukm shud keh har
re dar reh aash e bisiyar

Wa dorahim wa dananeere be shumar ba fugra wa nayazmadaan
bitihand. wa zamine dar

Nihaywt rifsst wa nizashat keh junoobroos aan misr jaama’
Bulwy

Agarchoh Raj daivingh husule sin dawlntra foze pzeem danisht

Admiasion in Shahlahin's Oun Thad bt mg

¥,

33,

i

a5

a6.

39,

410,

41.

a
armal

Az rooe shativast Weh dar

e . iAmecys
diniyeh naguzr ast

shewan Khumisun H MMt

Dar’ mwace aan anli roaned - o ae khiliz soha
farmoodand

Rasd nz rasidane nansh ba san shahar- g
dabun Jamadl Ussanich

kararmat bher pane

Sale anyandeh paikare nooranee- o aan ssmasnes jowhinr ba khakon
pak sipurdeh samad

Wsa mutasaddiyan-e darul khilafah be bukme mustlse sjastatg)
waqt turbat-e-falak martabate

Aan jahen iffotra az noomr poshidand ., wa fmanete - o gales shiin
wa gumbaze

Rafi bunyan keh ta rastakheez dar halandee yodgars bimemats
gardoon rifaat
Hazrate Sahib Qarsh-e-sauni bashed wa dar dstowares
namoodare istigamal
Aznyam banee tarah afgandand wa muhsandisane doorboen wa
MEeAmAran - & - saanat
Aafreen chihal lakh roopiah akharajate ein Imaarst bar sawurd
anmoodand

HEREUNDER IS THE LINE-BY-LINE ENGLISH RENDERING

(PAGE 402)

Both were separated from one mnother
atrocities fell ill
After some time during s fa
Prior to this since Fatehkhan
Son of Ambar through Yuminuddaulah Asafichan
a petition
Declaring his allegiance and |
Loyal servant full of sincerity
shortsightedness and eruelly
Ml will and opposition of the royal

and with thome wnjust

ther'y time (he) passed wwsy.

had submitied

officials came Inta pIRY-
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jor rigorous ||||1'.|1'=\.-.|'|H|||':1I i | hll|'lir

] fllag mo L L s
" v and In validity of that death-inflicting

L AT Roval manc

foval order has had Lthe bonour of botng issued and i Uhat
oyl Y

ﬂﬂ"l"ﬂ-m. |l l-,|'|,:|. Ir'\llh in It
Then Lhis world ghould be relieved of the oxistonce of sueh
a person EDCe Fitohkhan

AMer reciving Lhe royal ordor — oboyved by the world ha
sdvanend prpumenis and excuses for his bad sdminisbration
And publicised i O appear as o notural death and Hussain
namod son of Dersaleh was

Made surcessor fllognlly and a petition far from Lhe
Renlity of Lhis event (was) sent through Mohammasd Tbrahim
— one of his trusted employees

And the court of the Protector of Kings - issued an order
which had to be strictly complied with
Thut the confessor be taken inside Daulatabad lort and starved
ko death
And he with all the splendour and glory and fanfare accom panied
by his son
EMest (son) ms per tradition be given a send off, so that
fiy requests were acceploed

And equipped with Lhe gracious charter (order) and with two
borses - one Iragui with golden saddle

The other « Turkish with an ornamental golden saddle through
Shukurulluh Arab and Fatehkhan

Were sl Lo Daulatabad - and Udajahan was honoured with
o reward of 41,000 rupees —

Foday - 16th Jomodi-ul-awwal the sacred dend body of the
travedier W0 the kingdom of hesven. Hor

Holiness, hazewt Mumiaoal Znmani
Lemporerily, was senl —

(PAGE 403)
Accompanied by princs Mohammad Shah Shujs Bahadur, Wazir

who was buried
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a0,

A2,

A4,

A6,

Khan — -

And Saliun MNiss Ehanam
who ke
the (decensed) wo intimately 0 he temperament of

And was wall virned in the

ol
ol tha quisn of Qioens ele, i Wlﬂd Lhe \I[“..

Wan brought to the eapital Ay

was fssusd Lhat very day watmd (Agra) and i onles

Muring Lhe journey countles toing be d

ik
fakirs and needy, Thi aile - Emang the

covered with i majestic magnificent lush gards
Ny
of that grest city und ook,

Amidst which (garden) the building known ss the pulace
(Manzil) of Raja Mansingh, at present owned by Raja Jaisiogh

GGrandson (of Mansingh), was selected for the burial of the
Queen whose ghode is in hesven

Although Raja Jaisingh valued it grestly as his ancestral heritags
and property, yet he would have been agreestle w part with
it gratis for the Emperor Shahjahan

(Stll) out of sheer serupulousness so essential in mallers
of bereavement and religious sanctity (thinking L improper
to take his palace gratis)

In exchange of that (aali Manzil) prand pulsce, he (Jalsingh)
was granted a plece of government land

After the arrival of the desd body in that grest city (Agra)
on 15th Jamadul Saniya

Next year that (lustrious body of the hivenly Queen was
laid to rest

The officials of the capital, according to the royal orders of
the day, under the sky-high lofty ol eum

Hid (the body of) that pious lady from the wua: ::, u:;ﬂ”-
and this Paloce (Imarnt-e-Aalishan) 5o MK pred
with a dome

S0 lofty that in ita stature (L) is & memao
of sky-dimensions

rinl 10 Lhs codrmEe
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A

(of) Sahib Qarsni SANT - (the king) and in strength so mighty
3. (onE

in his rsolution & firm - the foundation was lind and
n i | AR 7 tala

P b far sight and archictects of talent
ijll.ﬂn.ﬂn!l wil

41, Incurmed @n expenditure 0

To make Lhis passege 8 Hitle
like to explain 8 fow points.

Emperor ﬁnhj.;nhan'! wife hrjumﬂm:l Ranu died in Burhanpur
sumewhere botween 1629 and 1632 A.D. Her body was buried in
g garden Lhere put |s sald W have been exhumed after about six
months and trangported Lo Agra. Even this single detail should
hgve boen enough o glert discerning and thoughtful people thal
Shahjahan must have come by 8 handy ready-made mausolewm.
Why else would he disturb and remove @ body well lnid Lo rest
,mj. have il carried to Agra. a0 miles away ! He wouldn'L wanl
it to be transferred from one gpen grave to anol her without some
purpose. Even a commoner's body is not 50 trifled with, let alone
that of a queen and bhelieved to be & very ‘beloved’ one al that.
Moreover if Shuhjahan had really commisioned the Taj Mahal he
should have raised it at Burhanpur where Mumtaz was already buried.
Such careful checking sl every stage, S0 essential for accursie
historics] resesrch has been lacking in the field of Indian history,

The body of Mumiaz was removed (if at all} from Burhanpur
anly because Juisingh's palace had by Lhat Lime been cormmandeered
for her re-barial in Agra. The site chosen for her burial in Agra
had immense verdant grounds (Subz Zamini - s the Badshahnarns
wermns §L). This shows that the place had also & lush planted royal
gerden around Mansingh's palace. Inside those grounds Was
Marsingh's mansion (maneil) which was then in the possession
of his grandson Jaisingh - ssys the Badshahnama.

It should be noted thst Raje Mansingh's mansion does nol
pecesserlly mesn one bullt by him. It only means that during
Jubsingh's Uimes i was known ss Mansingh's mansion because
Manwingh was its last famous occupant. Thal was an ancient Hindu
buliding that had ultimately devolved on Mansingh, and Lthen on
Juisingh. Here & must &lso be remembered that the Ta) Mahal
did ol necessarily devolve on Mansingh through the direct line

M.

f Rs. 40 lakhs on this building.

more coherent and clear we would

Admission in Shahjahan's Qwy
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of descent. Such mansiong like un a
hands by transfer, aalg, Rilting “.::"-hﬂ'r

From time Lo time L i » Sm o= bmrngy
hands ond wos st thn;nm:;: ::I::du ].'m'ﬂ"“ ::n:liu qh
too s we shall explain hiereafLer Pation af the M
On mrrival In .

dome of Mmﬂingﬁﬂl;n[t‘ﬁnTl:;. !hbd]r ‘r buiried undernegty Lhe
the Hedshahnama. Barlier it tells us that b cummand. sys
the take-over of his highly valued mﬂr:l’“lﬂ'! Jaivingh, regarded
as o matter of great honour done Lo him palace for my usa,
seruples it was considered fit o Y% out of religious

give him w pi
land in exchange. IL s not known *hﬂtm‘l:““‘: wﬂl
. or

an open plot of land or roc

to adorn the record Lo mak:yn:k.:iuuj:r;ur w Vo
8t least on paper. Actually such a piece of land d“r::i:uhh
to have been handed over Lo Jaisingh. Making eonfusion =
confounded historiens have further assumed, baselemly 'E
Shahjahan too obtained an open plot of land in nr.huq; Why
should Shahjahan exchange one plot of land for mul-h:rT- If he
did why would he not mention the location of the plob gven o
Jaisingh 7 What is worse is thet historians cite some spurious or
misinterpreted documents to say that Shahjahan exchunged & group
of mansions to oblain an open plot of land from Jaisingh o reise
the Taj Mahal, Would a stingy, haughty Shahjshan seop Lo making
guch an inequitable barter? Moreover the Badshahmume clearly
asserts that it was Jalsingh who was given land while Shahjahan
got Mansingh's garden palace in exchange. This is one more detall
proving how the entire Shahjahan legend of the 'Tuj Mahal s whelly
fictitious from beginning to end.

Obviously this exchange is a mere eyewssh. Wha would bear
with any equanimity a fabulous building being exchunged for on
apen piece of land 7 Secondly, the exchange itsell sounds a mend
myth because the Jocation and dimengions of the plot of land given
to Juisingh are not mentioned. Thirdly, there was na love ot
betwesn Shahjahan, an overbearing Muslim fanalic potentate,
his nobles, epecially when they weore Hindus. Iln-'llmllﬂ'rm
that Jedsingh wan just unceremoniowsly
palsce.

HMyw
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For 450 long years humanity all over I!'|.4' world his been duped
infs helipving that Shahjahan poquired a piece of open land from
Jaisingh. This fgrnin should have induced '.“.J-‘Tl-v re-Lhinking at Jeast
smongst students of history. Why should Shahjuhan, an emperor,
ped Lo beg an open plot of land from s ‘J_'l't'-'u rvient. nobleman
in Shahjohan's own 5.ﬂmﬂ—,qti-m-nhi |.':||J:L.u]. T Did ot Shahjahan
possess vast iands himself 7 He robbed Jaisingh ﬁl'r.i-‘ rmagnificent
bejewelled palace which was considered fit Lo bury his queen in

The palace had a ghy-high dome underneath which, the suthor
of the Bsdshanama Lolls us, Mumtaz's body was hidden (i.e. buried)
from Lhe éves of the world by the officials of the realm al Shohjahan®s
eommand. Such command again Was UNNECEssary unless Mumiaz
had to be buried in somebody glse’'s property. The use of the word
eommand’* is thus significant. We shall show that 104 years earlier
Emperor Babur also refers Lo Lhis domed palace.

This mention of the dome is of far-reaching importance Lo
rofute the false notion entrenched in Indian history and architectursl
and civil engineering lextbooks that the dome is a Muslim form
of architecture, The Bedshahnama clearly tells us that the Hindu
palace taken over for Mumtaz's burial had a dome. Incidentally
the edifice is also described as a *‘sky-high'' mansion, though
those adjectives have been alsa interlinked with Shahjuhan's courage
end valour,

Since Lhe ;f'a; Mzhal has been admilted Lo be a Hindu palace
eapped with & dome it should nol be difficult o comprehend Lhat
the so-called mausoleums of Akbar st Sikandra and of Humayun
and Safdarjang in Delhi, which have been often compared with the

Taj Mahal are all’ erstwhile Hindu palaces conguered and misused
an Muslim tombs,

Line A0 in the above passuge says Lhat the Emperor engaged
grometricians and architects for Lhe projoct. This does not in the
Jeust prove that he had & mausoleum constructed from Lhe foundation
upward, Geometricinns and archilecls wore needed Lo plan the digging
of the grave in the centre of the basemant chambor and mise 8

—

2. This poir has been mare fully doult with In cho baok
. pler 11 of my
Bome Blunders of Indizn Histerl el Husasireh pubdiphed tn July fLEN
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L
conolaph exnctly over it in the senire of Uh ot
on the ground floor and in the hasermant of the .Jmm i
Hindu palace. The architects mnd Ki

L LEE Ty 1S
to gulde the removal of some martle stonss :I'::;“ sy g
engruved on them in lettering of oSS ' OTEnLC exireciy

The words " foundstion was Jaidt .

in line 40
self -explanatory. They are meaningful nol fn i vl l.w:' sy
Firstly, since & corpse in always interced in d Bitisey,

i L, fill
ditch over Lhe body i *'laying the foundation of t'h!li Ing up the

: urave " Seenally,
it has also & figurslive mesning. By burying the body in sn ]ﬂnlrm
palace, Shahjahan in u way laid the foundation of u Muslim :

Such figurative bul mesningful use of the term “laying the
foundation’’ 18 not st all uncommaon. One eould say for fnstance
that by his conquests Napoleon laid the foundation of the Freneh
ernpire. Does Lhis mean that Napoleon ordered some digging and
brick, mortar and stone for the edifice of the French smpire?
Similarly Shahjahan “‘lald the foundation™ of his wife's grove by
ardering same bullding material because he hud chosen Lo commisidess
s ready fabulous palsce. 1L should also be noted that many Muslim
chroniclers use that fraudulent term "'laid the fourndation™ Lo
sugpest falsely that Muslim rulers builk large buildings.

It is such logical and legn interpretitions we would like to
commend to all historiang. Hitherto they have been usid Lo gloss-over
inconvenient words and phruses, ignore significant [ssasges, ke
fantastic mssumptions, hover In & world of unreality, twis thi
ordinary und natural meaning of words snd phrases, shit. thr
eves altogether to logic and legal sifting of evidence and 1o ﬁ
pathetic faith in forgeries and falschoods. Such m?nﬁ:d
unantisfactory methods will have Lo be given up if Indinn history
has to be rid of its many mistaken concepla and shibboleths.

About the sum of four million rupees (R, 40 lakh) thal the
Rudshahnnma tells us was expended on the bullding, the m
is simple. AL the outset we would like ta upprise the et
the weakness of Muslim chroniclers for Eﬂﬂﬂ'wur_
boost Lhe glary of their royn! pertons. Alowing "ﬂl':m mangA
of exaggeration we may assurme thit thie setual uxpond MH i
to be expended may well have been in the neighbourhood
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million rupoes

Thereafter we have Lo sonsider another factor. In the corruption
rampant dunng Moghul times the estimales given Lo the sovereign
for such projocis included & lnrge percentage of overhead,
inauthorised profits of innumerable middlemen. Making dyg
allowance for such inflated estimales we may assume that the actyp)

pxponses should have been in the nighbourheod of bwo million rupees

The Lwo million rupees (or even four million for thal matler)
amuld be emsily spent on digging and filling up a grave in Lhe basement,
reising 8 cenotaph in the ground floor central oclagonal chamber,
covering them with costly mosaic of stones to match and merge
with the palace fooring, barricading the hundreds of rooms,
ventilstors, staircases, doorways. balconies and cormidors in the
seven -storied marble Tejomahalaya Hindu Temple Palace complex
and engraving the Korsn on the walls of the edifice. The engraving
necessituted reising 8 huge scaffolding o the towering height of
the seven-storied edifice around ils massive girth and its many
lofty gutewsys end arches. Such mosaic flooring and Koranic
engraving necessitated the removal of the stone pitching of the
Hindu palsce st places and replacing it. New stones had also to
be ordered to replece those which chipped off or broke in this
tempering and tinkering. Hiring of highly paid arlisans, ordening
of stone from grest distances and raising of a costly scaffolding
sccounts for the expenditure mentioned by the Badshahnama.

We shall quote in the next chapter the French merchant visitor
Tavernies to-testily that the seaffolding cost much more than the
entire work done. This would prove thal the work done was the
comparstively insignificant lellering al precarious heights on the
srches of Lhe Taj Mshal and sealing six stories.

We wonder on what suthority later writers have placed the
cost of the so-called construction of the Taj Mahal at anywhere

4. P =3 Elict snd Dowson, Vol VI. It s stated, *'De Sacy also
menilons Lhe exagreraled sooount of property and expenditure, as 1o the
number of elephants, borses, etc. and the cost of bufdings, nnd such

like, in the Aemoirs (of Johangir) translated by Price, compmred wilh
the more modersie statements given in Anderson’s extracls.”

Adminsion in Shahjahan's Oy Pad shofng
MmN

upto Ra. 9017 million (Rs. § crores and 171
own court-chronicler, Mulla Abdyl Ham|

10 lakha (four million rupees) . Tt s Pl ud. places i1 gt anly Ry

sdmitted, by Nouting rules of mathed ﬂlm“z:'luﬂﬁdm. tilindly

history with errors, of which hns riddled Indinn
X perhaps the mom

the origin of the Taj Mahal. MaNILOUS concerny

LL L]
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CHAPTER 111

=

HAVING noted in the preceding chapter thal Shahjahan’s own
court-chronicler sdmils the Taj Mahal to be & domed Hindu palace
commandeered for queen Mumtaz's burial, we propose o prove
in this chapter that the French traveller Tavernier s lestimony too
fully corroborstes our conclusion and proves the traditional Shahjahan
Jegend to be baseless. Tavernier visited India during Emperor
Shahjahan's time. He hss left us some notes on the Ta) Mahal,
which should be useful in amving &l the truth about Lhe orign
of that mansion.

Before examining his testimony let us first get introduced to
him. The Mahwrashtrecys Joyankosh tells us

“'Jean Baptiste Tavernier, & French jeweller, toured India for
trade between 1641 and 1668 A. . His travel sccount is mainly
devoted Lo comméeree. He used Lo sojourn st Surat and Agra (while
in Indis). He visited all perts of India, including Bengal, Gujarst,
Puanjeb, Madras, Hamastak, etc. He owned a vehicle. He had to
spend Bs. 800/- for the cart and pair of bullocks. 'The bullocks
Used Lo cover 40 miles a day for two months st s stretch. Four
fays were enough for the journey from Surst to Agra or Golconda
08 ihe expense used Lo be between Ra. 40/- and Rs. 50/-. The
!"“'h were & good w8 Homan highways. Furopean travellers fell
ﬁw in Hindu territories for want of mest which was
_ wvallable in Muslim dominions. A good postal system was
0 worpis. Both the Lown-folk and the government used Lo provide

5
V. Rns & § Mabarsditreeys dnyankosh, Vol. 14, edited by Dr. 8.

Aswirislen wnd In 1
ty the Maharashtreeya
dnyankosh Mandal 1id, | from a4 Peth, Poona - 2 (India), 22

Tavernier

protection against highway robbery’ .. g the kind of

COMIMETTe Wil concerned "

in the above passage which Lells ux who Tiverss
are thres points signifiesnt for our discussion, m’l‘-. HI!I
was in Indis sometime betwean 164] and 1688 A Tavermee

. In thi
it may be remembered that Mumiss had N this eonnection

died sometime
1629 and 1632, Tavernier arrived in India nearly 11 y_nh::

Mumtaz's demise, We shall quote Mustim '

the mythical building of the Taj Mahsl mTﬂ::; :‘uﬂ;:::::
months of her desth. As agminst thal we are going Lo quite later
that according Lo Tavernier the work commenced and ended during
his stay in India. That is Lo say, secording to Tavernier no wirrk
was undertzken concemning Mumtsz's tomb at lesst for 11 vears
after her desth, since Tavernier arrived in India only sometime
in 1641. According to some Muslim accounts which we shall quots
hervafter, the Taj Mahal was complete starting from the foundations,
by 1643. Hesders may note this glaring inconsistency between the
Muslim and Tavernier's versions. Some of the former sy that
the Taj Muhal was complete by 1643 while Tavernier telly ua that
the work concerning the mauscleum was not even begun by &t
least 1641. We shall quote the relevant versions later. The other
point to be noted in the nhquumademﬂhﬂﬂimm
was not a scholar, his sttention was concentrsted primaerily on
wealth and commerce.

The third point is that though Tavernier was in Indla
intermittently until 1668, Shahjshen hsd been deposed and
incarcerated by his son Emperor Aurangzeb in 1658, Thet b io
say, if we go by Tavernier's lestimony, the work concerning
Mumtaz's mausoleum commenced some Lime after 1641 and should
have ended much before 1658 when Shahjahan become 8 belpless
prisoner of his own son, But we shall show that Tavernier s
notes that the work took 22 years to complete. That mosaa thet
even if the work began in 1641 it ended only in 1653, This was
lmpwihiemmmmmwmmmﬂﬂ-.

Such glaring anomalies in the traditional Taj Maha! legeedt
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atiracted anybody s attention. That proves that pg
mh*’?: has I;'ﬁ'l'l- done regarding the origin of the Taj Maha),
roud ! | HFT’ scholurs has rernpned conlent with merely q”““ﬁ.ﬂ'
:::mnl-:: :nﬁﬂﬁl'rtﬂ'll varsions without ever trying Lo sort them
m b,

pol. oF ~econc e Lham

W shall now quote” the F_r.-.:pj'I.J,':.ue\.J'.'l:r Britannica for 8 more
theepuph AOJUAINTANDE with Tavernier.

cvmevernier, Jean Baptiste {1605-16589), French |:r-,|-.-p|,1g.,. and
ploneer of trade with India, was born in 1605 at Pans where his
father Gabriel and uncle Melchines, Protestants from Antwerp,
parsund the profession of geographers and engravers... His farthest
poind in this first journay was Isfahan. He returned by Baghdad,
Lepmo to Alexandrin, Malta and Italy, and was sgain in Paris in
1551 In Sept. 1638 he began & second journey (1638-43) by Aleppo
o Persia and thence Lo India as far as Agra and Golconda. His
sl to the court of the Grest Mogul and to the diamond mines
wa connectad with the plans realised more fully in his later voyages
in which Tevernier traded in costly jewels and other precious wares,
among the grestest princes of the East. The second journey was
followed by four otbers. In his third (1643-49), he went as far
2z Juve and returned by the Cape : in his last three voyages (1651 -55,
I657-62. 1664-68) he did not proceed beyond India. In 1669 be
recerved letters of nobility and in 1670 purchased the barony af
Auchonne near Geneva.

"*The dosing years of Tavernier's life are obscure. He left Panis
for Dwitserland in 1687, In 1689 he passed through Copenhagen,

on bis way o Persis through Moscow and in thal year he died
m Moscow "

.Hﬂ-."tﬂ' we shall mnalyze Tavernier's noting sbout the Taj
Mstel, 5 show how, if properly understood and interpreted it

eonfirms our conclusion that Shahjshan did not build the Taj Mahal

but m!ymmuﬂm-m mn earlier Hindu mansion to bury his wife
Marniay in .

Even 30, we would like Lo point out here that the undue emphasis

& P ERB, Encyciopesdis Briteenies 1004 B4 Vol 71

Tavernlor
M i “
thal historians have lended 1o Put an Taverni
PITiber 'y

||1|il,tr|1.1'ﬁnh'|1-. In Lhig comiloxl wa would ke 1o slert % w [
the sagacious provisions of the Law of Bvidence tawtoriane shougt
of historical researchors has heen that they haye ﬂmu:ri:‘:'lnnﬁ fait

igmorant or have shown corm el disregurd of the y
and judicial evalustion of evidence. The Law of Eﬁﬂm“lh MWH!I
based on sound logie. -

If a person were Lo approoch & court of law
* fi declarntion
that Shahjahan bult the Taj Mahal, o the bas =k

ol Tu .
testimony both the plaintiff and his plaint wil be mmnm::n:

the court

The court will justifiably ask that if the then Government. of
India represented by Shahjahan does not have even & shred of paper
{such us design-drawings or sccount sheets or an inseription) to
prove his authorship of the Taj, the plsintiff hes no right ta claim
any title to the Taj on the basis of some vague noting by & Usind
person like Tavernier from a distant eountry like France who chanesd
to visit India during Shahjahan's reign. Tavernier's Lestimony will
therefore be regarded as third-rate evidence by a court of Jaw whils
historiana have tended to regard it as first rate. This is an Dustration
of the much leeway that historiens have to make before claiming
to be compelent researchers.

Fven so we shull show how Tavernier’s noting itself effectively
pricks the bubble of the Shahjahan legend. Thin is but nitural gince
all seemingly divergent details must inevitably fit in wilh thie Trath.

This is what Tavernier has recorded’ : *'0f all the tombs which
one sees at Agra that of the wife of Shahjshan is the mont splendid.
He purposely made it near the Tasimacan where ill ln:ipm‘mu.
8o that the whole world should see and admire. The me
is & large bazar consisting of six large courts, all surrounded
porticos under which there are chambers for Lho use af nm:l
and an enormous quanlity of cotton 8 sold "

: Tyvernier,
7. Pp. 108111, Travels fn India. Val. T, by Joan Hageinte

Raron of Aubonne. Translsted from the ““‘i“’llmlh de., by br.
with a biographical sketeh of the suthor, nolas, Biacnslllun

V. Ball, 11.D. F.R.8., F.G.8, In two volumes, publiahed by
& Co,, London, 1858,
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| witnmssad tha commencement and sccomplishment of this Hrenl
wock on which they |-\'|'milui = vears during which twent y |hﬂU$E|n.|_1
man worked (noessantly. This is sufficient Lo enable one 1o realigy

ihal the cost of it has been enormous. Tt s mard that the ar‘:u'l"uf.rh}w

alne oozl move than the enlire woirk, because, from wanl of wood,
ihery had all to be made of brick a8 well as the supports of Lhe
grehes. This has entalled much lebour and heavy expenditure,
Shahjshan began o build ks own lomb on Lthe other side of Lhe
river but the wur which he had with his sons interrupled his plan,

We must examine the above passage very erilically. Whils
exsmining it we must also bear in mind that the Mrharashiresys
Jovankosh quoted enrlier has said that Tavernier nol being a scholar
was only altracted by weallh and commerce

As painled oul in the earlier chapter, Mumtaz having died belween
162 and 1632, ber body was first buried in Burhanpur in an open
garden, After aboul six months (so they say) it was taken lo
Agra. That means Mumiaz's body was in Agra al the lalest before
the close of 1682 A.DD. Now il we have to believe Tavernier that
b sEw Lhe commencement of the work (after his arrival in India
in 1641) the body &f Mumtaz must have been lying in the apen
oxposd Lo sun and min for nearly a decade. Here we are also
confronted with anaother difficulty, namely the inconsislency between
nis sccount and Muslim ones. According to Muslim accounts, the
enrliest dote by which the Taj Mahal was complele was 1643,

We want to tell the reader thal in Lhis volume we shall not
kmoTe even & single report or detail aboul the Taj Mahal story,
ny -'l'l"ll-lula.'l" whether iU is a concoclion or a relj
hmihit;ﬁ:;jbﬂum us, we shall not brush away the inconsistencies

accounts. In fact we welcome them o sl oW

even fulsehoods and concoctions can be lowi
4 I F|.n II 'I-_ Ilr d
reconciled with the truth, Oifically explained an

able piece. Unlike

WIH::J:HL;T:MM o T1'_;.,rht in maintaining that Mumtaz's
It coadd only have hu.:“ ¥ithin a few months after her death.
It would not be browght Fu LI 4 tomb was ready and handy.
if Shahjahan bod yet b i (n . Po"C i1 the grave at Burhanpur
If he was to bl dig the very foundation of the new Lomb.

* fiw lomb, Mumtaz's body would have boen

Wl

Tavornler

o
taken bo Agra lor consceration in the new Lol
aof 12 or 14 years, which we gre Lold Itljf stme
to build the Taj Mahal,

) 0ty after & peried
mmﬂﬁmem

That the tomb wea ready in the shape of o rommandeered
Hindu palace we have already proved by queting earlier Shakjahan's
own court chronicler Mulla Abdul Hamid,

The period of six monthe that had to élapse beforg Murntaz's
body was taken to Agra from Burhanpur fs explained by the Ume
talken in acheming Lo confiscate the Jaipur rmler's palace in Agra
under the pretext of Mumbaz's urgent re-burial in/it. Snee Rajs
Jaisingh wns o vessal of the Moghuly he was brow-besten Inta
surrendering Taj Mahal for Moghul misuse,

On arrival in Agra, as Shahjshan’s court chronicler telly us,
Mumtaz's body was bured under the lofty dome of Mansingh's
palace then in the possession of his grondson Jaisingh. Acconding
to thal account no time was lost bolween the arrival of the Loy
in Agra and its burial under the lofty Hindu domed palace. Apparently,
iherefore, Muslim accounts of the building of the Taj Mphal sre
all concoctions, We shall prove them Lo be o by wnalysing them

in detal.

Huving buried Mumtaz's exhumed body in the Hindn paisce
at Agru, Shahjnhan was nol in any hurry to make further changes,
The Ml'hm:n whose names OCCUr in Muslim nocounls ore nrm::
who dug the grave in the basement, erected 8 mmuP:Ih ::mml
ground floor, plehed Koranie extracts an the walls of hish
and on ils arches and sealed six stories. To this :t;trnu .m“ S
of designers and workmen found in Uhe various a |

genuine, ¥
COTET
Aw for Tavernier's statement thal he saw the ercement

5 i 'hn
and accomplishment of this greak "'":"rkr V. of {he Tofty
ihe work was nothing more than framing whale

palace inside and out in intricale ’mﬂﬂ:.d mg{h:'I g This
extracts on the walls, and bhen dismantling

is clear from bia very illuminating SUHERCE Ll
the scaffolding itsell was more Lban LEEE L0
Had Shahjahan constructed the Taj M Lo $2 that A 208t

would be sbsurd for any visilar lilke
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of iha scaffolding Wil more than that of the entire work. The
g eaftolding far from gxcoeding that of 1r1_1~ butding: for

wich it b erecled, is in tact infinitesimal. Contrarily, Tavernier
S et the scaffokling proved costlier. A o
::: e *enitire work'* consisted of nothing but the comparatively
insigmificant engraving of {he Koran, digging burinl pits and erecting
3 grEve &0 4 a cenotaph We thus e bow all inconsistencies and
oven coneoctions can be explained mway with the help of the truth.

iy for Manlim sccounts being concoctions, we have a long line
of eminont bistocians like the late Sir H. M. Eliot®, Dr. Tessitori
md Dr. 5. N. Sa" to tell us that those sccounts must nol be

relied @pon

I Shishjehan *‘purposely made the tomb near the bazar called
Tesimacan where all foreigners come, so that the whole world should
e wnd admire it, ** the question that arises iz whether o reportedly
inconsolably griel-stricken Shahjshan would find a sheltered, quiet
apol. for his wife's tomb, if he really buill one, or whether he
would behave ilke 8 cheap itinerant entertainer? Was he in Lhe

show business Lo want Lo rig up & big show out of even his wife’s
death and play 1o the gallery ?

It [s no wonder that even Lhe insignificanl engrovings on &
eommandecred Hindu palasce should take 10, 12, 13, 17 or Z2 years,
s plloped fn different accounts, because far from the prodigal Moghul
that Ehl!‘ui!nh is made oul Lo be, he was a very miserly, haughty,
mM;p::;nu{rm;“ Even otherwisea no Muslim monarch could
i abulous amounts on the desth of each one of

- consoris and many hundreds of other relations.

Mormrer i
. “mm: ‘U;;imnhkm in construction is immaterial because
¥ was safely ensconced under the dome of the

E. Bt & Dowses :
chmerves = The tastirs of o vs. ocy. In the preface Sir H. M. Eliol
I.n.'l.ﬂr.d fruud .** uslim €ra in Inds **In an impudent and
L ’u'd‘w aff 1 5

I bin sdirens ng htﬁd}::.m“w Congress, Mishatad Session, 1638
schedar I Teasitori g dent, Dr. 8, N. Ben, quoting the 'IL_-.u;,_n
highly unreliable .,:g with bim that the Mustim chronicle

. pra are

s
hever b Laken ot their word withoul

g

TaverTiaT

i
jofty and majestic Hindu paloce, w ,
gngravings took anything from mh:: gi!mhmﬂmm tha
uncertainty of the periods mentioned in the “'llﬂmu:‘um wery
in itsell plausible evidence becouse we know from erviona (s
when o usurped building is Lo be allered o one's m‘“”ﬂﬂmﬁmu M.:h
atorations eould be spaamodicaly incorporstad, over  protrctd
period, in the huﬂ:m?“, asoneding 1o the chening. micd of
new occupant. In L‘t}lﬂ sense we say thal all the periods, from
10 to 22 years, mentioned by the different chroniclers may be taken
o be true. Reconciling these versions we may say that the tomb
mound and the cenotaph mosaic of Musntak A6k 10 Sorn: Gcaill
that is the shortest period mentioned by any writer). The Koranic
engravings dragged on for 2 years. Camouflaging Hindu buildings
with Muslim lettering was not Shahjahan’s tnnovation. T4 had »
hoary tradition. The Adhai-Din-Ka-Zopda st Ajmer, which wea &
part of Vigrahara] Vishaldeo's paloce, benrs Ishunic lettering. The
an-called Kutub Minar which is an ancient Hindu observatory Wowes
has also been similarly claimed for Tslam wilth the legrerdermain of
Islamic carvings on it. The so-called Humayun, Safdarjsng and
Akbar tombs, though earlier Rajput palaces, have mel with U
same {ate. It ia no wonder if Shahjahan carried forwurd thia well -wormn
tradition of his forbears und with a masterstroke of imperial
highhandedness robbed Jaisingh of his fabulous ancestral pﬂlﬂf&.
which was Shahjahan’s maternal home, He had 8 twin objective
in turning a gay Hindu palnce into & weird Muslim tomb. One
was to further impoverish and humiliste & Hindu pnnul!' Touse,
and the other, to appropriste the whole palbee ru'ith ika flh’-dﬂw-'
wealth like pearl pendants, gold pitcher and nIhnu;-l silver nt;;
and the famous Pescock Thrane {which was in this palace) 10
gwn Lreasury. -
We would also like to draw {he reader’s attention I.u'lhu'ﬂ_'mﬂ' L]
g b noar the Tasimaca¥
words, **Shahjshan purposely made the Lom QR
(which had six large courts) where all fﬂ*dﬂ'ﬂﬂ' ¢ %
the whole world ghould see and admire 1"--. The W
ig Taz-i-macan, l.e.
Taj Mahal. That is Lo 58y, the I-Iimlu‘pﬂ‘lﬂ'-“ﬁ‘“‘ﬂ rﬂngmw-
gling Taj Mahal even before Mumitaz's burial,
He also tells ua that foreigners used
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palace mnd that Shahjahan’s object in burying Mumtaz there Wag
procisaly Lo cash in on the sculptural grandeur of that dreamlang
palsce.

Shahjahan is often misrepresented in Indian  histories a3 g
fabulously rich Moghul, This image of his derives from the beliof
that he buill & number of costly buildings while he actually dig
not build even & single. Far from being a monarch possessing fabuloug
weslth Shahjahan could hardly command any resources worth the
name because his near - 40 - year reign was marred by 48 military
ampmigns. Shahjuhan’s relative poverty is fully bome out by
Tevernier's remark quolted above that from *“wmnt of wood®' the
scaffalding, including the support of arches, had all to be made
of bricks. The reader may well consider whether 8 monarch whao
cannot muster even Lhe timber necessary for a scaffolding, in a
country like India which had vast stretches under dense forest,

can ever hope or dream of ordering a building as magmficent and
majestic as the Taj Mahal ?

Tevernier's remark that Shahjahan had to use bricks even to
Bupport arches is of special significance. It means that the **arches"’
existed already. IL may be noted that Koranic engravings on the
Taj Mahal sre made around the arches. When tha original stone

slabs were removed by shahjahan and were su

bstituted by other
slabs with the

Muslim lettering, the urches so tampered with had
Lo be supported with bricks. So this part of Tavernier's abzervation
alsa proves that the Taj Mahal with jis arched entrances existed
even before Mumiaz's death.

When Tavernier suys the Tasimacan (i.e, Taz-i-Macan) is a
large l:nn.r econsigting of six large courts he is obviously deseribing
Lhe :F-puﬂufn. rd sone pavilions around. excluding the marble
::ﬂlﬁ.:l since il hn:l already been appropriated for Mumtaz's burial,
o whhlmwu-l;z ¥ In-:mum. may appoar confusing, becsuse while

_ ignates the marble building as the **Taj Mahal®*
“En:fr Hﬂ;ﬂ: 'I'r'::&r peripheral  red-stone  buildings a9
e i.ng i ack s that rhﬂl'.h the marble building and
ﬁfm‘m e ~Ellmn shopping ::nrri:!um constitule the
9 'Il'.‘l.hﬂ.l.‘lib'; = CrOwn propoeriy'* belonging to Jaisingh.
Propeny - the majestic magnificent marble palace

Taviernier

L
with all its nnnexes - thal was EOTTTan

terd
red -stone corridors would have pg J by Eah b, The

. FLandi thers
central marble bullding sines they mre merp udjunciy :'-:ﬁ":“lh
palace. e

Refore we end Lhin chapler, however, we want o cation (he
resder sbout the worth of Western scholurs’ or Vistiors'

During British rule in India there was g strong tendency to gh.
grenl store by the jottings of Western observers, That Lendeney
|}i‘|"-iHL'-"~ Ve moWw thug‘h we are free. Rut HEHIE. himn’ifmi’qﬂ.h

scholar, has made some impartant observations, which provide s
clpesie instance of confused minds.

In o footnote on pege 154 of his book, Keens obe e
commenced his first voysge in 1811 and after uravelling fm:m
Constantinople to lspahan in Perma, retumed to France in 1653,
He did not, therefore, see the commencement of the Taj bul he
may have heard of it st Ispahan. His fourth voyage from ]iﬁl
Lo 1655 was to Indis, and it was then that be sme the compleion
of the Taj.

Firstly let us tell Keene how Tuvernier la right. E@J does
not know that since the Taj Mahal wu_l Hindu mansion thene
was nothing for Shahjahan to do except to dig a trench in i'l:hnﬂu:
central chamber, if st all, and bury l‘lﬂlﬂ' m::pﬂ of H?;ﬂ:
Therefore Tavernier need not have beea in Tndin in 1630-31 to wilness

& ier means by saying Lhat he
the *‘commencement’’, What Tavernier me )
saw Lhe commencement and end of the building : l'nn‘:dﬂ.h;

' ahan 1 labogrers smect &
explained by us, thut be suw Shihj

: .ous heights of the T} Mahal T
to inlay Koranic engravings sl vanous time, and 1T it Degun and

This work could begin and r:ﬂd at mim b
ended while Tavernier was In India pothing surprising.

Tavernier is therefore right.
Bul one interesting fact which emenges from ‘
is that nobody seems to know for e quoled. be
was in India and rur.lm.-.h:iml?:iﬂ
oI VRNNGS ' R
f:uﬁ:;?ix::fmm 1641 Lo 1668, Em‘;'mlﬂ lh:ﬂ 1655, On 28
be in India only sometime et wesn 2
other hand, Encyclopaedia Britannica
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Imdin severnl Limen intermitiontly, This im.lirnlm thal Tavernier iy
not wery reliable. All that he has stated i3 not the Lruth or the
whale truth. If he was in India for less than four years (between
151 - 1655 including the months covered by Lhe voyage to und fro)
weould It be right for him to say that *"20,000 lnbourers worked
| ity for 22 yoars and that the work commenced and ended
In my prosonce’’ 7 This indicates thal Tavernier oo has bluffed
the wardld of Mstory regarding the Thj Mahal by recording Muslim
Wlffs which be only heard bul passed on Lo posterity as first hand
Infarmalion .

Tavernier's noting makes out four specific poinis, namely :
{. Thet Shahjahan purposely buried Mumtaz near a bazar known
a8 Tasimacan (i.e. Taj Mahal). 2. That he could not get any timber
for Lhe scafTolding. 3. That the cost of the scaffolding was more
than that of the entire work. 4. That 20,000 labourers worked
incessuntly for 22 years.

Of the above the first three points clearly imply thal Shahjahan
ook over & ready Taj Mahal for Mumtaz's burial. The fourth point
on which traditional historians have banked does nol make any
sense when iU is congidered thal a Tevernier staying in India only
for four yesrs (1651-1655) cannot assert that the work which begun
and ended in his presence lasted for 22 years.

Bul Tavernier’s apparently absurd statemenli makes sense if
it is properly interpreted and understood. When he arrived in India
in 1661 Mumiaz had already been buried in the Taj Mahal for 20
yeurs. The work of raising a scaffolding around the Taj and engraving
Romanic stanzas then commenced and ended while Tavernier was
in India. If that took two years Tavernier's observation that Mumtaz's
tomb was by that time 22 years old and the work (of the scaffolding
and engraving ) began and ended in his presence proves to be singularly
orrect. 50 even this fourth point of Tavernier's testimony which
was suspectsd to support Shuhjahan's suthorship of the Taj, turma

oul to suppart our contention thut Shahjahan only usurped the
Ta) Mahal.

Tavernier’s observation that because of the unavailability of
Umber Shahjuhan had o erect a scaffolding of bricks all round
the Taj, and thet the work was completed after 22 years indicates

Tavernier

=
thit the whole of the markls Taj Mahal h"-'li'ldlng

was curtained off from publie view for b
of bricks used as scafTolding. That ™
hidden from the world for one whols generution, L |y
thot after a lapse of 2 years when Lhe brick - scafToldi

dismantled and the Taj Mahal cameg into view once ugRin, l-'."::

generation started beliveing that it was Shah
commissioned it. iy ivis =

which wH “le'

L wna because of that brick shroud that we fing wullitle Wit
vigitors like Peter Mundy and Tavermnier IHIHI'IE aninformed, conftised
and sketchy notings about Shehjahan h‘ﬂﬂﬂ enigaged in mﬂm :
tomb for Mumtaz and his emplaying of all peaple muinly only
ealligraphers, and labourers to Jevel the hillocks on the outaldrts.
The skill of a historian researcher like that of 8 erime knrvestigator
lies in getting at the truth from such a jumbled mass of incongruous
details. Fortunately in the case of the Taj Mahal various contemporury
observeras have left us very important clues which hefp us point
oul unerringly that the marble Taj Mahal was commandeered by
Shahjohan and misused as & mausoleum.

LL L




ﬁuﬂl’lﬂﬂbln |Laotier And Faoomt h“"'ﬂh

L ]
" fund the plague on the
hich haa drd . advice :

N dans should blunderingly mislsd (e ':ﬂ:'?ld'u g,
CHAPTER 1V ,Iluthurﬂ]’“-‘ of n world -class monument js highty 4 T ® the

; “ i taken Lo have died '

/ Sy T N— if then Mumilaz " uround 1631 gy |y
;tLIIl:'rH{fEP:I‘ o !‘FT ! .L.R ANID selieved. the 1].;:._1{_'-1.1 of 22 yenrs gives us 1863 A 1. = the your
RECENT EXCAVATION | iy which the Taj Mahal stood completed

"pick and wpan,
and firm in all 1o grandear and meny. Dot u U Nl o

the archaeology depsriment and the traditionslist historiang wiild
have it, we have on record & letler from Prince Aurstgash, of
a year aartier 1.e. of 1652 A. D., scolching thet tlaim, That letter
ig recorded in Bl least three contemparery Persiin chrondcles Uided

In addition to the admission in the Badshahnama that the Ty
Mahal fs 8 commandeered Hindu mansion, and lavernier's noling

thot the Thj mansion Was “purposely chosen by Shahjahan for hdaghae-ﬁh}.!!\ﬂiﬁ {P‘ B2 of the mﬂ"-ﬂ‘ﬂ‘lﬁ with the Natlona
Mumtaz's burial, we have two other pioces of important corroborative Archives, New Delhi), Muraqqga-e-Akbharsbadi, and Yasdgearmuma,
evidmee. One is 8 Jeller written by Prince Aurangzeb himself Lo [_nth.'ﬂt.!"i'ﬂl'ﬂﬂﬂze'-"' reports to Emperor Shahjahan that whils precesting
his own father emperor Shahjahan, and the other of facts discovered from Delhi en route o e e m
in recent investigations Inside the Taj Mahal precincts in 1652 A. D. Aurangzeb happened to visit his motber Mumiaz's
Universitics, scademicians and laymen who have been burial place In e ;

vociferously and sdamantly asserting that Shahjahan built the Taj Paying due compliments Md,mm--m H.;“TMW
Mahal, are unaware that they are all hopelessly divided on the various Ghshjahsn, Aurangzeb stales in his letter *'l r:'l-:h'nm oY
details of the story. For instance Mumtlaz, the heroine of the story i.e. Agra) on Thursday. the 8rd oh MebEeL :il! Hﬂﬂ Daru)
in variously harily believed to have died somewhere between Iﬁ-f-.-l 1 called on Radshahzada Jahanbeni {L:i the N
and 1632 A. D. Likewise the construction of the Taj Mahal by in the garden of Jﬂhﬂnﬂl‘i.ll'l.'l T.hlll?j Wm'mwm
Shahjshan (?) is equally hazily believed to hove taken anywhere by springlime verdure 1 enjoyed t:hﬂr :mpmyd Mahabat Khan.
between 10 and 22 years. During Lhe British administration in India everybody's well-Deing. T sty (b gAe

the lendency had been Lo place more reliance on Lhe noling of

5 - “
**Next day it being ® Friday. 1 went Lo pay my homage
| wf'-"\.':t-t"ﬂ-l{'ll" W h-l;"’h mm:—d_.i -IJ 'rf'l'i-rrqi .

ll W l!f" ”l
Accordingly the Brilish the sacred grave which bad been e ?:l;d yhape, strang 80d
administration in India Lok it for granted that the mumbo jumba Those (i.e. cenotaph, grave ete.) wre in places
of Tavernier's mumble that the work concerning Mumtaz's burial

af
solid but the dome over the w“uwﬂmn: Gmilurly severs
Look 22 years deserved more credence Lo the exclusion of all Muslim during the ruiny - season on the the fr smaller cupols
accounts. It spparently did not enter their brains that since Tavernier second sLOTEY, und

- royal rooms on the \ ot i
and Mustim versions all differed radically from one anothir with and the four northern portions and lhﬂ“""'" ﬂl.hlw“

neither being able o cite any court document, they must all b of the seven storey ceilings nd the and drip e -

wpkir
fulse. Therefore samehow Lhe British accepled a bodgepodge version have all asborbed water through vorsl . Al thwoe | L
of the Ta) Mahal, made up of spurious details culled sl randurm the current monsoon Beason o
from Europesn and Muslim sccounts. Such an hybrid conooct.o got Lemporarily repaired. yariosd 'H_"'_
put up on & marble plague outside the Taj Mahal's garden gatewsy vBut 1 wonder what will b ML‘.”#
proclaimes Lo the gullible lay visitors thit the Taj Mihal was completed . durtig

e mosque, the community hall, &£
in 22 yesrs. Thai the Government of India's archaeology department i .




The Taj Mahal In A Templa Palpes

s, | feel Lhot the second slorey
nd re-done with mortar, brick ang
and bigger domes would save Lhesa
decadence. [t ia hoped Ilha'l. Your Majesty
and order neccssary action

| i L]

bty will reappesr only when the ﬂﬂ?df recede. | E

st the rear portion of :he huﬂ:;ruﬁrimfhzr ;;TE;?l s:;:
s & mystery. The stream keeping 8w

damage.

w:;ﬂmmumy too 1 visited the spot Eﬂ_*ilr-hf'“ I m"'-‘f’ on Lhe
Prince (Dara) who also puid me & return visit. Then taking leave
of all 1 resumad my journey (Lo take charge a3 governor ur lfhﬂ
Deccan) on Sundsy snd todsy the th instant I am in the vicinity
of Dbclpur...”

Thus from Aurangzeb’s noting it is apparent that in 1652 A.D.
jtacll the Taj Maha! bullding complex had become 0 ancient that
it needed elaborste repairs. So whal was carried oul in 1652 A,
D). waa not the completion of & new building but the repairs to
an old building complex. Had the Taj Mahal been a building completed
in 1653 It would not have fallen to the lol of a chance, lone visitor
ke Aurangmeb to notice the defects and order repairs in 1652
The defects should have been noticed by the thousands of workmen
and bundreds of court supervisors who were supposed Lo be builidng
the Ta) Mahal. And since such serious defects had been in fact
moticed & yeur before completion all the tom-tomming of the
“master-bullders™" of the Taj is ulterly unjustified. The builders
of u" Taj were no doubt master-crafigmen but they were not
m:' eantemporaries bul Hindus of several centuries earlier.
m”' " oL Shahjsan who commissioned the Taj Mabal

an ml_llmdu kingg. Likewise the Taj did not come into
beng &= an Islamic mausolewm but gs & Hindy temple - palace.

Aurangsib’s Letler And Receni P

g building complax which )k

jta (fictitious) completion, -"-I.I:rrﬂ-:; m.m N Your bl
and tyranny ., would have thundered ang byword for crusity
in his letter to Emperor Shah

like & dove and coolly mmMitn:lL]nm Wo bear bim Soang
oul some urgent repairs. AL least i
help historians o correct Lheir
of the Taj Mahal

3 .Ilﬂ-lﬂ" aof .ﬂumM l'lﬂ.'.l.i.l.tl
mistakon Baliong mboni the ortgin

In his letter hum}; refers W the ganden of the Taj Maha
as Mahatab gurdc-?, e 8 Moan Garden, From (his we eonduls
that the _{:nm:ﬁlﬁt1 Sansknt name of the garden surrounding the Ti
Mahal 9.11;5 ’iEju-M.ah.n-an.rn must have been Chanirs Udyan, We
derive this conclusion from our resesrch obeervation that Masim
invaders used Lo translate contemporary Sanskrit Lerma into Persias
after seizure of premises or persons. The concept of viewing the
Taj in moonlight is, therefore, obviously of Hindu, pre-Shahjshan
origin.

Another noteworthy point in Aurangzeh's letter ls thal he
ponfesses to & sense of mystery and wonder that while the gurden
seemed all flooded and the nearby Yamuna nver wea in high spate
its stream yet flowed quite a respectable distance sway from the
rear wall of the Taj. We have also observed in our own day that
even at the peak of the rainy-season when one sees nithing bul
u sheet of water everywhere the Yamuna still flows about 100 foel
away from the Taj wall

Had Aurangzeb's father Shahjahan commissioned the Taj Mahal
the secret of the Yamuna stream keeping away from the Taj wall
shouldn't have been n mystery (o Aurangzeb bociuse the court
buflders, if any, would have easily explained ;hu-m:rﬂ- to Aurangeeb.
But apparently Aurangzeb's sense of woo
the entire Moghul court. They must have Biueee Pf-“h';tﬂ:':
what mude the Yamuna current confine fuself Lo & i

rear wmll of The Tl
regulated channel away from the i
building-complex. The secret lies in the faresight snd technical

of the ancient Hindu builders of the Taj Mahal Ilml" Tejo-
temple palace, who, well aware thal they Wert o :
construction of masgive proportions near & At
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The Ta] Mahal 1s A Temple Palyey,
s

oo on either side of the Yamuns bank to contaln
bastion - like wotls (0 fow Tovel and carry the watser swillly
A ilI: I;:kmum-mlrﬁm has been 80 channalized nog
ahoad. Moreover L:; o] slong it course through Agra city because
anty moar Ehr Thl agrs. the Thj and several other ancient Hindy
‘H. Fl"n::_';:“m: u;lfnr!.unﬂlrl.'f masquerading a3 Muslim tombe
H‘-"'.*:T""hﬁ ¢ Tuimsd Uddsulgh, ete., all abut on the Yamuna,
:: fn-:i.. shroughout India it has been a hoary practice with Lhe FIin.:Lua
Lo builld forts, palaoes, mansions and Lemples on seashores, lake- 15:|-r!-:3
and river banks. The famous temple of Somnath on the Rutch
sexshore #nd the magnificent bathing ghuts topped with massive
temples End mansions along the Ganga in Varunasi are L}']f'iW1
pxamples. Because of that penchant. of the Hindus to erect bulldings
nenr treams of water Hindus had perfected the technique of
preventing erosion and flooding. Muslims, besides being engrossed
only in massscre &nd plunder were mastly uneducated and were
unused to building near £XpANSEs of water or by the side of swift
eurrents because of their deserl tradition. Contrarily the Hindus
always crealed waler reservoirs where there were none before starting
major building projects As illustrations we cite vast lakes constructed
by the Hindus in Ajmer (e.g. the Annasagar) and Fatehpur Sikri.
The lsiter gol druined sway during Akbar's time because Muslim
ocoupilers of Fatehpur Sikri didn’t have the knowhow even Lo maintain
ihe bunds of that vast lake, The bursting and drying up of that
lake mude Akbar shandon Fatehpur Sikri after about 15 years™ stay
in & eaplured Hindy Fatehpur Sikri. Readers who may be believing
that it was Akbar who had founded Fatehpur Sikri may read the
suthor’s book *‘Falehpur Sikri is & Hindu city'’. Aurangzeb also
mlludes Lo secrel rooms and royal rooms in the Taj mahal.

The other important plece of evidence arises from some chance
digeing conducted in the garden in front of the marble edifice early
in the yewr 1970 A, D. It 5o hoppened that the fountaing developed
soms defect. L wes therefare thought sdvisable to inspect the main
l:i: mmﬁ urderneuth, When the ground was dug to
e el ¥ were noticed going down Lo another five
uﬂﬂnmhﬁmw was dug to that depth, And to the
Nk iy loy mt that deplh another set of fountains

unknven, sppeared more significant was (hat those

Aaurangrub’s Lotter And Rocent. Exeavallon

vely indienting Gt
by Shahjshan nor hig
ere of the pre- Shajuhan

Mahal buildi
ipso facto that the bullding oo pre-d Shhjl.‘r.::l %ﬂ“:{i
« Thin

of evidence Woa therefore clinches the issue in favour of our condlys;
sion

that Shahjahan only commandeered an snclent Hi
indu :
far Mumtaz's burial. temn ple - paines

founlaing nre n.'liu.'nud o tha Tﬂl thl:l, dectn
the present building existed even befors Shy
fountming could have been ingtalled noither
FUCCEENOTS, the Briligh, T’l’!E‘ﬁ‘.“[’l‘.‘ll‘l} l.hl.‘!!ll' W
gra. Since thoy wore aligned o the Tnj

The archacology officer who supervived that digging was Mr.

R. 8. Vermn, » conservation ussistanl. This seme officdal made

another chance discovery. Once while strolling staff-In-hand an the

errace near the so-called mosque and the circular well on Lhe

flank of the marble edifice, Mr. Verma detected s hallow sound

coming from below the Moor where his staff hit the lerrece, He
had a slab covering that spot removed and to his wurprise that
was an ancient opening, apparently sesled by Shahjahan, to u flight
of about 50 steps resching down into a durk corridor. The broad
wall under the terrace was apparently hollow. From this it is clear
that the corresponding spot on the eastem Lermoe also hides a
gimilar staircase and corridor, &t it bottam. And God only knows
how many more such walls, gpartments and stories lie sealed, hidden
and unknown to the world, This also incidentally points to the
sorry state of research wilh respect to the Taj Mahal, Nobody seams
Lo have done either sny archasological investigation in the grounds
of the Taj Mahal nor conducted o diligent scadernic study of the
whole issue. Apparently exiraneous politieal and  communal
considerations have inhibited historians and W}.ﬂ
conducting any meaningful research inta the origin of the Tal 1
Such scademic cowardice is highly reprehensiblo.

Several leading suthorities on archilectir® and m ﬁ::‘
B. Havell have held that the Taj Mahal is absolubely
Our research has ]lrm'e: I.hnl-dl.l;ﬂ Tﬁ;{ Mmﬂh:ﬂ,l singularly
in conception and execulion AN
hm'nmﬂ:':w Moghul emperor Gnuhjahan by Hindua H;""F‘"Fﬁ:
complex, That Hindus alone possess the Iﬂnml e
TnlMahulmdlhnllﬂltnhuildlndmliﬂ 1
Wnliﬂmunu;hrumwmﬂﬂw wyisad




The Tn] Mahal In A Tomplo Palaey
L
4o contribubed by Mr. Gulabraso Jagdeesh

; i
oan described In @0 arti the Lokasatta [ published

in the widely cren lntad sMarnthi daily.
froem Rombay ) dutod May 7, 157

according to the writer of thatl article, Mr. Jagdeesh, early

i ilish emEgn
% mfh]'rﬂ]:‘:].n?;::;ﬂh nﬂ:::-ﬂ-:'k in its dome. He tned Lo repair
r:’ I?:--.,,;-T;:”lh.m." failed . He then brought the crack to the notice of
:Ii: superfors bul they oo fared no better. As the »].;1:-.'3 pasaed
the crack appeared Lo grow wider and longer. A ﬂf”“m"-“:"' uf:lmmwm
was appainted 1o hoal the erack bul the committee’'s efforia oo
met with no success, Some lrgent action was necessary lest the

crack widen and the dome erumbile.

por entrusted with the supervision

While the suthorities wore in @ fix, n rustic-looking Hindu
approsched Lhem His nume was Puranchand. He bold the
superintending engineer thal he possessed the knowhow to beal
the crack and wished Lo be given o chance. Since so-called modemn,
boolish engineering expertise had failed, the British engineer
rehuctantly consented to let the rustic have a go. In doing so the
snginver i:md his own reservations. He could have the last laugh,
he thought.

Pursnchend set Lo work with & group of masons Lo assist him.
He prepared some kind of a lime concrete and perscnally filled
it up in the crack. The mixture hardened and integrated itsell with
the dome-structure so wall that within a few days Lhere was not
the slightest trace of the crack

This #kill of an obscure Hindu mason which had scored over
the classroom erudition of the British engineers became Lhe talk

of the Brtish buresucracy in India and resched the ears of the
then Vieeroy.

The Vioeroy expressed surprise that an almost unlettered Hindu
mason could best all his engineers. This hurt the ego of the
Aepartmentsl sutharities who had till then toyed with the idea of
employing Puranchand s maintenance supervisor in  the
archscological department. The Viceroy's praise had made the
m nT:m of Purenchand, They were now determined to
- .Inl:l: &wmmﬁ. He was refused any employment.
H.ﬂ!ﬂmhw began World War 1l and the Taj Muhal snd

Lenancs - problems wsemed Lo recede in the background.

Aurangzeb’s Letter And Hoconi Paryyatd

In 1942 & Hindu leader, Dy, B R

member of the Viceroy s Exseutive

of Labour. Paoranchand sew

broken Hindi, Puranchand i-:nh&z m l.nmr:
his frustretion. The letler mads L clear that I "““‘W =
the remuneration as Lthe ambition and satinfuction of :ﬂm i m
a stately notional hertage and kessping It in fine tri o dgonce.
generations which impelled Puranchand Lo et

i mak
employment in the upkeep of the Taj Maha) for the priviege of

Dr. Ambedkar was moved b :
former introducd Puranchand to fmﬁﬂlﬂﬁu&ﬁ
While informing the Viceroy that he intended Lo employ hmm
as an assistant enginner on the repalr of historic buildings, T
Ambedkar ulso recommended him for some nationsl hmn-ur.h T'hl
Viceroy agrecd and conferred on Puranchand the titls **Ratsahob'’

All this is on record, assures the writer of the articls, Mr.
Gulabrao Jagdessh.




CHAPTER V

( PETER MUNDY'S EVIIJEHCEj

Peter Mundy, sn English traveller, was in Indin from 1624
to 1633, In his diery now published under the title *'Travels in
Burope and Asis, 1608 - 1667"°, (edited by R. C. Temple, Hakluy
Soclety, 5 volumes, 1907 - 1936, on page 213 of Vol. 1) Mundy
ghserves “'There is already sboul her tomb a rail of gold. The
bullding Is begun &nd goes on with excessive labour and cost,
prosecuted with extrsordinary diligence, gold and silver esteemed
common metal and marble but as ordinary stones. (Shahjahan)
intends, as some Lthink, to remove all the city hither, causing hills

to be made level because they might nol hinder the prospect of
it...

This i a very significant passage and yel highly misleading.
The havoe that such haphazard notings of contemporary Western
travellers like the Englishman Peter Mundy and the Frenchman
Tavernier have wrought in the figld of historical research, is a pparent
from the fact that those notings are equally carclessly Maunted

= unimpeachable contemporary evidence of the Taj Mahal having
been built by Shahjshan.

_Wr propose Lo analyse the above passage and show how Mundy's
noting o supports our research-finding that the Taj Maha! is an

earlier Lemple-palace commandeered by Shahi i
T _ ¥ jahan for misuse as

» &dd;ﬁﬂr our analysis should also serve as an illustration
Bnares could be successfuly Lsckl
e e Sl & Y tackled by researchers

couple of years
*hort & period would be insufficient even

the vast Toj building complex. Even th

Poter Mundy s Evidinoe B
digging of the foundation in such closs pronimity of
o e o e e
is firut effectively prevented with strong masonry wills. eum.
which have bem sunk hﬁwmmm"um“m“
by the ancient builders of the Taj Hindu temple-palace comples.
And ‘;'.ﬂl even within those short two years Mundy
a gold palisade studded with gems valued st six hundred 1 II
Renders nnd researchers may well ponder over the fact whether
guch fabulous wealth could be left in the open with thoussnds of
indigent labourers working sround and the dust of the massive
digging filling and fouling the stmosphera? Are such costly and
gseintillating fixtures and furnishings installed aftér s building i
complele or even when the foundation-digging starts 7 That much
valuable and resplendent fixtures were seen by Mundy sround the
grave of Mumtaz within 8 year or two of Mumtiz's death fa »
elear indication that Munday had stepped under the dome and inside
the building of the Tsj as we see il toduy. Thut siich a bullding
is implied within a year or two of Mumtaz's death clearly indicales
that Shahjahan hud seized an ancient Hindu temple-palsce & L
unequivocally admitted on pege 403, Vel, 1, of Shahjshan’s own
court chronicle, the Radshahnama, il
Then the question arises as to what is the building work
T . i U unmjﬂ,lklhll‘ cluim.
Mundy mentions. To this also Hun.dy Fﬂhdu i Th
i ized an ancien buaildiny
Since Shahjahan bad HM. of sn Islumic mausoleum. Such
had to give it some semblance

architectural forgery involved t'h_t removal ;!' .Ehlr_lih-tl‘-l i
and Hindu idols and the gubstitution of RoTNC versey

overwritten at several places in massive scaffolding
‘e All this needed
the central, domed, '“"H:;::Tl.ﬂmm- 4 the buildings: Toat s wh

ised to a greal i of the scalfolding
}I"“nuh:;r::vm pertinently noted ﬁﬂ 'ﬂ;:#

was much more than that of the M#'ﬂ'
aljen visitors Tk Peter
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w

: adergoing extonsive superficial changes his observing that
-I!l- i Nding i bogu.. {and) is prosecutad with extraordinary
dﬂju‘:ﬂt: . .:u:,,:-,t wrong . He aouldn 't visualise Lhat some generations
after him postarily would be bluffed into believing thut the Taj

Mgha! complex was rafsed by Shahjahan himself, Tovernier and

i.-:',m- Mundy could not possibly visunlise such a lalsification of
history snd f;-_-,,_dd nol therefore be more explicit. We ourselves visiting
some boilding as chance visitors wouldn'lL be more explicit, For
instance if we were (0 visit Bombay or London st a Lime when
samehody has scquired somebody else’'s mansion and has enclosed
it in massive scaffolding lo renovale it for his own purpose we
won'L dare or care to ask him how he scquired the building, for
how much, from whom, what changes he proposed to make, and
spend how much over it We would simply refer Lo it as his building,
Such inquiries are &l the more impossible when a wide hiatua of
lsngusge, race, culture, authorty and wealth separates the two.

Firstly it must be remembered that Peter Mundy and Tavernier
ar for thel mstier any Western visitors to ancient or mediaeval
India were not ressarchers. They were chance visitors in a hurry.
Moreover they were poor indigent travellers who could not
communicate intensively or on equal terms with Mogul monarchs
and courtiers. The alien visitors were completely at the mercy of
the crudd Mogul court for their sustenance, for favours, for
permission to visit royal precincts, for the amount of information
they could salicit or expect Lo got, and for the interpretation of
the information imparted in Persian,

Under such circumstances iL Is for modern research scholars
to bring Lo besr their investigative scumen on chance notings of
visitors Lo mediseval or andent Indis. Modern scholars have betrayed
a woeful ineptitude in this primary quality of a researcher. Proving
very gullible they tend to clutch st superficial connolations without
h-_uthn-hzmmm-pmum in the context of the times and
meum in which those observations were made. For instance,

in Lhe case of Peter Mundy the most important fact is that be
was in India only for & couple of yesrs after Mumtaz's death and

within that short while be talks of very costly fixtures around the
Lamb

"T—_

poter Mundy’s Evidence

™

Another very significant ob —_—
i P
ghahjuhan Jevelling the hillocks on the Tyj :: Mundy iy bt

Ghahjahan ‘s lovelling of some hillocks vigitors to & phert. In apite of

W i h
more still remaining on either wide of the roed “T:-l'hm'.'l"ﬂhh
the Taj. Those are all artificial hillacks ralsed mLﬂ{ﬂ:Hm

excavaled when digging the foundation of the Extennive bempla - pulace
complex by the ancient Hindus. This was & very comman practice
For instance the ancient township of Bharatpue has & mnal mﬂ
it. The earth dug out for making the mosl wes beaped up ey
the interior to serve as & barrier and defence work. The sume
was the case with the Taj Hindu temple- palace. Hillocks wers ruised
artificially out of the earth dug from the foundstion trenches on
the periphery to serve Uhrée purpases, namely a nearty dumping
ground for the earth, a landscape garden with hillocks coversd with
greenery, and s a defence outwork to prevent enemy formatidns
from approaching the Taj in solid arruy.

Poter Mundy's noting sbout the levelling of the hillocks to the

exclugion of the mention of other activily ia clarly indicative of
the fact that such levelling of some hillocks was the principal thing
that Shahjahan did in the eyes of contemparary otwervers. How
dlse will such an insignificant and inconsequential detail find mention
in Peter Mundy's brief noting oshout the Taj Mhal 7' Had Shahjahan
really built the Taj Mahal what would hive compelied Lher notice
of visitors like Tavernier and Bernier would have been the exensive
trenches dug, wallg- pum - bastiona sunk st the rear fnk mm
ver water from flooding the site and the wiy WT:I!:H =
were fashioned and hauled to great helights. The Taj

geven -storied structure consisting of several 'lﬂlﬂ_l'lﬂi‘“ “Wmm
aver 1000 rooms. The entiré buflding mﬁ“;dmw

s massive wall provided with gpiked galewiys- iz |
the raising of sny of these,
of hillocks. Why ? s bt o0

Peter Mundy also fortunately records

up of the hillocks. mhmmum:dm  The very
they might not hinder Lhe |;'|'l|!lll‘|="ﬂl';.!I Humlﬂ“'ﬂi dsath e hillocks
fact that within & couple of years s mnlﬂmm-“
wore levelled Lo afford a glimpse of "\l thab was pecemasy
that, the Taj bullding complex already XIS




The Tal Mahal Is A T‘-"l'lill'di- FII-I.I:.
s |
of ihe hillocks and make the bulldings vigy,
et the very object of the ancient Hindy hllildr'r;
those hillocks soems, from Mundy's noting, 1y
1o be the taryel of a malicious enemy's
was converting it inlo a Lomb open Ly
d ihe need Lo iih.'p It oyl af tha

o bovel -
from g SELEEY b
of (e Tay ressq ;
prevest by tl"F“:f Thy
siiack  Siace Shabjaha
3 gt yuadry, e 50 Jonger 08
o mmmacal pecpie
‘ﬁnr oy 35 hore thut even Lhe gem -studded palisade and silvee
gnd goid grrt® sreeral bundred thousand rU]I;N.‘FE was Hindu wealth
ey St the mmin shiect in taking over the Taj was to misappropriate
that et Had Shahjshan erected the gold railing, history would
vy Fecorded @ to who removed it and with what authorily when
Sbistasy owe Sevendants continued to rule Delhi and Agra for
e ben cemtaries aiter Bim, Mumtaz's bunal in the Taj was only
& ms=e= part of the game Her cenotaph was meant o be
§ permsment relpons scarecrow Lo prevent the Hindus from ever
recEE—ny and re-shayg Uhet sncient Lemple- palace. What Shahjahan
i was L ey Momts i the sacred spot where Lhe Hindu deity
tC Se=m comgecrmiec. This dope, visitors like Peter Mundy and
Irvermer were cfed = for & ringside view. Chauvinistic Muslim
Sriany &% w2 &= non-Muslim visitors completely in the
=i et Se s=sporopeislion of the Taj. Even otherwise it has
== ===am e owry Mashm practice during mediacval conquests
= 5 Sae pepie 3 wives and wealth and proceed to dea) with
S e o property. That bs how whale cilies like Varanasi,
i:_ ‘:;: :—: :‘-:l = otstinsle mention in mediseval Islamic
E . ) “immmadabed, Shahjahanbad and Akbarsbad
:—-:ﬁ : .4;_::. l:.;:ﬂ-mt with the n?cdiae'mj Muslim court
sy H—:}thdnf Afghanistan, Persia and Arabia
“n oolour 30 a8 W obliterate ity Hindu
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Poter Mundy's Evidenos

L
gmembinge of religious scholare inehydjg
who knew the whole Koran by mim’ﬂ; L] -
svent wilh hin presence, and ap the S o Wraond (e
was present by imperial request,  great | + Aoaf Wap
the then nnscent omb, mnd goests partock of 5 ot
gweotmesta and fruits, Verses from the Koran filled e foods,
were offered for the soul of the desd md g bund red '.I‘mm‘aT
wenl In charity, In latar years on other niversary dayn, fre
gitended memorials ot the incomplele odifios Ei:hhhmm
formally accompanied by Jahanars and the harem, THHI !' d‘u-“ u..,;
occupied o central platform set up for the comsfon, and
concealed from public gaze by kenols, screens of ped Ehl-hl "‘t"d""'
velvet, Noblemen gathered under pitched tents,”

We winh o make several observations regarding the showe
extract. Firstly, Hansen and others wre wrong in calling the ady
Mumtnz Mahal, Her name as given in the Radshahnams is
Mumtaz-ul-Zamani. Thal Mahal suffix is & subsequent Muslim
forgery lo aliterste somehow with the ancient Hindu term
Tejo-Maha- Alayn alias the Taj Mahal.

Secondly, the fact that from the very first year Mumixe's desth
anniversaries were held st the spot with grest eclat end carsmony
shows that it was not a dug-up site which it should huve been
if the Taj had been commissioned by Shahjahan . Even today kansts
and tents would have to be provided for if o lurge gnthering were
to mssemnble st the Taj to protect them from scorching hest or

biting cold.
Hansen's and other writers’ reference (o l.hlt.nm:h;.ﬁmh
construction are quite pertinent if they ane Lakin praper

- including the
sense, numely that all the buildings in the F'd”":m i halos

one called the Jaumist Khana, il ounterpart i
misrepresented a8 8 MOSQUE, gnd the central edifice capped Wi

paffolding both
the marble dome had been enclosed In intricale it

for repairs and for deceplive, miﬂppﬂ-‘rl?""u:: be Hindus
The central octagonal sanctim sanclorum lnul-ﬂ:ﬂil"
had been broken into und MUMAZ 0L /e g ribed
in & trench. On the upper floors W‘n;lrmm-*
that none of the floors muy be left usa
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- were being walled up. Since thiy
jast to Lha Hi!idLlﬂ-:“-":";;ﬂT: marhle E’.-H'F’.I-'":'d from Lhp olhier
imvalved considerable sently barred and sealed, was being used

fosce mltk 1058 [:Tve deliberately used the word “cenotaphs®
for the conotaphs. T8 0 b while Shabjshan was alive Mumtaz
in the phll‘li. hﬂ:‘lﬂlﬂﬂ ral rtlon of the Taj yel ms other
alone was buried in the centrl PO - ;
. Mol court kept dying they too wers

porsons connected with the Mogu® i e
brought for burial in the Taj premises so that the Whole precincts
could be turned into a vast Muslim Hm"‘-'_,'s’ﬂf‘l to rule I‘:'”L Ly {“1‘:”"['
possibility of the premises reverting to Hindu use. This fact remains
hidden from the lay visitor and is unknown even Lo history scholars,
If they have enough time on hand to make a meticulous study
of the precincts they may see the grave of Satunnisa Khanum (the
maid of Mumtaz) in one pavilion, that of Sarhandi Begum (a harem
queen of Shahjuhan) in another symmetrical pavilion, and a number
of other graves of other Mohameds, Ahmeds end Ibrahims littered
all around in varous pevilions to the esst and west. Curiously
enougth those pavilions are all octagonal in the orthodox Hindu fashion
g is the Taj edifice iLsell.

When such extensive premises are undergoing Islamic tampering
from top to bottom in & leisurely fashion over & number of years
alien visitors like Mundy and Tavernier are bound Lo refer Lo it
& & meusoleam under construction. But it is uplo the modemn
researcher nol (o be misled by those notings and to understand
the full implication of what those travellers have sald, in the proper
context and perspective. Ressarchers musl also not forgel that
Shahjshan himsell has in no inscription claimed that he built the
Taj. Contrunly his Badshahnama sdmits that it was Raja Mansingh's
miangion. It should slsa be noted that in the whole of Shahjanhan's
court record there is nob even & single scrap of paper alluding
Lo the building of the Taj and not a single blueprint of either the
whole bullding or any of the decormlive panels in it. The construction
work Lhal all and sundry refer Lo iy nothing bul the graves, raising
8 scaflolding, levelling the hillocks, engravings of the Koran on
the walls and sesling of Lhe surplus stories. If Lhisis clearly understood
by wvery student of history and visitor Lo the Taj Mahal the riddle
sbout Shalijuhan himself not saying & word about building the Tsj
Mahal but otber aliens repeatedly referring to the bullding work

poter Mundy's Evidence

would be clear in no time,

Petor Mundy who Jeft Agra for § :
Mumntaz's desth has lE‘“.'ﬁl’wcunchinEm] - mﬁ yours of
worth secing i and around Agra include Taj.. Mahgt'y 1@
Echeber's (i e. Akbar's) tomb. That cleariy maﬂh:-Th: ﬁ

temple-palace complex. Siomahlayy Hinde

A funny detail which emerges from the
. notings of Ve
vigitors is their confusion as to whether Lhe tarm Taj-8-Mshal ignifion
the buried woman or the marble edifice or the adjacmt bexsr?
11}
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[ SOME ENCYCLOPAEDIC VERSIONS )
el

EVEN though we have conclusively proved in the procedi
chaplers by quoting Shahjshan's own chronicler Abdul Hamid and
& French visitor Tevernier thst the Tsj Mahal is & commandeerad
Hindu palsce, vet in order to muﬂ]r_l'li the reader with all the
remifications of this blind man’s buff that has been going on abogt
the Thj Mahs! for 350 yaars, we would like to discuss EVery aspect
of i separsely

" pet of such # discussion we intend giving the reader,

m & few succeeding chapters, a sampling of the diverse and
inconsistent versions of the origin of the Ta) Mahal. Let us first
see what the Encychypmedin Britannics’® has to sAY :

“Taj Mahal, the mausaleumn buillt on the south bank of the
JETNE e oulside Agre in Indis, on the orders of the Mogul
emperce Shahjahsn in memary of his beloved wife, Arjumand Banu
Segum, called Mumtaz-i-Mahal **chosen one of the palace'® (of
wiach Ty Mahsl is 5 corruplion). She died in childbirth in the
“owm of Burhanpur in 1631 after having been the emperor's
TEeTaratie m;.}miuu since their marriage in 1612, The building
Wi commenced in 1832, after plans had been prepared by a council
of srchiteets from India, Persis, Central Asis and beyond; the
iR for the final plan is given to one Ustad Isa, either Turkish
¥h the master-builders, masons, inlayers and

gome Eﬂf:l’dm-"“: Yermona .
434 yds. aligned North and South. A central square garden o
qg4 yds, on ench side, leaves an oblong ares wch t;-i
ot the gouth consists of the sandstone entrancs e
sttendant gervice-building while that et the nork t'y“ i
comprises the muusoleum itsell, Nanked on the wes, and sk ity
by two 53rn1rnl-h1'*:ﬂﬂj" identical bulldings, the mosque and ity Jewad
(pngwer) resipictively. All is enclosed within g high red
poundary wall with octagonal pavilion turrets st the S "l"hﬂilll
outside the enclosure at the south are ancillary buildings guch g
stables, outhouses and guard quarters. The whole complex is the

m's memorial. It was conceived and planned a8 an entity,
gince Mogu! building-practice allowed of no subsequent sddition
or amendment.. Tta northern end is the most significant archi
with mosque and jawab of red Sikr sandstone, with marble necked
(not bulbous) domes end architraves and some restrained plstry
dura surface decoration, constrast well with the mmusoleam of
pure white Makrana marble. This mausocleum standing on 312 AL
square marble plinth Z3 ft. high is a square of 186 ft. with cham/[ered
comers and with o massive arch in each face, rising to 108 ft.
Over all is & bulbous double dome, supported on a tall drum the
pinnacle of which stands 243 ft. above garden Jevel, Tlhl_lhlﬁnﬂ
rhythm is enhanced by parapets over each arch, comer pinnackes
and domed kiosks over each corner. At each comer of the plinth
stands s three-storied minaret, 138 ft. high to the crowning kiosk.
Inside the mausoleum is the octagonsl chamber, embellished with
Jow-relief patterns and fine pietra durs, containing ‘hﬂﬂ‘:ﬁ
of the begum and Shahjshan. These, of marble wﬂﬂd
superh pietrs durs, are enclosed by an exquisite 3:"“ %
marble-screen studded with precious stones; A wistlh :ﬂi

. hagi. The Moguls am

garden level, contains the Lrue sarcop g
to have ‘built like Titans and finished like goldsmiths . Cortainly
the Taj Mahal i their finest jewel.™

in the a;_l-en.[ng pﬂﬁ. of the extruct, t-h’l'.ﬁ. Mabal,
explanstion given of Arjumand Banu Begum {dum“ .
the title meaning the chosen one of the palace T8 P2 C,

cloarly show?

Maha! is w corruption). This explanation s (flindu) polsce

bocause
title stuck to the queen after her death wf;ﬂﬂ
wis *‘chosen’’ for Lhe burinl. We have quoted
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sronicle to show Lhat while Mumtaz was alive her name way
not *‘Mumitss Mahal'* but **‘Mumtaz-ul-Zamani®". Accounts lke
the one in Encyclapeedia Britannica which presume that the term
*“Twj Mahal"* is & contraction of the lady’s name ""Mumtaz Maha)'*
are WTONE. The lady's name was Dever Mumtaz Mahal. Muslim
pariance foisted thst name posthumously when she was buried
in a palsce. Thus, far from Lbe building getting its name from
the lady, it is the lady who has scquired the name from the
commundeered Hindu palace. So irresistible was the beauty,
magnificence, majesty and fame of the commandeered Hindu palace
thet Shahjshan’s desd queen gol a new posthumous name from
the scintillating building.

The Encyvcfopeadis places the death of Mumtaz in 1631 whils
we will show later that other accounts place it anywhere between
1626-32. So even the date of Mumtaz's death is uncertain. Naturally,
therefore, all subsequent dates of her exhumed body being carried
to Agrs, &nd of the mythical building of the Taj Mahal are concoctions.
This should convince the reader of the utter unreliability of Muslim
chroniclers with regard to even such simple and definite matters
&s imporstnt dstes. This point also illustrates how every aspect
of the Taj Mahal story is suspect.

The Encyclopsedis mentions 1632 as the yesr in which the
building of the Tej Maha! was commenced. In the extract from
the Mzharashireeya Joyankosh (Encyclopaedia) which we are going
Lo quote hereafler the year of the commencement of the Taj Mahal
l_: sisied Lo be 1631. Such inconsistencies are inevitable when the
initisl dute of Mumtaz's desth is itsell unknown.

= Equally loosely, the Encyclopeedis Britannics asgserts that ' ‘plans
been prepared by & council of architects from India. Persia.
Central Asis and beyond, "'

lmlfrﬂ assertion needs Lo be closely examined. Assuming
yeur of Mumtas's desth, we would like to ask whether
I'Lhﬁnﬂmwmmmmﬂitmmncﬁﬂhh
L architects in remole parts of the world could be chosen,
mm.emlﬂmwﬂuzu'-uuur.rmumh.nwmﬂ
MWHMMM;MMMhMrmHM
the building work begun, all within one year or even les

Some Encyclopaedic Versions

then a year? No scholar or wriler BoeY
diverse versions of the Tnj Mahal Lo guch

Jnyankosh (encyclopaedia) to be quoted |ster does not

s council of architects bul says thal, of
from different architects, one was chosen several plans ordersd

Another point is that Emperor Shahjahan's own chronicler
in the passage quoled earlier does not mention any blyepring .;-
architect, He is right, and the encyclopeedic sccounts false Because
ag said by him, Momtaz wes bured ll'llﬂlﬂjl'mﬂ;ﬂ.ﬂ"
a plan had actually been made, it should have been found AN
Shehjahan’s court papers. But it is not there. The amount of
Rs. forty million mentioned by the Encyelopsedis Britmniea b
10 times the amount of four million rupees mentioned by Shahjahan's
own official chronicler Mulla Abdul Hamid Lahon. quoted earlier.
The reader may note this as an example of how the cost of the
Taj Mahal has been inflated in vanous sccounts.

The Encyclopaedia’s reference to ancillary buildings such a
“‘sigbles, outhouses snd guard quarters™ is noteworthy. Such
ancillaries are never needed by & dead person. On the contrany
they are always needed in a Hindu palace or temple.

The octagonal pavilion turrets mentioned in the Encyclopaedia
are a Hindu royal tradition deriving from the Ramgjans. Rama
is the ideal of Hindu kingship. His capilal Ayodhya was ;
as mentioned in Valmiki's Remayans. Hindu, Sanskrit tradition
alone has special names for all the eight directions, It nlso specifies
special guardian deities for all the vight directions. Alking is supposed
to wield muthority in all the 10 directions. These 10 directions i
include the heaven above and the nether world. Th' pinnacl
a building points to the heaven whﬂllhahlﬂﬂh'!'mmﬂ
puintaLuthanaLharwuﬂd.ﬁulmmﬂm o
its pinnacle and foundation accords with the Hl“ﬂ;'u concept
the king's or God's suthority extending 1o all m"‘l“ i
Tt is, therefore, that orthodox Hindu mwuﬂ:':d ks 0%
turrets prmrnitt.nhuullnduulﬂlndﬂﬁ‘m' :
tradition an octagon has no significance.




i s wrong In terming the four marhla
Encyciopeedis Brilannx

as ‘minarets. '’ Muslim ming
fowery prouind u:' E ;J{';.:lmﬂ Thesg ones which are 'hf‘tﬂ:rh..:j:
. M‘m:‘ﬂ'm"u! bhuiMding are Hindu pillars or towers, Th‘jl
:: :: b called minarets. In Hindu tradition every sacred plintl
sust be fremad up with corner towers lest it be mistaken fop
s sepoichre. Lt us now compard the sccount given by the
Mesargshtvess Joyaabosh {encyclopaedia).

The Mahersshireeys Jumakosh says’' :

““The Taj Mahs! is reckoned a3 the most besutiful building
i the world. It is bocated on the southern bank of the Yamung
shver. shost three miles from Agra City. Twenly thousand workmen
shoured Lo build it. The bullding testifies to the excellence thai
fmdizs merhitecture hod then attained.

“In 1607 A. D. when Shahjshan was fifteen years old (his
fsher Emperor) Johangir engaged him to Arjumand Bano aling
Mumtsr Mshal. Five yesrs lster the two were married. She died
& Berhsmper in 16831 A, 1), Shahjahan grieved her loss so much
Ll be &2 pet sttand court for eight days. He used Lo sob inconsolably
me=r bis wife's tomb. She was first buried in Burhanpur, but
ser body was exhumed and taken to Agra. To the south of Agra
fe Jemogh had some landed estste. The Emperor purchased
i from bm end called for bullding plana from eminent archilects.
Une of them was spproved and s wooden model of it was gol
:t!-,;:r::.t ;;T:mxium :I’ the 'm_ildiug a3 per the model commenced
=odenbimy Em:‘ ended in Ja.nl:lll..r'_',r 1643 A. D. Makamma)

. were the two chief supervisors. The building
ot . 50.00,000. Afridi ssserts it Hs

: _ cost Rs. 91,700,000 and the

Hf"ﬂl were Loe workers — Amanet Khan Shj

Srpenter, Bennubar, Zatmulls and Zornwar-

it the dome and ity parenchie (gic): Ramial
e Seew of twenly best
The Em

ram, KEssa mason,
Ismail Khan Rumi
verieties hay been used in the buildin

g
v 4 mﬂ:nm the Tuj Mahul in 1843 A, D. and assigned
- hw.u .EWHT Yidding Rs, 100,000 revenue for the upkeep
maunding sernia, shops und garnden,

]
.82 va s Maharasivtroeya Jayvankash, iid
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i Encyclopisdie Versons
L1
Comparing Lhe two encyclopaadic ;
BoCtinie
on some of Lthe most hindy concoctiong v OUViously bused

available Lo
writern, we find that they grestly differ from mhﬁdr M poctive

The vacant estate referred to shove iy % mi
Shahjahan’'s court chronicler asserts that § w
palace pet amidst & majestic garden that was
burial

sconception wincs
ms Mansingh's lofy
Em I'ﬂ;r “mmlt

The Maharashtreeya Jnvankosh ssserts (hat Stahjahan called
for plans from different eminent archilects and selectad onn. As
against this the Encyclopsedis Britannics wanta us to believe that
it was a council of architects who jointly planned the monument.

Here we would like to ask which were the srehitectursl schools
where these architects studied or laught? Where are their
architectural text - books to be found in encient or medisevsl
Muslim literature? As against this we can list bundreds of lexis
of the ancient Hindu system of architecture and civil engineening.
We shall also prove subsequently how the Taj Mahal answers o
Hindu specifications in every detail,

Another question that a true researcher must ask himself ia
whether even a single blueprint, among, may be, the dozens tendered,
is available among Shehjahan's court papers? Along with thul
blueprints should also be thousands of receipls given for the materizl
received, the day-to-day expense sccount of the amounis lpmlr
on the Taj Mahal, and the labourers' muster rolls, How h!t
that not even a acrapufpapm‘nfthaﬁndndm'hndlbﬂwln
available 7

While the Encyelopsedia Britanmica mentions only one nu:;
. Ustad Isa, the Msharashtreeys Joyankash, far from maling of
reference to it, mentions those of Makammal Khan, Abdul Rarim
and a few others,
i Maharashireeys
It should be particularly noted ml;ﬂthnm .
Jnyankosh, like the Badshahnama, does not mrchilect

in

While the period of construction is mmﬁ;@mﬁ g ﬁ: 2

the Encyclopsedia Britannics, it 18 stated tﬁm g
the Maharashtreeys Joyankosh. Obviously _
Tavernier while the latter on one of the WWT‘M

pocounts.
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Bstannica somiehaow ok
regnrids Lhe coed Kncyehopandiv
e ﬂu — mfﬂ folir mﬁ“{'ﬂ H"li'- l.'hl'l Mt-'id'mn'r&rw-m ”rlrulthl!i‘h

w wemdie 10 dociidé botweon Lho claims made in different concogtey
seryicns from e f), (0, (0 Lo Ra. 917.00,000. We ere Al n osy
w know why and on what sitharily 1'.I‘|-|:'_I'|.r n:uu_.-u,t or 'f]'-‘"-k*ll'we the
figrere of rupees four million givon by Shahjahan’s official chronicler,

ﬂhjﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂlﬂwm“mmmuﬂ“ it.

M may be notad Lhat both the Engyolapeedia Britannica ang
e Alshurmshiroeyn Jrysakosh barp on 20,000 labourers.”* Ay
we have shown aarlior i is Tavernier who claims that 20,000 labourerg
-y ﬂmjﬂﬂfﬂl Thae act I.!'.'l.lll,I| Lhie B'Icfﬂﬂpﬂﬂiﬂlﬂ have Lo rely on
Tavernker's fgure shows that Shahjahan's court records make ng
mentlon of any labourers or ol jeast of any sizeable labour force,
This ls & glaring anomaly. Shahjehan ‘s court papers should have
had & reguler muster roll of the huge number of labourers who
sre muppossd Lo have tolled for years on end in building the Tgj
Mahal. The sbeence of any such record is a clear indicalion that
Sahjeban did pot bulld the Taj Mahal. He only buried Mumitag
la » commandeornd mansion, Tevernier was only & casual foreigm
wisltar, His figure ks only hearsay gathered from bluffing, chauvinistic
Muslim hangers-on sl Shahjehan's court who were interested in
toosting Musiim **schicvernents "

CHAPTER vIi

-

A RECENT CONCOCTION
L THE SHAHJAHAN LEGEND

A REMARKABLE instance of how the antecedents of the Taj Mshal
continue to be a "'free-for-all" theme for all writers even o our
own day is provided by an article published'® in the T
Weekly of India.

We shall first reproduce the whole srticle and then commant
on it. The article, a typed copy of which was provided 1o us by
p friend, is as follows :

“THE BUILDERS OF THE TAJ MAHAL - ANCIENT SECRET REVEALED

CTOURISTS come from the world over to see the Taj st Agrs
and all marvel at the genius of the architects that coul plam and
accomplish so lovely & ‘dream in marble’ . They were commissioned
by the Mogul Emperor Shahjahen to reise & mescleum befitting
his love for Mumtaz Mahal, his beloved consort; and they created

this Wonder of the World.

“Yet, despite strenuous efforts
had remained & mystery; wild guesses
were abroad. Even Bernier (1642 A. D
the architect was killed lest the secret
a rival to the Taj created.

**Rut the secret has Bt long Zaa
book discovered lately in the lirary r. &
Rangalore. The glory of building (he Taj belongs deflaiely o 1o,
to & family of Lahore architects, Ahmad,
mnu.mhmkiuinﬁaﬂimwmm o

Qpcret Naveniod”

2. Article titled "The Buliders of the Ta) Mt Ande . B,
by Mohamed Khan, |ml:ll|.'l:m:-n|-l:ﬂt'ﬂfllllIlllll-"""i Weekly
dated April 4, 1960, :

1o discover it, their identity
as 1o their origin being foreign
]nmumhrummrﬂﬂ
of his art be revealod and
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suthor being [athfullah Mahandis, himself ane of the Pulg,
grehitects, and it is almost 300 years old,
yemry of Shahjahan § reign.

“Jt has been declared to be the only copy in
the well-known ll.”.h]l"i'-ﬁ" on these matters, Syed
Nadvi, Principal, Shibly Academy, Azamgarh.

‘'The book is in Mahandis' own handwriting As ig Nokiced
from different verses, the author was a stounch follgwer of Darg
Shikoh, Shahjshan’s eldest son, and when Aurangzeb finally camg
ta power, &fter defeating Dara Shikoh, the author and his fany
suffored. He sent a petition to the Emperor (page 67) py s it
was not heeded the family had to retire into seclusion and Poverty
(page 68).

"It seems thal the book was very secretly kepl by the family
in femr of Aurangzeb, as it contained verses in praise of Dara Shikgh
The subsequent dates and writing on the last page show that the
book was brought snd was kept in the library of the histories
personige Nawab Ebrshim Khan Hazbar Jung, the famous
Mohammedsn general nicknamed Gardy, who sided with the
Mahsrslas in the battle of Panipat in 1761 against. Ahmed Shah
Abdall. The book has been in the family of the present owner for
Fenerstions, but it was not notiped until Moulana Syed Suleiman
Nudvi, the well-known histarian, author and editor of the Moariff
e monthly journal of the Society of Authors and Shibly Academy,
Azamgurh, U.P.) discovered it and, on information gleaned from

", TTU:‘!L:::E Urdu paper on the builders of the Taj in the

. threg
falling within (g E

the warld, y,
Suleimgan Saihih

the luhlr::-* w yix “F? Pages of the book described in the aricle,
Lhe 'thrzﬁ:m ‘E'II}rjuhan* and speaks of his father Ahmed,
m.mm (the unique of the world), as suprems
Wi L munu:rdﬂmm astronomer and prosateur. He was
the bullder of the tect by Shahjaban's Royal Warrant, and was
&L Delld. Ho died ﬁ?': Maial at Agra and the Lal Quils (Red Fort)
Muthor, his son and 49, two years after the Taj was built. The
#n€ co-architect of the Taj, learnt at his feet.”

W this versio
16 % 17 youry n the Ta) Mahal was completed within
of Arjumand Bany Begum's death and not 12, 13

A Recent Concoction (f The Shahjahan 1.

or 22 years a3 the earlier versions aspery.

We fully agree with the learned writer Mr M
**degpite strenuous efforts Lo discover the ident
that could plan and sccomplish so lovaly o
identity has remained & mystery,*

ﬂhﬂ'ﬂﬁiﬂhnh

ty aof the irchilacis
'ﬂm:n in markls’ thilr

That means thal the namoes given in the encyclopaedieg quoted
phove aré nol considered relinhle by anybody, Hid Vhey been
considered reliable nobody would have bothersd lo continue Lhe
search for the "'real’” names. The search will nevir end bocause
it is procesding in the wrong direction. This unending sesrch i
itselfl proof that Shahjahan did not buld the Tej Mahal, Had he
really buill it, the names of the architects and all the other valid
details would have found a place in contemporary chronicles snd
his own official chronicle.

Bul despite the unauthenticity of the differing names mnticned
by the encyclopaedias in describing the Taj Muhul, we do not blame
the encyclopeediag. Their scoounts are obviously hased on Lhe diverss
imaginary versions recorded in 8 number of Muslim sccounts like
Mohammad Amin Kazwini's Badshahnems; Abdul Hamid l..l!hl:l'i:l
Badshahnama, Inuyat Khan's Shehjshan - nama; Mohammad Warin's
Badshahnama: Mohammad Salih Kambu's Amal-i-Sali, Mohammad
Sudik Khan's Sthahjahan.ngma; Mobammad Mf Harif*s
Majlis- s - Salntin; Mufazzal Khan's Tarikh-i-Mufussal; Raklasse
Khan's Mirst-i-Alam, and also his Mirat -1 -Jahan -nama; Ali?ll;n:
Zinat-ul- Tawarikh and Rai Bharat Mulla’s Lubbut Tawirdkh-I-

and the Diwan-f-Affrmdl.

Al the above Muslim chronicles m.-
Elliot and almost all Western geholurs, 40

fraud.’’

pecording Lo Sr W “._
impudent and &

L. an these Sfruda’ W
Since the encyclopaedic Wﬂmhhﬂu::fmr s

! der that they, and through E0€ i
::e-:'l“ 1::;;3 duped nol only over the Uﬂii“h“r "'-h’ Tuj Mahal bul
in relution to the entire range of mudineval history

Getting back to Mr, Mohamed Khan 8 ""m-ﬂp-—

examining in this chapter, we find H:! ‘-"h"‘:";"" M
as Lo their (architects’) origin being foreign



S RIRLE

we might like Lo mirel plight ammdment. The wild st
bt ridfors Lo mpply mot anly W forelgn namos but to all of Shahjahan 'y
ctan Lo e including natives. That is to say, @ven Lhe loca)
I;Iunhm (ar for thal maller evin Hindu) names being mentioned
are products of fertile guosson.

We ask. what right snybody b Lo make pucsses when
Shahjahan s own court chronicler mentions no designer 7

“Even RBarnior,”” sdds Mr Mohammed Khan, "‘notes only s
rumour that the architect was killed lost the secrel of his arl be
rovosled and a rval to the Tnj be eroated .

Here we would Jike to tell all readers and students of history
to remember ane handicap of Western visilors during Muslim rule
n Indls. The Muslim court belng s parasitical graft denving its
sustenance from the sap of plunder and massacre, it exuded nothing
et falsehoods and rumours., Even ordinary Lalk was all bluff and
blustor. The Western visitors st Muslim courts had willy nilly to
record Lhe facile and fucetious replies they got from hangers-on
al the Muslim court,

When, therefore, poor gullible Bernier asked to be shown the
mustor archilect of the Taj Mahal he was effectively silenced and
pul off by being told that the designer was murdered so that he
may nob buld a rival Taj Mahal for any rival of Shahjahan. A

myriad questions jump Lo the surface of our mind on reading this
shourd ples

AL the outset, of course, we agree Lhat the fictibious * ' designer”’
of the Ta) Mahal could be " "murdered’” with Lthe same facility wilh
which be was “"erouted”’ . Writers of shilling shockers often creste
and kill some of their characters with a mere flourish of their
poni.. There Is no resson why wagging tongues st Shahjahan’s court
need hoave been lngging in that art.

Une of the questions which arise is why was not Bernier told
ot loast the name of the murdered man so that he could have
recorded it for posterity 7 Or is it wrgued thel even the name was
“‘murdersd”’ 7

Th-uundqlunlmh.-hd}mrrﬁﬂng;hjhhhﬂhmm
fun »o thet anybody oould get up and book the same architect

A Recent Comooctiom Of The Shahjahes | I

"
for building snother Taj Mahal? Wae

Muslim widowers under Shahjshan's ruls 'I‘h: :::l; Mt
proto-Tajmahals over the corpses of the o reise

T
s snook ot Shahjahan? Why sheuld m“;“hm ::d:hh
eventunlity 7 Who had the money to build T.jdl” : ;

wr Huinu_'_, to prove in mnmmhmﬁlh]]
h.mu;uﬁl_‘ did not possess the wm """“'hﬂﬂmhﬂuhnum,
majestic and Bl:l.‘-ll'lﬂ'l.l!lll.l this ancient Hindu m_m
known 10 ugs a9 the Taj Mahal,

The third question is, whether Shahjshan was playing 1o the
gallery and seeking 8 chesp exclusive architectursl pstent for the
Tsj Mahal in wanting o forestall and foreclose other dsims, or
was he B genuine, inconsolably bereaved spouse? (noe we are Lold
(by Tavernier) that Shahjshan boried Mumisy close (o & bexe
to win public approbation. Then we are told that he murdersd the
architect to prevent him from obliging some other likely grand
Moghul in building a rival monument. All this makes us wonder
whether Shshjahan was a dignified emperor or & clown of some
Shakespearean play with his hand on a desd Mumtaz's pulse and
his eye fixed on public scclaim !

Yot another question s, whether Shehjahan, 8o soft-hearted
as to squander all his weslth on » dreamland monument for his
dead wife, would at once turn 50 wild and treacherous &9 menﬁl
the very architect who gave & eoncrele form to his dream

Another doubt which arises is, whether Shahjahan ':;ii plm.ﬂ:
to live in sack-cloth snd ashes after pxpending all his wealth
immortalising & corpse?

Such mre the abounding ahsurdities which showd ﬂ"'-l'
{hemselves to any matter-of-fact, mhn-nf-lhl'“ﬂdwh":h.'

The amount of such gullibility thet has gone wriing
of Indian history ia astounding.

The detective-like spproach, the lipeyer-1ike %
reasoning and all such mﬂdﬂﬂ'ﬂ-ﬂ eyl
methodologists 1ike Renier, Walil 2
completely lgnored, and 8 sham BIstORY 00
be torn Lo ploces with a little dlll'll'-'-m
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Tha 'r'.:q_l Mlsihisl Is A Tﬂ"l'l;ﬂr Palne

The aulbhor of the article, Mr. Mohammed Khan, claims that
ihe secred by gl Last been found® . We wish he really hod found
it. We are rendy o nooepl & parl of Lhe implication of his cluim,
namely, thal all the books and sccounts hitherto ascribing the creation
af ithe Taj Mahal Lo other architects are false. But as for the second

part of his claim, that hiz version is the last word on the matter,
we e afraid L 8 antennbla.

Sill, we sitach great value Lo his discovery of the manuseript
in the iibeary of Mr. Mahmud Khan of Bangalore, because it further
supports very firmly the assertion we had made long back. Our
gasnrtion s thal =0 fur g9 we know no historian or universily has
ever dared to bring together under one cover all the (fictiticus)
sccounts of Shahjahan's sponsorship of the Taj Mahal. No one could
ever hope to succeed in such an undertaking. It was like trying

to fethom a bottomless abyss of forgeries or fencing off an ocean
of falsehoods. .

Whut Mr. Mohammed Khan has discovered, therefore, is nothing
bul yet snother fictitious sccount. Any number of such could still
be discoversd in any part of the world, because who knows how
many persons, during the last three hundred years, had Lheir fingers
in this make-believe pie of the imaginary Shahjshan sponsorship
of the Te) Mahal.

The amrticle itself has the “'germs”’ Lo indicate that the *pie’”
i stale stuff. The very fact that the book is & hodge-podge of
the praise of one Moghul prince and a claim by the author of having
besn a master-bullder of the Taj Mahal along with his father and
two brothers, and the fact of the book having been tucked away
in & cellar for fear of Aurangzeb - all clearly proclaim that Lathfullah's

mocount deserves o be ranked no better than the other Muslim
chronickes numely &s yet another cock-and-bull story.

Auvrungeeh was oo shrewd, hard-hearled and hard-headed an
emperor Lo Lolerate such fantastic and fictitious claims. 'We have
quited Aursngeeh’s own letter to thut effect elsewhere in Lhis book.
Whien he knew from personal knowledye (unlike modern historians)
thsl the Ta| Mohal was an usurped Hindu palace, what Muslim
frnson or srchiteel could dare curry favour with him claiming to
be s crestor? 1L was this fact which obviously led Lathfullsh

_-T-__

A Recent Concoction OF The Shahishan -

Mahandis to beguile the tedium of an yp

gome Persian verse and Lucking away the book h"’l:;zmq

und regale posterity. He does nol scem 10 have been thaaren

for here we ore, confronted with his version, mn very wromg
implicitly in it & the ultimate and exclis:

last word on the Taj Mahal, But alas, ﬂm“m'_?:;_lmm ll'I'ﬂ*:::
received by posterty coldly and dropped fiks & hot brick. I‘I.mfﬂ
to make any impression. How could it hope to, anyway 7 Any

of Shahjahan’s sponsorship of the Tnj Mahal wil heve o facs s
battery of questions. So Ahmad Mahandis' claim too has heen 5 arad
Lo glide silently down the drain of history by an unimpressed posterity,
unwept, unsung and unhesded.,

Yol we are ready Lo concede two uses of the Lathfullah version
Its authoritarian claim is useful as a stick to beat the other equally
fictitious versions with, and to turm them out of the ficld of history.

[ts other use is that we see no harm in sdmitting Lathfallsh
Mahandis® claim that he, his two brothers and ther father Ahmad
were mmong those employed by Shahjahan as gravediggess,
stone-masons, scaffolding-ereclors or Koran earvers when Shahjahsn
had those superficial changes made in turning a commandsered Hindo
palace into a graveltyard.

Here we also admit. that the different names given in thit verious
accounts and books on the Taj Mabal mldﬂlhemmhmu:
in the sense that persons bearing thooe namses Wﬁﬁﬁm
played a role in turning the Hinda palsee into & g
Recause the tampering enumersted above needed mmmm i
of which only & few hundred names have come .
there is no reason why they ghould be untrue. .

Bul it is the role that is being rnﬂmdmm pesdebigionyy
That is why the game h!ﬂ been ﬂﬂﬁ‘lﬂrzl;dyuhm
years, with the mask falling l;r:r:d oné b
uphyalmthnrm]mrndﬂn! duﬂ‘:hm

in admitting ll the nEm _.".;.:m the Hindy palice-o

A0 Mulim
to be those of the Lrue W iustrate how e oversll
tomb transformation project, W m“ﬂ:ﬂd filsehoods. And this

truth reconciles even the und

is one of the tests of the "“"“WM*
A new finding, If it is the resl

the Joose ends of the older versiond.




CHAFTER VIl

YET ANOTHER CONFUSED ACCOUNT )

L%

N AMXORDANCE with our plan Lo sequaint the resder with
¢ S ssmplieng of the wide variely of Lthe tradiliona), confused
wersims of the origin of the Thj Mahal, we are reproducing here
extewcts froem anbober article’” which also sppeared in The s trated
Wenlly o [ndis The srticle runs thus :

i‘hn the Tnj Mshal was built, the many mechanical nids
St ey were unheard of; yet the extraordinary ingenuity
=gy B i construction and the high degree of engineering
i evidenced in its design make the mind pause.

Hm.l“iﬂfﬂkﬂ E
- g and 373 fit. wide w
s . = B8 excavabed

waler was met. The whole
: !
e = was flled in mass with rubble stone in hydraulic

_ ._hl;r_ﬂmm of the Taj Mahal, 313 1.
o e o cn  The | wtone with hydraulic lime mortar
e i o s ¢ ¥ The casing was aig after the rubble masonry

-« then the marble facing was set

vot Another Comfused Account

togrether end skilfully ted with |

so spoved ms Lo carry & strong I:’L:T;ﬂﬂm beights, g

roadway with a slope of 1 in 2, 1 permit T-uud;“'. W 8 rpiry)

caris Lo run over it, end to hold dummufﬂmm;h!lmh .

work. This spiral Platform was continymyy and mﬂfmﬂﬂmh;
dome, and remained In position Il the ik mlﬂ round (he
designed height of 240 ft. sbove ground livel reed o' ity
were engaged Lo bulld the scafTolding and

Jl_[il;l 00 blacksmiths wors !‘I‘l‘.lph':: an i‘;*ﬂﬁmﬂ;—?m
length of the spiral platform was about 4,800 fy Tha nmﬂ.u-w
hoisted by means of Persian wheels which wers fitted on Ihr;::.l
platform. These were worked by bullocks snd mules

"*The materials for the massive work were brought from sty
distant places. The marble stone was obtained from Mk in
Rajputana, for which aboul & thousand eléphants wers —
The maximum weight of & block of stone was sbout 2.5 toos,
which is the safe earrving capacity of an elephunt. A number of
elephants were also engaged Lo work the pullevs.

“"The timber for scaffolding wes brought from the Rashmir
and MNaini Tal areas. Aboul 2000 camels and 1000 bullockearts wers
employed for carting bricks and light materials to the constraction
gite and about 1000 mules for lifting the materisly along the spiral
platform.

**The marble stone required for drum mnd dome Wi dressed
on the ground and then lifted and laid in pesition by mesna of
the pullays,..

*After the main dome and drum work was finished, work
on annexes and subsidiary bulldings was taken in hand and completad
in the same manner, .

“*There are four minarets at the four comers of the Taj Mabal....

‘“The river Jumna was half a mile away from m.ﬁmﬂ"
After the building was caompleted, the river “n-fﬂﬂ:u
to flow alongside the Taj to add to the besuly ‘l

names of Lhose

“*Contemporary Muslim writers l::'ﬂ g
who designed and constructed the Ta) Mabal, \hat Mohusrumed 18

quantities of precious slones used. Tt appers
Afandi, of Turkey, was the chief designer and draftaman. AMEE




The Taj Mahal Is A Tempe Palne

ihe construction, the

. M Wirs men
from Arsbia. Pergis, Syria, Baghdad snd Samarkand and there way

540 pieces of cornelian from
Tibet, 614 malachites fram
625 dismonds from Contral
ahal was begun in 1632 and

is belived to have cost mare than
Jc-u.'ﬂ.t.:rq':hﬁ,‘fm‘mpeﬁ which, in terms of

the present valye
of money, would be 8t least ten times gs much. Two-thirde of
this war contributad oy the State office and ane-third by the State
Lressury of the provines,
parts of the structure
which zre sti]] existent,

megnificent in his 30
love was built by the sorrowing Shah Jahan for his departed spouse.
He num?es:{vﬁfs&mdﬁmgnduwn in histo

ry to s warshipful
pma-ity;l-ln-uhundmdmaﬂer. it is st

il scclaimed as one
of the supremes tﬁmunmudthnwﬁt{n.”

Let us subject the gbove article 1o & close CToss -examinstion.
The messurements mentioned could of course always be taken from
the erstwhile Hindy temple palace, which slands before us today
ulhEMHihal.lndltuﬂ*adtuMan}-pmt-munﬂnufuﬁ
onstruction,

identifying the wrchitects, the article throws

L UL
8 we have I bﬂf‘.“ I only repeaty 5 few old names.

names could be tnye masmuch

t v
Confused Actoun
Yt Ancther

djverting the distant Tnun:rhuhﬂﬂﬁn“

i A Mzha! the less said the betler, becsuse we mmert thet
to e O egimes lacked all such aidl. The frw scbole they
the H' those days al incessant ﬂ'ﬂ.ﬂdﬂ !ﬂ_m‘
bad I oied o teaching a few illiterste fanatics to read the Korgn,
'mdww that ancient or mediseval Muslim literstore ey e
e stactursl texts of its own which mﬂ&mmﬁlﬂlﬂ
ﬂ for the claim to any architectursl or civil snginesring
B it i, wehn*alirhnhhd’hﬁn.ﬂ'l:.
Sﬂ'. Mu:jtd&mm which boast of lh']‘h.h all aspects of
.;-;I?lle-:l_m; surpassing those of our own times. Hu'ud-'l:hn
engin sea standing nmmtﬁﬂdﬂythmmdm:;
Etf::rmm of Ajmer, Jodhpur, -Imﬂ_m'ﬂﬂm:

the wonder shrines of Fonark, Khajursho, Mﬁ,.h“.
Erlocs. Madursi, Martand and Modhers, (o name

slongside rivery
Hindu forts mdmwu:tu*:ih:lﬂu_
for two reasons. Rivers | “dm.,gﬂ source of water. The paisce
of Mansingh (i.e. the one¢ inherited erected on the river baak
built by him) wes, therefore, almﬂ:tﬂ therefore, diverting the
That palace is the present Taj Mahl
river was out of the question. 00 mules znd 2,000 cumely
mﬁwrﬂnfl,mm'ml' 3 Ihu_ﬂ
are Loo mundtuh*bdieuzd‘m,_ al) those lﬂlﬂhﬂ .
o0 we oonced tampered
necessary when & huge palsce complex had £0 .
for transformation into & tomb. -nﬂ'ﬂ*ﬂﬁi
We, however, object to the word Thereisa "H il
.'Mahﬂh“mwmhulmml ] from the P
mmhi the two. Muslim minsrel “ﬂﬂ'ﬂ‘x paep G
buildings. Hindu towers start from ':‘.I e M
s0-called Rutub Minar m].th;m -
Skri) the marble towers of the
ower in Chittor fort.
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- The Taj Mahal Is A Temple Polaes

Ume. we disagroe and say that the temple palace known ax the
Ta) Mahal existed centuries before the Muslim invasions of Tndia.

I the concluding portion of Lhe article Lhe wriler Lells us that
the precious stones used in the Taj Mahal included B0 picces of
eornellan from Baghdad, 670 turquoises from Upper Tibel, and
so on. Here we would only like Lo quote Lhe sagacious Sir H, M.
Elliot. He says ;"' “"The prelended necuracy and minuteness with
which the value of gold, silver and precious slones is given and
ithe astounding exaggeration displuyed in enumerating sums convey
to the mind strong internal evidence of fabrication’’

Though the above remarks of Sir H. M. Elliot pertain to the
many vermons of the Jehangimama yvet they have a general application
to all Muslim chronicles.

We would, therefore, like Lo inform the writer of the article,
Mr. Mohammied [¥in, and other renders, thal the very meliculousness
with which Lhe figures and sources of various stones are given
should prouse their suspicions. A dizcerning ond gifted historian
like the late Sir H. M. Elliot could with his uncanny insight see
through all such concoctions.

The doouments to which the author of the article refers, which
allegadly contain an sccurste sccount of the amounts ingurred on
the Ta) Mahal, can easily be proved to be forged by the simple
foct Lthal the expenditure incurred on the Taj Mahal varies in different
versions from four million rupees to over ninety million rupees.
in between lies the source from which Mr. Mobammed Din quoles

the expenditure to have been in the neighbourbood of 15 million
(s crore and & hall') rupees.

The reference Lo the **timber posts bundled together™' is another
detall which betrays the unauthenticity of Mr. Mohammed Din's
source becsuse Tavernier has already told as that no timber being
srailable, all scaffolding had to be of bricks and that is why the
cost of the scaffolding exceeded that of all other work executed.

Anfl gbove all the grestest drawback of Mr. Mohammed Din's
mrticle is that he quotes no authority for his facts and figures,

4. P. 2657. Eliiot. & Dowson, History, Ibid, Vol VI,

CHAPTER IX

THE BADSHAHNAMA VERSION
ANALYSED

THE SAMPLE versions quoted esrlier should suffice to convines
the reader of the medley that is the Shahjahen legend of the Taj
Maohal. The more one goes into it the more confused one foels.
As observed earlier, they form & big bollomless abyss which nohody
can fathom. From everyday experience we know that a basie falaehood
is never adequately covered or explained by subsequent falschoods.
Such falsehoods go on multiplying in bewildering variety. This ia
exactly what has happened with regard to the Taj Mahal.

After m general survey of the varlous sources from which

conecoctions of the Shahjahan legend of the Taj Mahal have sprouted,
we have arrived at the conclusion that Mulls Abdul Hamid Lahori.
the court chronicler who sdmits the Taj Mahal to be a Hindu paloee,
is the only honest one.

let us, therefore, examing hia chronicle a little more dml:r
All this confusion sbout the origin of the Taj 'Hl'hll- b l.l'.:;‘
beeause historians completely ignored the wording on page #RL.
Vol. I, of the Badshahnama. Perhapa his words got gnored hﬂﬂm
they had all along fancied the Tuj Mahal to be n wﬁﬂ
raised as n fabulous dreamland monument Lo MW -l
find him to be more truthful and honest Jet us have i O
Jook &t the sccount of the Taj Mahal given in the

The first point to be noted

have tended to tell us that Shahjahan i, Mulia
land from Jﬁﬂnuﬁﬂﬂhﬂﬂ:mﬂ'ﬂﬂmﬂ Jaisirgh

Abdul Hamid with disarming candour "
of land In 7
who was given an open picct Of W 0L o) micestnl

(manzil, asli manzil, L palace |




The Ta] Mahal Is A Temple Palace
(5 1]

ppacious {sade zzmini) garden around It.
fisd Shahjshan wanted 1o build anything de novo would he
o site which had & majestic palace standing on L7 The
sy of it demolition and clearing of ils foundation to dig
mﬂ - I-u.’lI be stupendous, Carting away the debris would be
another ::; Herculean chore. And would he spend all that time,
moncy and enengy when he had snother “‘grand’’ plol of land
which he is said to have given to Jaisingh in exchange ? Besides,
what does the exchange show 7 Does it not show that Shahjahan
wanted Jaisingh to fend for himsell by building another residence
while Shahjshan made him surrender his ancestral palace Lo serve
as 8 roady-made tomb for his wife, as well as by the same stroke
further impoverish & wealthy Hindu family and denude it of ils
power 7 Whas this also nol consistent with the general Muslim usurping
tradition in India and of Shahjahan's own high-handed behaviour
with all and sundry which we shall deal with in a subsequent chapler 7

We would like the reader Lo note that Mulla Abdul Hamid Lahor
refers to the removal of Mumtaz's body from Burhanpur Lo Agra
in & very casusl manner while Lalking on page 4(i2 about somebody
having been suitably punished for incurring royal anger. Mumiaz's
body is brought from Burhanpur and straightaway buried under
the dome of a lofty Hindu palace in Agra. What does it show 7
Lahori says the expenditure estimated (Lo transform it into a Muslim
tomb, i.e, digging and filling up 8 grave, constructing a cenotaph,
senlling surplus staircases and basement rooms, engraving the Koran,
erecting & huge scaffolding) was four million rupees. We pass this
figure as remsonsble excepl perhaps for some exaggeration and
over-estimale W allow for missppropristion by middle men. Then
follows & long slence. s

Mulla Abdul Hamid Lahori gives seme names and detsils of
eonstruction. on peges 322 to 330 in the second volume of his
Badshahnama. He starts from Lhe “foundstion”* which is often
:l-hﬂm w mm.l.hu foundation of & huge palace. A grave
wurtid rom the foundation® becsuse a dead body is to be
& hmmlﬂ'lhrﬂi-‘ihlurd: that the foundation was brought
ﬂwwwmmmWEwm filled up with

MBSGNTY .

m”mﬂhﬂ-ﬁhmw*ummnmnum

The Radshahnama Version Analywed

Roranic engravings is seven times that of the ;

As we have several times earlier pointed out, JTM“‘ wﬂu““
expenditure on the scaffolding itself is proof enough that the main
work was comparatively insignificant,

Some readers are likely Lo consider five ladhs of rupees for
the grave and the cenotaph abnormal expenditure, and therefors
would conclude that something else was built with thet ameunt
Such a conclusion is unwarranted. Firstly, because Mulls Abdul
Hamid Lahori himself has given us a correct ides of the palsce
Laken over. Secondly, as we have already pointed out, Muslim figures
have o be cut to size by deducting exaggeration and over-estimate
margins. The remaining figure would be ressonsble because
demolishing the basement flooring and the ground flooring of &
palace and superimposing 8 grave and & cenotaph on them and
redoing the mosaic to match with the rich flooring of & Hindu
palace, is bound Lo cost a huge sum.

The following conclusions emerge from whal Emperoe
Shahjahan’s own court chronicler has recorded in the official history
of the reign, Badshahnama :

1. The Tsj Mahal is a Hindu palace.

2. 1t had around it s majestic and spacious ganden. P,
E.Thehuguhuﬂdingnumphmuuiﬂhllw-_- ;
at all) for almost a song, i.e. nhmthm_l#.ﬂl“

e

- _— -

16. P. 714, Radshahnarme, Yol. I, lllﬂ--__ 1=
“'Wa panj lakh rupaye ber rauziys munsvarss i binaaye #
aan bar ruje aameen desdo aasmian na




The Taj Mahal I3 A Temple Palaco

d seoma Tishy bechuse the location
LDy B
i ﬁl,.[:nd e mot mentioned. Most probably

2 ing Jaigingh

xpropriation effected by tuming
it v just ® D = ral pn:Im The detail Lhat Jaisingh was
oul of his wonlthy ancest plot of land s obviously a

pensnted gifting him on open b
mn;}:] Ialamic :“" to m:rer up the fact that Raja Jaisingh was

plstantly robbed of his wealthy temple- palace.

{. The Hindu palce had & dome.

5. Mumtsz was buried, so they sy, under that dome s00n
;mrlh:r gxhumed body was brought from Burhanpur to Agra,
if at all .

&. The estimated expenditure (Lo transform the Hindu palace
into l Muslim tomb) was Rs. 40 lakhs. {the actual expendilure
in unknown ).

® Of the sbove sum, Re. & lakhs was spent on the grave
and cenotaph and the balance of Rs. 35 lakhs on the scaffolding
and the Koranic engravings.

8. Designer or architects are out of the picture, since the Taj
Mahal was never raised by Shahjahan,

9. The Hindu palsce was known as Mansingh’s palace during
Emperor Shahjahan’s time though il was in the occupation of his
grandson Jaiaingh.

The above account being fairly plausible fits with the truth

that the Taj Mahal is an ancient Hindu palace commandeered for
comversion into & Moslim Lomb,

Subsequent gussses sboul Lhe mrchilect, and doubls such as
that. the figure of the amounk spent on the Taj Mahal (Rs. 40

lakba ) in too low, ere altogether unjustified and unwarranted.
eee

n open piot
'ﬂﬁd’urpmlﬂr

CHAFTER %

TAJ MAHAL
CONSTRUCTION PERIOD

WE ARE going to show from this chapler onwards how the
whole Shahjahan legend of the Taj Maha! is based on Wusywark.
Starting from the unwarranted assumption that Shahjahan had the
Taj Mahal erected as a tomb for his wife Mumtaz, every detail
has been conjured up by different writers sccording o their awn
fancy. In the result, history has been burdened with o mass of

canards which baffled all attempta st getting to the origin of the
Taj Mahal.

In this chapter we intend examining the question of its sctusl
period of construction. Had the Taj Mahal really been built by
Shahjahan, there should have been no room or necessity for any
gueas-work, for we should have had official records of the
commissioning and execution of such & stupendous monument from
start to finish 7 The absence of any sutheéntic record is & glaring
discrepancy. Some documents and records which at timew find
mention in some writings are apparent forgeries because they are
hardly believed in by anybody.

If the Taj Mahal originated gs 8 tomb the dste of its
commencement should be related to Mumiaz's desth, Bul to stars
with, the very date of the death of this Iady is unknown.

This is what Mr. Kanwar Lal says'’ : “‘Mumisz passed wway
in 1630, the date of her death being Tth Juné... bul somé EI‘P'*:
have erroneously placed the event in 1631 There Is m..
in respect of the date caloulated; some mentioa Tih

R Publing
1. P. 3 The Ta) by Rapwar Lal, published by B
House, b7 Daryaganj, Delhi, Price Ra. 30/-
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Mumiee boen the wife so doted upon by Shahjnhan ge
mada ol in fietitious mocounts of the origin of Lhe Taj
P wuch A |JIJTH'FIF-‘H'|ZI|I" l|i'ﬁ"l'r|.:'|"|"|l.~1- on Lhe

Hml
has hown)
Mahal, coukd thars over

hdﬂ[ﬂ{‘m”mwnmw y
ﬁhdnmum to Shwhjahan, She was one of his many consorty
P plher clalmonis of £ b

ing to show later, her doath

i » harm tooming with at joast 4,
emporor’s amorous sttention

As Mumitaz was just one among thousands of the emperor’s
sorwerts her dosth could nover call for any special monument

The dute of Momtaz's desth being unknown we are ol 8 losg
to know from where W count the six months that ber body lay
in the grove in Burhsnpur. Even that figure, “‘six months'", may
ghor all be only spprodmate and not sccurate.

Evens on mrrival in Agra, we ore told, Mumtsz was buried *'the
net your''" under e dome of the Hindu palace. This makes
Who date of her burial even more vague,

In spite of this fundamental vagueness we would have sceepted
the durstion of the period during which the Taj Mahal was a- building
if there had boen mny consensus aboul it among  historians,
Unfortunately, there is none. Let us see how muny versions there
are 3
mlu:h :fu:n‘lrmyu Jaymnkash quoted by us earlier snyg'"

truction commenced in 1691 A. D. and ended in

h I LR ] I ]
" uary 1663 A D" That gives us g period of a little less than

1 The Encyvelopwedis Britinnica says™ **the

buildi
commenced in 182 Mare than 20,000 workm -l

0 were employed
by 1643, although
plex took 2 K
.n.- Yoiras Lo T IIHFT-'.H ;
encyclopeadis, Lhe lattor i P Unlike the

Taj Mahal Uoanbrue fon Perled

Wi
guest roomn 7 Was Mumbez still supposed 1,
pway the burge and escorted by large vyl = "“1“!
ghe also expected Wb reosive guesiy 7 Y comtingm iy y W

3. Tovernier's secount runs egm
woersions which form the basis af Lha i::i:;?h
above. The Encyclopaedis Britanmnies neeognl iy
of the Tovernler and Muslim sceounia sy
figures of 20,000 workmen and 22 years from
weaving in it the 11 or 12 year period fans

' ol Munkir

Tnmﬂerwhﬂndﬂtly
od in Musim MOoUnly,
Tuvernier says”™ he Vwitnessed the commencément
secomnplishment of this great work an which they sxpended 2 e
during which 20,000 men worked incessantly.. The cost of i:l:
been enormous.. The scaffolding alone cost more than the entire

work. .

Even presuming that Tavernier arrived in Agra in 1641, and
the work began soon after his wrrival there, it should have lasted
from 1641 Lo 1663, But, Shahjahan was deposed mnd impesciried
by his son Aurangzeb in 1658, How then could the work of the
Mumtaz mausoleum procesd untll 1661, je. five yosrs after his
losing contral of stale affaira? And if, in fact, it did, what s
we Lo make of some Muslim sccounts which claim thil the work
had ended in 1643 7 Then, again, the problem of the commencemnmb
of Lthe construction still remains hanging in Uhe air.

4. Mr. Mohammed Din's article™ quoted parfier asserts, *“The
construction of the Taj Mahal was begun in 16i2 and was pol
completed tll 1650, Here again we come seross Lhe usual vagueess.
Mr. Mohammed Din seems to be sure only of the dats when Lhe
building commenced. 1f we take 1632 as the year of commencement
then what are we to make of Tavernier's assertion Lhal ,r"’"?i
started in his presence 7 Even accepting Mr. Mihaumened Din s version

of the date of commencement we wonder why be l;m ¥ i
vague and unconvinced about the date on which ¥ of 18 yeary

was complete 7 His version therefore gives us &
with a big question mark thereafter,

21. PP. 108-111, Travels in India, ibid. L.
23 The Mlustrated Waekly of India dated Dec, 0,
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& Yot anolher version estimates the Taj Mahal to h.-!\.-.w- begn
snder construction for 17 years. This is from Mr, ‘1"_*“1""' " book,
He sava, *'Shahjuhan commaenced building the Taj in 1631, the
fourth year afler his nocession. Several desiygns were propoared by
maslers of the art MPom digtant lands bul L wis Afandl's which
wah approved. From this a wooden model was constructed in 1630,
the vory yoar of Mumlaz's death. The splendid mausoleum way
completed in 1648.°°

It is not even certain that Mumtaz died in 1630, Even Assuming
that she died In 1630 she perbups died towards the close of that
year. In such & case is il possible for the eémperor to make a
decision (o bulld & dreamland monument, have a huge amount

sanctioned for it, broadcast his scheme o distant lands, have artists
prepare plans, have them sent to Shahjahan, from among which,
we are lold, he selected one, have a wooden model constructed,
the necessary workmen collected, the bewildering variety of materinl
ordered and construction begun, all by 16307 Is this an Arabian
Nights story ar history ? Had Shahjuhan the peace and security
within two years of his accession to indulge in such s sentimental
project 7 Can things move so fast even in the best of modern
adminsitrations blessed wilh swift communications and any number
of architectural and civil engineering schools where one can find
a cluster of adept architects and engineers handy 7 Unfortunately
such anomalies galore failed Lo arouse the suspicions of any historian.

6. A like version is also found in The Columbia Lippincott
Gazettoer™ If anything, it appears Lo be 3 little more sure of
iself than others. Tt slates : **The beauliful Taj Mahal (built
1630-1648) probably the most noted mausoleum in the world...**
#le. ete. All the arpuments repested above apply Lo this Gazetteer
wersion 1oo, namely, that since We are nol even sure whether Mumtaz

m
dddle all veruions of the period of comaturetion of (e Taj Mahal

According 1o our contention that the ultimsty trych whoadd by

gl to round off all apparent contradictions iﬂlﬂlﬂmum‘
gur explaination s Lhat once Mumiaz was buried I b mﬂdumhm‘.
the work of covering ber grave mound with masonry, mm‘
a cenotaph and carving the Koran, drsged on ity o
gpasmodically over 10, 12, 13, 17 or 22 yeary. W s by
undergoes allerations, renovalions or repairs (gl ey m

in the case of the Taj Palace) drag an for years by fita Ih:‘mlm
according to the whim of the new oceupler, To this sxent s
ig a shade of truth in the different versions quoted shovs,

Tal il Conatruction Period




CHAPTER X1

( TAJ MAHAL COST J

LUKE THE perind of construction, even Lhe cost of the Taj
Mahal has boen subject to vague generalizalions ranging belween
four and over ninety million rupees

1. The lowest figure of the cosl concerming the Mumisag
mausoleum is that of emperor Shahjahan’s own official chronicler
Molls Abdul Hamid Lahori. He gives us only the inilial estimate
bul ol the sctusl expense incurred. His figure is Hs. 40 lakhs
{four million rupees).”

2 The Maharsshireeva jnyankosh figure exceeds that of
shalyuhen s own chronicler by one million rupees. It tells us that

the exponditure incurred on the Taj Mahal was five million rupees
(Rs, 50 lakhs) ™

4. Mr. Mobammed Din says™ : *'It is believed to have cost
more than & crore and u half of rupees.'’ Thal gives us the figure
ul‘_mr:r Rs. 15 million. The reader may note the rising spiral of
eslimate. Slarting from a1 modest four million, we have alreay been
sent wloft Lo & financial helght of 15 million rupees in the rarefied
Wimosphere of etherea! sceounts. Even Mr. Mohammed Din is not
;:Tmmlz He contents him self wilh saying, "‘more than'' Rs.

i An:nrd'mg- e
the Taj is to Keene,™ *'The exact amount spenl on building
- : i l‘Emrdad and the dats available for even an
18 ia 80 mesgre and complex that the

ot —

. Fp. 359
e mm:gwﬂ Jnyankosh, (bld.  Vel. 13

. P. 1M, Kevoe's mmﬂuﬂfﬁ:'“ December 30, 1061, ibid.

and broughy aralo Agra and its Nelehbourbood.
of Hindushan UEKO date by E. A, Duncan, Thacker's Handbook

Tal pghal Cost
1]

guesses hitherto made range from 500,000 L B,000,000,+

5 Hf\q T hnn “‘mm U“I.BL “m mm.lm
'n“ﬂtlll'll-f-' iEFh ]L“'I'. H-,l?,"lﬂ,fm.”

6. The D -i-Afridi, ™ anothers historicsl work, etimutes i
(the expenditure) to be Ha. 9 crores and 17 lakhs (Rs. 915 millbon )

7. On tho other hand, Mr, Baysrd Taylor, an American whe
visited Agra in 1853, wrole in the New York Hermld Tribupe -
+*A Sheikh who takes care of the Taj told me that (he Taj with
its other buildings cost seven crore rupees. This in however, quite
impossible. | believe the real cost is estimated st 1,750,000 which
does not seem E:-’.HHHE‘I‘HL*HI-"“

8. Mr. Kanwar Lal® writes : *"Talking of the cost of the Taj
there are all kinds of conjectures and accounts. Une estimsbe puts
it al 50 lakhs of rupees. This follows the mention of the figure
in Abdul Hamid Lahori’s Badshahnuma. According to Uhis histonian
‘the Taj was completed in Z2 years under the supervision of Makramat
Khan and Mir Abdul Karim, and the iotal cost was fifty lakhe
of rupees.”’ This a8 several suthorities paink out is ridicubousty
\ow. even for the comparatively cheap labour and cost of maberial
of those Ltimes,. There are others.. Who accept tha figure of shout
four and & half crore rupees as the total cost.. In his nl.hm'hlll‘ﬁ
book on the Taj, Moinuddin Ahmed refers to a manuscript in which
Rudradns Fhazanchi - @ treasurer - hu_lﬁ"'ﬂ" a detafled socount
of the expense incurred on the Taj. This is given #g?a‘;:‘
und to the last pie. The total figure amounts 10 Ba. . 18&E

jca six only."’
mmmmmdlnmm_r o TR

The above passage claims that Mulla gy
put the cost of the Taj Mahal at Rs. 50 Lakhs :I‘.:- b (el
quoted Mulla Abdul Hamid 85 mentioning RS  Aywey
lakh roopiah’’) to be the amoufit spent on the mAUROE

this is just by way of & slight factual an.

...l the

o 0,
o9 P. B, Rambles & Recollections dﬂfnﬂlﬂﬁﬂ
by Lt. Col. W. H. Sleean. Repbliabed by A. G- Mapumisr
ot Mufid-i-Am Press, Lahore.
30, P. 154. Keene's Handboolk, ibid.
3. ibid, e
5. P. 10, The Ty by Kanwar La%




The Ta] Mahal Is A Teemplg
x hi ealeulit h -
chi calouliting the o
voesion of H‘ulllrs-llu Hh?:i-:ds S rm.—;p :E:: of f.hn
(o last pie only re TVation
sl Igi . M_ Elliot thet sycophant chroniclers added g,
of Ihe hf.il'i ;r:ﬂ“ Ui fortile imagination Lo impart Lo thele ﬁmiumu
i::ﬂi‘::l touch of roliability.

Any single aspect of the Taj Mahal like that of the cost gny
o of consturction discussed heretofore should be enough g
canvince intelligent readers how the Shﬂ_hj;:hun legend is al) ,
tion from begining to end. Here we have seen bow, withoyt
any basis to start with, numerous writers have indulged fy
irresponsible speculation in trying to figure out the real cost of
dhe Toj Mahal incurred by Shabjahan. But they were al destined
to came 1o grief because they have all been working wilh the wrong
premises, Had Shahjahan really built the Taj Mahal the cost would

have boen on record, leaving no room or need for speculation |

Resides tha sctual cost of the project there is another interesting
slidelipht to it. Visitors to the Taj Mabal and lay readers of the
Shahjahan legend of the Taj Mahal take it for granted in their innocence
that Shahjahan must himself’ have linanced his wife's mausoleum.
Bul our contention thal Shahjshan was s hard-hearled, stingy,
lecherous monarch hardly to be bothered sbout or moved by the
desth of one of his 5,000 consorts, is amply borne out by Guide
b the Taj st Agra.® The Guide remarks, *'The native account
of Lhe cost of the Taj gives Rs. 98,55,426 as huving been given

by the Rajus and Nawsbs and out of the Emperor's private Lreasury
Ks. 86.08.760...""

There is one little grain of truth in the sbove report. It Is
Lhat !’l.- from crestiog any dreamland monument for his dead wife,
m merﬂylmd the occasion ms a lever to force a Hindu
:::-In oot of his wealthy mansion and, adding insult to injury,

many Rajas and Nawabs bear the major financial burden In
Eiving thet erstwhile palace the semblance of a tomb,
A closer examination of

the =
Fuggest that they are fict] tWo amounts mentioned above would

ious. Instesd of mentioning round figures

B P M, Guide to the 7y -
at Agra (Compilation), printed at the
H-ilm,h; Azeescodeer, P

Tal Mahal Lol

m
gn having been  contribuled by Shithjahan sl
respiectively, we are confranted with ey odd 2
Lhiy Wworde Lifted from 8 modern COmmercsl m‘nln““ as
contributions by vanouns parties are worked ol 1o odd rupt:hm

another point Lo be noled is that Shah .
be a concocted figure, He was too Iimd.w:':u:nh:i{:lnm;::
overbearing, stingy, hard - headed and hard-hanted o r;mm L;
spend even 8 farthing on 8 burial when be could abnd ta il
cost from other subservient rulers. Even the smount O tho
rulers are supposed Lo have conlribuled seems Mctitious Socause
according Lo Shahjahan’s own chronicle the entire cost did nok sxoesd
js. 4 million while the contribution of the alher milers, mentionsd
above, is iself almost Re. 10 million. So the conchusion Uhal
ts that if at all the actunl cost incurred in burytnp M e
s commandeered Hindu palace did amount to Re. 4 million even
that was extracted as a levy from Shahjahan’s vassuls and subjects.
Moghul rulers considered Uhemselves W hove a divine nght 1o Tive
aff the earings of their Hindu subjects.

Far from building the Taj Mahal sl his own cost Shahjohon
was g0 stingy, cruel and hard-hearted that he got even the minar
work of Koranic carvings and sealing of supsrfluous chambers of
the erstwhile Hindu mansion done gratis by fogging the labourers.

This is recorded on page 14 of Guide to the Thyj ot Agrr tﬁ
by Azeezoodeen in Lahore) as under : **The labour was all { i
and very litlle payment made in cash 1o the 20,000 workmen
were said to have been employed for 17 years. Even the l!h'l'lllﬂm”
of corn was cruelly curtailed by rapacious afficials placed over

rote & Tl
Apart from the cruelty part af it the reader may

discrepancy in the above version. ?ﬂﬂhm bl
20,000 workmen he has said that the e :
but the above account claims only 17 years. e lﬂ“‘;
instanece of the confusion and bluff and bluster surrounds

traditional accounts of the Taj since : .= -

Keene notes on page 154 of his
forced, and but little was paid Lo “"h;"' ':,d.,u officialy- !u:
daily allowance of cash was (e mortality among Lbem
was their distress and 80 frightful

APt rylery
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they must have cursed the memory of Mumtaz and crisd oul fn
sheer despair

“‘Have mercy, God, on our distress
Far we die, Loo, with the Princess"’

Since the mortality rele was high it is no wonder that every
few days a new seb of workmen had Lo be found to tail gt the
starvation level. IL iz mlso no wonder then that the Lota) number
of labourers on the muster roll, by the time the enyraving work
was over, numbered 20,000, And most of them must have died
from starvation and whipping. It iz also no wonder thet the petty
work dragged on for & period ranging between 10 and 22 yoars
sccording o various accounts. All this was natural when eve
day of the year a body of troops had to be sent out to find workmen
of the required calibre and literary and calligraphie standard, hound
them and whisk Lhem away to work without wage under the crack
of the whip and gleam of menacing swords. It is no wonder then
that they wailed. rebelled and either died or sbeconded. Could a
monarch who has no money or heart to pay poor labourers their

like the Taj Mahal ?

The despot at whose behest they toiled to make a Hindu mansion
lock like a Muslim tomb hardly cared for their lives. He punished
lh‘f.rf by amputsting their hands for the crime of demanding even
& living wage. The handy were amputated obvigusly to teach them
& lesson so that they may be permanently incapacitated from earning
" livlihood by practising their carefully cullivated skills over
weneralions, and of which they were justly proud and which they
were not resdy to waste Wolling gratis for a stingy and hard - hearted

slien motarch. Most of Lhe siilled arti i i
: arusans being Hindus, killi
Gr mmming them alss begy =

to Muslim concepty. Bl Shabjahan Islamic merit according
Hﬂll“‘ Hﬁ'ﬁuddm'; book
Loo containg (o
of the oruelty. He says f page 17) a mention

ection with Lhe building of the Tsj.

&3 suffered badly. They were reduced
" w l'ﬂ'hll"lh '-I'EILI’HL-nt._”
Weaten  acholurs

who mre saslly enamoured by the

uj Mahal Co%

,d"m.p.mmmz rOIMAnGS mry'_mﬂir‘ Sk
n

jot legend - would be the las
arything

apoil their amorous a
hareh as Lo Ipol .n —
:mnﬁ_ﬁ by' basoiess aecounts of Ehﬂh'lnhu.n’. e H“HH

have felt compelled o record it daa _
miplaced fith ha carnallove ey t#;qm 0
lr.:hiuﬂlrrrcl and financial wonders like the T ek :“
gnough that. the Buropean scholars have 14, the chargs gt e,
on ﬁrﬁ.{.hand contemporary information, eruilty

Even J"-‘il._l.‘J]im _Elaumlleﬂ seem Lo mrmm (e 4
hands but with @ m.!E d]Ftﬁra‘u:g, The:,' iive o genile 'F"m':h
to the fact of Shahjahan’s cruel maiming of the lsbourers, They
guggest Lhat Shahjahan amputated the hands of skilfil ariismn it
the ‘laudable’ object that they may not lend their services Lo ny
plher person for ereching a rival Taj Mahal. No one seems Lo have
analysed this gilly legend. Firstly, could » monarch with such »
highly ‘refined’ aesthetic sense as L0 conceive und bulld the Ta)
ever have the heart to treacherously oie mway the hands which
tofled for him 7 Secondly, would a monarch disconsalate in bis
bereavernent be so stone-hearted &3 fo maim thowe wha bald 8
tamb for his beloved wife? Thirdly, & commisioning & Taj hahel
such 8 cheap joke that anyone- with & dying wife could summon
the same set of labourers and order them lo build & rival Toj Mahal T
Who would have the money, similar legendary love for HI wife
and the power even to dream of a Taj for his own wifie ! na-.ﬂ
tbe romantic twist given to the cruel amputation laa m“; i
concoction which passes muster with gulible visifors 0 4
Mihal, and with naive scholars. It s mnltﬂni‘“'h'?“ﬂhwﬁ
eruelty in ordering the alterations to 8 Hindu %" 5
out gratis, in an sura of romantic NoNSENse. mﬁmﬁ ey i
ko subdue the workers who used (0 rebel In
8t being made Lo toil for no return,

Incidentally Shahjahan’s sttempt 10 £
ritions alone also leads to the ﬂﬂﬂ"mmw o an Existiof
work amounted to only amﬂﬂﬂ*mdm':" muwﬁ“
building, No one can hope to md'mﬂn“m (hem werk Under
% mere gustere meal to the workm® “:.,g for 22 long Y
the cruck of the whip and flsh of the &
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Another concodted Jogend is that Stahjahan intended o build
s tlack marble Taj Mahal for himsell on the other side of the
on of that some shrewd guides and some gullible
historians point out 1o the poor visitor some ruins on the other
side of the river. Those are the remaing of Hindu pavilions on
the other side of the river when the Taj Mshal was a Hindy
temple- palace. Those got destroyed  during successive Muslim
imvasions when enemy forces forded the river to capture the Taj
building complex. Now those same Hindu ruins too are claimed
s Muslim construction. Since Shahjahan did not build the white
muarble Taj Mahal there wis no question of his ever hoping, conceiving
gr dreaming to build a black marble Taj Mahal. In corroboration
we guote Feene, Un page 161 he observes, ''The cenotaph of
Shahjshan is conjectured to have been unsymmetrically placed here
becsuse he could not complete & mausoleum he had contemplated
for himsell but of this there is no roliable record.’” This shows
thst no matter which detall in the traditional Tej Mahal legend
we try o pick up for closer examination il crumbles to pieces
&5 & hopeless and strocious concoction.

river. As porrobornl

L L

CHAFPTER X1
WHO DESIGNED,
WHO BUILT THE TAJ?

SINCE THE Taj Mahal in an ancient Hindu bullding, sny search
for its designer amongst Lhe contempararies of Mi.ﬂ}; way bound
to lead to disappointment, and so it has, Despite assiduous ressarch
and wild guesses all that has come down to us is o large medley
of names all equally confusing and none qualifying for unanimous
geclaim pe Lhe master-designer of thsl wonder monument - the
Taj Mahal.

Let us here take stock of the different efforts made o identify
the designer of the Taj Mahal,

1. Tt is worth noting that Emperor Shahjshan's court chronicler
Mulla Abdul Hamid maokes no mention of any srchitect. This is
but natursl because he at the very outset, in doseriting Mumtaz's
burial, admits that the mausoleum is 8 Hindu palace. A ready building
when used for a tomb requires no fresh architect, His silence is,
therefore, quite in order. Subsequent wrilers had no right to make
their own guesses.

Keene takes special note of this omission. He pays : By
though Abdul Hamid Lahori was specially instructed by
to write the histroy of the Taj in the Badshahnams, bis sieot
regarding & designer 18 significant.””

9 The Muharashireeys Jnyankosy mentions m'll'h:“
supervisors® - M:ﬂmrnnli{hnnmdhhdﬂiﬂlﬂm - and o fow Wor m
This lends great force to our contention that two ¥
enough to get the paluce altered into & Lomb.

PRy - -

54, P. 151, Keene's Handbook, . vel 15,
a5 PP 5.3, Miharashreerd Jnyankoah, i,
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Encyciopeadis E.-':Li:rﬂ.'-:.‘l‘h prefers to be sweetly vague
D B he plans had been prepared by 8 counci] of
by =MYINE that ¢ 1r¢'||’-l:‘{'ﬁJ|'“Ti‘L'5 It passes our comprehension
how S0 many generalions of scholars all over l.l"n_i-hl world allowe
- jzad by the Shahjahan legend

themseives Lo be 20 thoroughly hypnotized eg

g3 to be stopped ghort of & thorough research into all aspects of
the Taj Maha!, ) | y

4 We have giready seen how Bernier was silenced by being
told hat the designer af the Tej Mahal hﬂ..fl already been killed
by Shahjahan 50 ihat the ;]ﬁiuner may nok Clh'hgf.' ANy olher [KJL{L-_:-| Late
by designing another wonder monument. We hﬂ_‘-’[‘ already Pg.;]md
n-Li the sbsurdity of this. Moreover, even though klled, the designer's
pame could very well “live’ if at all there was any such person.
In fact, his desth would have made his name immortal.

5. According to Professor B. P. Saksena,” °‘Though there is
s grest unsnimity smong writers in the estimate of the beauty
of the Taj their opinions as to its orgn gnd style differ widely.
Seeman in his Rembles and Recollections makes the fantastic
suggestion of its having been designed by a French engineer Austin
ds Bardesux and by a ridiculous stretch of imagination identifies
him with Ustad Tsa. But the suggestion is not confirmed by historical
evidence. Vincent Smith, relving on the testimony of Mannque,
sttnbotes the origin of the design to Geronimo Vironeo, a view
winch 18 rejected by Sir John Marshall and E. B. Havell..."’

B, Keene observes,™ *'The names of the principal experts
mnhw:l. hesded by Mohammad Tsa Afandi, are given in a Persian
manuscript entitled the Trikh- (- Taf Mahal possessed by the Khadims
:mﬁm“g?ﬁﬁi- The suthenticity of this document
mmhﬂmﬂﬁ The resder may therefrom note that

7 m“ﬂ;mf Flf:;ﬂz;s that of the master
in alo document. It was,
- Wk natural nobody should balieve in it

Sce this lon Iy 5 fictiious charncter, hig “native place is

wha Designed, Who Built The Taj 1}

1z
E;i\.'ﬂ‘l variously = Agra, Shires and Pum {Barg y s
gays” Mr. Kanwar Lal. ;

7 Mr, Mobammed Ehﬂ'l*rwmmu.n 5
sdds a new nmemthemfwmmd! e
the Tnj Mshal. That name is - Ahmad Mahsndls (and s thre

pons )

This wild chase for the mmﬂmhl“lhlﬁmuﬁ.
forest of rumours hes proceeded merrily for over 300 years without
anybody becoming the wiser for it. Tired of that unendmy werch,
sehiinrs af history had ]‘Hﬁ}ﬂ themsslves Lo h'l'i.lﬂ it ot thai
and quoting the several names a8 just so many altamatives L chooss
from. Thus neither in the matter of the cosl, nor the period of
construction , nor on the name of the desgner is thers eny unanimity.
(Om the other hand, a wide vanety of allernalives is mentioned.
This could only happen when the wvery basis of the search and
reserch is faulty.

E. B. Havell observes, ** Some Indian records of the Taj mention
the name of one Mannu Beg = the principel mossic worker, bat
in the list of pﬁndmlmﬂmhrih[m;uﬁﬁhﬂ
Manuscript, five mossie workers from Fanauj all with Hindu names
are entered.. 'Ihthmthﬂlmmi:imimdfupmth
gre also Hindus...""" b

Theahuvei:nssﬂmiawmmﬁmhmmrmpﬂl. highlights
the utter confusion that prevails about the d_ulpu-l and E
connected with the Taj Mahal. &t:hmfmmrh;mhl
of repeated atmmavﬁgmmuﬁumh e
ﬁcuﬁwsmﬁmlvmmm:c?ﬁ‘%hm
have resulted in Europesn scholars trying to fill Wﬂ"“

Muslim sccounts have Hﬂlﬂ
in the blanks. In this welter the Wﬂmmﬂﬂ
artisans mentioned in the Imperial Libesry before Stahjshen.
be thase of the original workmen who, emturies

built the Taj Mahal.

. PP. 42.4), The Taj by Famwar Lal, 2,

O, The Mastrated Weekly of Iodis, B o o ooty pies
4. I’:.“m-n, The 19¢th ml“'%ﬁﬁ'm
wdited by James Knowles, srticle titled The




The Taj Mabal Is A Temple Palaey

vthe best AgTa MOSHEK workers of
also Hindus'" clearly proves a8 long tradition
of an art of which the Taj Mahal Is the finest

=y i Mohammad Ghami's inroads into Tndig
$$=T;;rgh:§:md the Hindus to dust and scallered them
&l over, The process beggun by Algptagin, Sabuktagin :Im-i H"T“"!'ﬂ'ﬂad
Chami, of pulverizing [ndian life and culture, continued in oll its
fury ot Jesst until Aur=n greb. Thereafter its temnpo .='|L1|:'.-wn_1-| because
of the resurgence af Hindu nétionalist forces. In that nightmarish
period Indians were ferrcled out of their homes and towns like
repiiles and pests off and an. What scope was there then Lo cullivate
sny art or prosecule any studies 7 If then the best mosnic workers
in Agra sre still Hindus, as testified by Havell, they could only
be descendzants of thase who built the Taj Mahal before the advent
af the Mustims in Indis. This lends additional force to the conclusion
that the Taj Mahal is sn ancient Hindu building and not a com paratively
modern tomb of the Moghul times.

Thet the Taj Maha! is not the only monument falsely credited
to Shahjahan, is spparent from another of Havell's obgervation.
Havell says®, *'In my opinion the Delhi pietra durs (the figure
drawing of birds inlaid in the rear wall of the royal balcony in
the Thwani-i-Am, Bed Fort, Delhi) has been wrongly attributed
to Shahjehan’s reign.. The naturalistic representation of birds and
snimals was 8 violation of Muslim law. The strict letter of (Koranic)

Il'f forbade the representation of the likeness of anything which
i# in heven abave, or in the earth benesth, '’

mamtbnpfmdmismmugm part of the Red Fort, and
mmhmw-thmmhlur asubsequent graft, Havell, in effect, concedes
v p.-..][l:-.,?:m in I!::;mnunun]y ageribed Lo Shahjahan, existed
A mdﬂ.: such ﬂﬂ'urf-dmwings were nol only nol
essential deegration in royal mansions.

The authorship of the Jama Masjid in Delhi and the city of

42 Preleex 16 Albirung’
QP 1000 o auni's India by Dr. Bdward Sachau,

Ih Coatiury and After, Vol, T, ibid.

B el

Who Desgned . Who Bullt The Taj 7
1

Lo E’*‘hiihﬂ'l. Therse ™

ony. L m produce
gven & scrap of suthenbie paper from Shahjnhan' e
3 eourt records

ghowing that bt commibesi oned the Taj Maha

gscribed o him. Hod there been any such and the other buildings

been no need for any history scholars Lo ld'l.l'm1l mllmun :::‘I'UH. harve
WU

The pitisble state of Indian history in which baseless clsims
. h
made in mediaeval Muslim chronicles 1 ancient monuments have

been left unchallenged, arises from the disinterestedness of Indis's
erstwhile British rulers to subject them to & thorough check. Since
they, a3 rulers, manned the educstional apparatus in India, no
Indian dared refuse Lo Loe the official line lest he be denied an
educational degree in history und consequently be disabled from
earning & living. Those not studying history were in no position
to know that the Indian history being taught Lo generations was
all perverted and distorted. Thus historians or otherwise. Indians
lacked the capacity to challenge the history being taught to them,

Subconsciously the British administrution in India was, however,
aware of the falsification of Indian history on a wery large scale.
Therefore, whenever claims affecting their interest in encient
buildings were advanced they, very officioualy, ordered investigalions
knowing full well that the result would be favourable to them.
One such instance is recorded in the Transsctions of the Archaeolgical
Society of Agra.™ It is a note on the Mubarak Manzil or Old Custom
House, by the Joint Secrelary. He records, '"Having hﬂnulilli
upon Lo inquire and report whether the building cecupied by the
Custom House in Balligan was originally & Mohammidan masque
or not, T beg to state as follows :Thuhuid!kn;inquﬂhﬂﬂlh
not appear to have been ﬂﬁﬁlﬁu?lh‘“w%h
would seem that the building was named Mubsrak

t mﬂmpﬂlﬂl‘l‘lﬂ
consequence of its being the first halting pinod 1
after hearing the news of the victory which his “”:"hm
The Doocan. . There are signa extant of  small portet |

set apart for prayer but this it -
by the Mohammedan emperors-.. —

Soctely of AgTY,
M. Transactions of the Archacological
1678,

o1d Defhi itsell has been wrongly credited
not an iota of proof behind those sesert;




The Twj Mabal Is A Tempie Pajpe

wld I:'U'-ﬂ] haa slways boen done b:'
ol h cularly noteworthy. Thus the
# ehorred W0 shove, i clearly an ancienl Rajpygg

ﬂ‘ e Bﬁ"ﬂh g8 FUCOESsOrs Lo L H':‘Hhul’_
#L‘d h th- .ﬂ'i_gll.'l'l Gr ﬂ]l.[‘:\_"l_."i_l"m medi
Searly POVE thet they originsted as Rajp_,tl

v samples By cobJuest and usurpation they

#- ﬂ u.ﬁrd msgus. tombs =ngd :'-\"ﬁ..‘i h.lla‘

=
L

,'-ﬁd ’iﬂh capped with minars, or grave-like
.-I ﬂ: st desixe spots In filds or by roads
.ﬂndmﬁﬂﬂ of or super-impositions on ancient
gt .
.-h'..n:lu' ghe back of incentive which prevented British

: i r of Indie’s mediseval
B tLotu e the history o
i *‘Lﬂmmmm I‘ifu;i‘.im C:.'iJl'I'.-b'_ is provided
g Trmmczons of O Archseolapical Society of Agra,* July
iw[ﬂi Thet volume, describing Salimgarh, says, “'In
;i‘ﬁ stillery barracks and overlooking the grest courtyard
of thw Tz -i-Am. (inmde Agms Fort) is a singular and sppearently
P squary bulkding. It is ornamented in & sort of Hinduised
siyie, Biw the Jebangixi Mahsl | Tradition has nothing to say beyond
gy G s oame
Discerning scholars can get several revealing clues in the above
pempe. Ficstly, & coofesses that whst sre known es Salimagarh
o Jébwegii Mabal are both sncent Hindu buildings becsuse
immocimtic Musim rulers would never Lolerste Hindu ornamentstion
& e buldngs they ordered, if any. What is more revealing is
-'-?“Hhhlﬂﬁinga sppear superfluous sod
ot Secsuse those buildings were usurped. Conquerors
Mty be st s lom 1o explain sway the significance of
'.:::l"im bulldings sccording to their way of
= h“'lilhihbylhmepmrmingndiﬂﬂ'ﬂ
h.:‘-ﬁ glaring inconsistencies, enomalies 5pd
d’ ;
—— h“'l'h every single m-ad;m':.'l n'mn"-m"
Bt mertis arising from lack of incentive which
=hders from inquiring into and

M S v,

Wha Designed, Who Built The Taj 1

the true history of India's med |
being subservient to the British ::ll.lmu‘. Invcimn scholary
findings f{or fear of being denjed official . -

umem.,
newspaper reports that document has how been st 1“

to Pakistan. Reene's Handbook™ states, **The suthenticity of this
document iz somewhal questionable. ** M be has 'H-Hi the
word ""somewhat’’ oul of a sense of modesty and caution. What
he sctually mesnt to convey was that the document was m outright
forgery. Even ordinary judgement should tell us the the need for
a forged document arises only when & false claim is W be staked.
Had the Tsj Mahal been an original tomb the need for a formped
document would never have ansen. The existence of such a document
is substantial proof that when the Taj Mshal weas taken from it
rightful owners for being converted into & tomb or even emrier,
its original papers were destroyed and replsced by false documents.
That is why no aspect of the Taj & described in the traditional

version is free from doubt and suspicion. e

46. P. 152 Keene's Handbool, bid

.
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CHAPTER XIII

e —

THE TAJ IS BUILT TO HINDU
:'iI*E{.TIFIE'NHUHH

HINDLT PALACES of ald tsed to be buill in the midst of busy
tywnaibips even an the ruler used Lo nde on glephant back in Lha
vary oentre of his military forces arcayved on @ battlefield. Even
in the putnce el the miler's own room used Lo be in the cenlbre
of the adifioe. Thin aspesct of Hindu eustom in batile and archileclure
has 1o e tnken into sccount when studying mediseval monuments
in Indis which, though Lhey masquernde a8 tombs and mosques,
wre ull mocient Windu tmplis and palsces.

The Mindu king and his nobility bong the chief buyers of the
producty of Lhe choicet merchundise, palace complexes oflen
provided secommodation for a bazar. This applies Lo the Taj Mahal,
and s Listified W0 by Tovernier.

Thee very Lerm Taj Maohal means a * Lrown Residence”’ or a
“‘erown among residences.* 1L does not in the least signifly & tomb.
A wmb and & palnce are as different as hesven and earth, Had
the words '“Tuj Muhal* the least sepulchrsl Linge, nobody would
harve dured name any botel s **T) Mahal Hotel, ™" for, which Lou rist
would ke 1o live in & **Grave Yard Hotel'* 7 But tourisis are atiracted
by e pume Ta) Mahe precisely beciuse the name connoles the

glory uod majety of u
I-m"-! or lemple and % il
goom of & Lomb. P nol Lhe silence and

: :'ﬂllﬂ woun r;hwd hilﬁf never uses the Lerm Taj Mahal because
Sankrit I hw ~Mn;,'f|. Shahjahan  marely calls  the
:_'ﬂ-ﬂ‘ - . ding his wife's tamb while Aurangzeb calls
&5 nﬂl‘m'h & muusoleum. This In further emphatic prool
Shajsban v not the suthor of the Ty) Muhal.,

Thmt (Hindy

P'*""———__T

Tha Ta) I# Built To Hindu Spedlictions

n
forming a bezar within its precinets
b revorded by Trvwrries

gome of those sama shops are sl present
occuped by % cantem

and phiung-mﬂmmﬂ sellers and d n
of the Tnj Mahal. lers in curios and by modellers

uhiaps

Here we must also recall that the E .

among Lhe ancillary buildings of the %ﬁﬁ" Britannics lists
camplex stables,

guest houses and guard rooma. Al these ne by foros
of a palace bul not that of a mausoleumr. pert

Miﬂ'l.-ﬁ_ll'll'rng 1m:-tinn3 that mediseval bulldings e Muslim
ponstruclony, gimply because they appesr Lo be tombs and
and becsuse long pssociation and tradition sscribed o them Muslim
origing, got rooted in Indian history. Yet Western scholars came
yery near the truth in asserting that the seeming Muslim bufldings
were "built’ with columns, panels, beams, brackets and everything
glse bhelonging o carlier Hindu buildings. We quote m typics
observation of a British scholar. He writes: *Farlier Mubammadan
invaders before the Adll Shahi - under Karimuddin sbout 1318 had
built & mosque in the fort of Bijapur, constructed oul of Hindi
remnaing. How far the pillars used there by them are tom from
other buildings we are not informed. 1t would appesr, however,
that it consists pm't'ryufth&parlimnfnﬂhxdu Lemple, but this
ia not incompatible with the idea that olher portions Were mnn'lrld
from the original positions and readopted Lo their present purpose..’

The sbove extract shows that the truth wos just round the
corner und yet Western sheolars failed to grasp it. Their
that they were inside & Muslim tomb or mOSGUE sa smothired
their reasoning faculty thst they could not divine their ﬂﬂﬂw
inside m Hindu temple or mansion later put ta Muslim uﬂm
every mediaeval building, the Western scholars me'mh sy
been built from debris of an earher Hindu huﬂﬂ]-ﬂ_m :

hal i r hat ancienk Hindua &id
f the truth. It did not pocur o them L
n orta from prll'lhl'w"'
ob build their temples and mansions and fi

slandardized pillars, besms. prackels and pandls to b¥ frecly
dismantled and used dlsewhere ot will i
Moreover, It should be realized that no e bullding
erected from the debris of an old ona. Even the
such material after demolishing &1




The Tal Miahal s A Temple Polaes
1
ad break in the procos3 mid would be
puilding of dimengions r]jl'frlr'l'm. from thoge
ad. l,||_.|-|..|-_| whao WIJIJH L -.|ll1\iH|I|‘ """'"Hh i
s materinl Lo another plass

The parts would chip
waokoae foF i :s'h
Mding domaoli

::I':IIBTI Hindu hlr”ili“ﬁl_mnm” » materinl 7

g re-nrect § similar bullding from the same TEHEEE
o priody building §s dismantied and all its stone slabs
It H;:‘:,::m another p'lﬂﬁ- they would all get so badly mixed
mul-:'k:l would be a big time-consuming hendache to sort them
:.':1 und resrrange them to know which stone belongs Lo which
siorey and which portion. The magnitude of the jrl"illbll."."l'l may be
realized from the fact that people who shutter their shops wilh
planks have to number those planks and to make special markings
to indicate their upper ends and inner or outer sides. Unless those
planks are thus placed in their proper order the shop cannot be
securely shullered, When ordinary shuttering with readymade and
well-filting planks by a man well-versed with the job through
everyday practice becomes difficult withoul proper markings, could
huge buildings be raised in of their perfection and artistry from
s madley of confused debris of a demolished building carried

elsewhere 7

Moreover, even Lhal would be impossible because presuming
that the oLher material remalng intact, would it not need a foundation !
So tlu simple truth (s that the Muslims did not construct any
bllﬂﬂlﬂ.[liilhiﬂndu malerial. They just steppad into a Hindu temple
:mm mnd put it Lo their own use by burying somebody in
m: "hm"[“l mil' the idol, chiselling away Hindu ornamentation

Plastering it over and by engraving the Koran over it. This

. mﬂ r:“];i:::? mediseval Muslim tombs and mosques ook s0
Taj ) ) lemples and mansions. The same i true of the

I i & pity that ;
Muslimn bust by I:'|1,|-|.I:r'~‘:m.1mm]'I all these buildings to be genuinely

The Taj 12 Built To Hindu Specifietinng

gtyle of architecture, ‘s dresm in it a
gtc. ©C How very miﬂumh!y mlﬂ!ﬁdingm u‘; PoEmL ny Wong**
hoen MAy NOW be guuged from our Droving l.hu.:lm“mh"
pot 8 17th century Muslim tomb but gy B ¥ Matal 15 1e
tho 12th Century A. D. later converted by M“‘m&hn emphe of

s palscs, and reconquered by the Hindus, There o o 0
absurdity in believing that medineval Muslims muld-b:::

and tombs with stone obtained by demallshing Hindg tam
palaces The absurdity is thal mediaeyvsl buiMings are Iﬂli'l- and
prick and lime inside. Stone only forms the cuter pilm;“;._:
g5 one cannot stenal an egy shell or a coconyl shell and hll:l'ﬂ o
make an egy -:n:r. o coconut oul of It, similarly it iy sheurd ' St
thul alien muslim rulers could strip Hinda buildings of their stone
dressings, carry all that stone in a confused muss slsewhers and
then rearrange all that stone to creale massive, maynificent and
lasting buoildings out of matensl carved and designed by Hindus
cenluries earlier to suil their own shapes, patterns and uses.

We have no intention, however, of blaming the Western scholars
They were intellectual giants and poins-taking scademicians, but
being foreigners they had not been fully exposed Lo the malpracticss
of Muslim rule in India. As such they lacked & certaln smount
of personal experience of conditions in Indian history. Even then
most of them, a8 observed by us before, came Very near the truth.
One such was E. B. Havell, a grest archilect and one endowed
with a deep insight.,

Havell has debunked the claim that the Taj Mabal ia the product
of any non-Hindu architectural style. In discussing the mrchitectare
of the Taj Mahal and the claim of some historiana that an Malla
named Veroneo may have been its designer, M. Kanvr Ll m
Mr. Havell thus : ‘'So if Vironea was 50 deeply versed :L ke
craft tradition that be could design a lotus dome sflar Asistic
lgid down in the Shilpa Shastras, the dome taelf, tulb imﬂ
eraftomen would mot have been his, The dome of the T
and the dome of Thrahim's tomb (in Bijupur) both ¢ ra——
on the same principles. They are nearly of the S
and & foct unnoticed by Fergusson and
of both correspond exmcily, exeept thut
Tﬂi!lhgmtﬂpaﬂmmﬂm‘!ﬂdm'w
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. The Taj Mabal Is A Temple Palgey

¢ the dome are (nlaid instesd of being sculptured. The Taj Mahy)
is. in fact, exactly such a bulding a3 one would expect to be created
i Tndif..... by & group of master bullders inheriting the traditions
of Huddhist and Hindu buildings. The plan which consista of 4
central domed chamber surrounded by four amall domed chambers,
tallows the plan of an Indian pancharatna, or **five-jewelled™" temple,
Jts protolype, &S | have shown elsewhere, is found in the Buddhist
l.rrnpll'ﬂ”:l"-ﬂﬂﬂ-i Sewn in Java. . and In the sculputured stupa shrines
of Ajanta. Neither Shahjahan nor his court builders, much less
an ohscure Italian sdventurer, can claim the whole merit of iis

vy

g Rimvermimi

How wery clear is Mr. Havell in his ssseriion that the Taj
Mahal is built in the ancient Indian, Hindu style and none of
Shahjahan”s contempararies gould design or conceive of it. We regret
that Mr. Havell was unaware of the admission in Shahjahan’s own
official chroniche, the Badshahnama, that the Taj Mahal is an ancient
Hindu mansion. Had that confession come to light in his Lime he
would have rejoiced to find his architectural conclusion fully
eorroborated by history, and he would then have been acknowledged
gs an suthority on Indisn architecture far superior to Percy Brown
or Fergusson.

Incidentally, we would like the reader to note here the great
Mr. Havell's observation that the dome itself and the inverted lotus
gap over it are very ancient forms of pure Indian, Hindu archilecture

deait with in the Indian Ships Shastrs which originates in untraceable
anbiquity.

The Indian Shilps Shastrs in its bewildering ramifications needs
0 be thoroughly studied and researched. In order to presenl &
panor=ma of the ancient Indian Shilps Shastra we refer the reader

to the churt st the end of this book, showing the branches of
the ancient Indisn science of engineering, as compiled by 8 great'®

4 ﬁ- &4-45 The Taj by Kanwar Lal, ibid

45 We must bers record our gratitude to Mr. G. G. Joshl for lending
W e mnd chart and an aocount of the late Mr. Vaze's life and work
Hemdery may reler 1o Mr. Joshl's article on Mr, Vaze In the Muarathl
Weekly, Shilpw -Sansar, Poona, dated March 26, 1965, Another article on

Mr. Vase, by Mr. V, M. Tumbet, a
. ; , appeared In the Diwall lssue of the
Marwiti monthly Vishwaksrma Vikas.

The Ta) In Built To Hindu Specficationg

indologist and engineer Racssheb K. y v -

give ihe reader an idea of the thousands l'.'l-fml LCE, Thst w{ll
penunce, practice and I'IL"I]D'ISJ.T'Eh]]I Lhat lie behing Indiy

mansions, ghots, palaces, canaly, bridges and eV bimipley
the prettiest buildings that the ancjent Hind
produced - namely the Taj Mahal, h
gencalogical tree of the Indian Shilpy ﬂiﬁﬁ'fﬁﬂ““‘ the
how puerile and hasty has been the notion that it mghm‘h
who commissioned the Taj Mahal, e

The lute Mr. K. V. Vaze, an muthority on andent Tndian
engineering and architecutre, was borm In an indigent famlly on
mﬂ-{n'h-er 1'5. lm

In the year 1831 he qualifed as a Civil Engineer from the Poana
Engineering College, Poona, India,

Indicating how he turned towards & study of anclent Indisn
architercture and engineering, Mr. Vize once wrole in the Vadic
Magazine (published from Lahore, now in Pakistan) : **1 was much
gurprised to find that during the whole course of my Lraining in
enginecring there was no mention of any Indian author or lexts
or formula of engineering subjects (though) 1 had known eminent
men admire (ancient Indian) buildings, sculptures, forts, cunals,
guns snd pillars, I therefore made up my mind to sea how the
matter stands, .... I know the names of about 400 Lexts af which
I read fifty.""

While laymen have been illogically and ignorantly lﬂ’ﬂ'ﬂlﬂl E
the Taj Mahal is an Tslamic-type building, renawned lru’tum‘liur
{he late Mr. E. B. Havell and well -knawn archacologivla lika Mr.
B. L. Dhama, a retired m:imﬁ]ummlwwuywmdn-mm-
of the Archaeological Survey of India, stalé very WIl:‘:ﬂ
and emphatically that the Taj Mahal is an out and out o b hileng
buflt secording to the orthadox and classic Hindu sty s

In his 46 page booklet titled “The Tl ita author Mr.

observes '‘Neither the nsme
nor the exsct mmounl of oy e
anywhere,.. Foreigners taking part Thldﬂ'lllﬂ“"m
of & true and coprect estimate of fActd: - o The deaigner st
is wholly indigenous In form
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lane b Lhom ||,|.:I:|!:.. vierand ln Uha lore of Hindu shastras, a veritabla
pundit indond The Taj both in body and soul 13 essentially Indian
in conception, indigenous in origin and savounng but litle of
extraneous or oulside influenoe One has only got to ség Lhat
it besirs the stamp of a culture and outlook wholly nalive Lo the
ooy Three phases (namely square, octagonal and crcular)
reprosent the aspects of crestion, preservation and desth which
in turn is symbalic of the Holy Trinity of Brahma, Vishnu and
Mahesh The architecture of the Taj is derived from Lhe Lotus
ihe most sscred Nower of the Hindus.. The whole architectural
ormmamentstion and composition are indigenous pnd derved [(rom
thair prototvpes found n the sncient monuments of India which
precede the time when there was nothing worth the name of Arabian,

Muslim or Seljuk style architecture.”’
L2

CHAPTER X1V

e —

SHAHJAHAN WAS INNOCENT
OF SOFT FEELINGS

ASCRIDING THE creation of the Tsj Mahal to Shahjuhen smounts
o crediting him with Romeo-like constancy in love to Mumbas,
and the soft heart of an artist. Far from that, Shahsjahan was
a hard-hearted, haughty, conceited, bigoted, stingy, fanaticsl, crue
and lecherous tyrant. And Mumtsz was & perfect match for him,

Maulvi Moinuddin Ahmad ssys,* *‘Eurgpean historimma have
sometimes charged Shahjahan with bigotry traced Lo the fountainbesd
of narrow-mindedness in Mumtaz.'"

Havell ohgerves,” *'The Jesuils were bitterly perseculed by

Shahjahan. Only & short time before ber desth, Mumise Mahal,
who was a relentless enemy of the Christiens, had instiyated

Shahjnhan to sttack the Portuguese settlement in Hooghly.™

In the Trapsactions of the Archasological Sockty af Agre It

is stated," **Many times did Shahjahun
priests to become Mohammedana (bul
gvertures) Shahjahan wWas greatly irritated

the priests to be exceuted the next day by the by
against the worst ouilaws, that of being trampled underfoot

elephants.””
3 the Moghul smpero™
Keene SAyH, ** Shahjahan mwﬂ:ulm w0 wﬂm

in autocratic pride, and was the fird : mulﬂ "

throne by murdering all possitile rivais-r» —E
.. 'ﬂ &

4. P. 8, The Ta) and fta EXVAECCE . —

G. Bansal & Co., 339 Kassairat * W*H""Hﬁll'.‘.ﬁ

v ad
. P. 1041, The 19th Ceatury &
51, Pp. vill-ix, Tranzactions u'ﬂ-.w"""“

January to June, 18578, ibsid .
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ally, his nature was unbending and mingled
F i

knew Shahjshan par=an all.**

writh extrome pride, and contempt of -
Even Mulla Abdul Hamid s official chronicle of Sh"m]"'h"".'.“f"lm
+ds in connection with the conquest of Daulatabad that *"Kasim
:]::n and Kambu brought 400 Christian prisoners, male and female,
young and old, with the idols of their worship Lo :hl.f ]:.r-ggm,_..q,
..:rf' the faith-defending emperor. He ordered that the principles of
the Mohammedan religion be explained to them and they t_m .m_'l'lm
upon to adopt it. A few gmbraced the faith. But the |_nrunn1,3..r in
perversity and wilfulness rejecled Lhe |1.T1.1-[1L:IE~'.'H. These were
disiributed among the amirs, who were directed o keep theses
despicable wretches in ngorous conflinement. S0 It came L.n P;ﬂa
that many of them passed from prison Lo hell. Such of their idols
s were the likeness of the Prophet’s were thrown into the Jamna,
the rest were broken to pieces,”’
Histary is replete with descriptions of Shahjahan’s cruelty, giving
a Tie to the sverage text-book version of his being a man of great
artistic taste and & devoled husband. Cruelty was Shahjahan®s
congenital trail, It manifested itself from a very young age and
won for him the unenviable epithet of being a scoundrel of Lhe
first waler, from no less a person than his own augusl father,
emperor Jehangir
Shahjahan’s villainy manifested itsell from a very young age
towards even his kith and kin, not to talk of strangers. This may
be illustrated by a Lypical passage on page 25 of Keene's Handbook.
He observes that Shahjshan ‘‘in open rebellion (against his own
father, emperor Jehangir) seized Falehpur Sikri, and sacked the
city of Agra, where according to Della Valle, a noble Italian then
on m visik to India, his army committed fearful barbarities. The
gitizens were compalled under torlure Lo give up their hoarded
tressures, and many ladies of quality were outraped and mutilated.'”

I i & grest travesty and irony of Indian history that a ravager,
brturer, molester, extortionist, plunderer and destroyer should
be paraded and praised sky-high ss a devoted husband of Mumtaz,
B connolseur of arl, a patron of letters, s conceiver of beautiful
bulldings asd the usherer of & golden age. This is an insult to
the intelligence of bith teachers and students of history.

ghahjahon Was Innocent of Sofy Fiselnen
m

Shahjahan put
tWo suny of hin demity
hhf-ﬂl'i-l'llll with the murder

In o footnote on page 38 Keene addy
his youngest brother Shaheiae, and ll'll!ll

uirele Dneied I!E ] -ﬂ]ﬂﬂl El‘lzdil,ﬁ hy same
of his eldest brother, Khusm **

Shahjahan's phenomensl |
echery and
wife Mumtaz's health or wﬂl-b&ing - Ulter unconoeen for his

rim
her Lo earth by inflicting on her 14 dE‘I’Ivﬁ-[TLM: for ':"mml
of less than 18 years resulling in her premature m o

list of the 14 children Mumtiaz had -

record period of less than 18 mmi:&h;‘:nmmiu
gnd desth said "'no more hereafter ** appears in a footnole gn
page 37 of Keene’s Handbook. The formidable Yist which reads
like family planning in the reverse, is &5 under - | Hurid Nisa
(daughter), born 1612, died 1615. 2. Jahanura, 1613 - & daughter
with whom later Shahjahan is reported (o have developed Mlicit
sexual relations. 3. Muhammad Dara Sheko, born 1614, 4. Muhummad
Shah Shuja, born 1615. 5. Roshanars, & doughlor born 1616, 6
Muhammad Aurangzeb, born 1617. This Aurnngzeb is & cursed nams
in Indian history. He followed his father Shahjahan's excmple of
murdering or maiming all his Avals. 7. Umaid Bakah, borm 1619,
died 1621. B. Suria Banp, born 1620, died 1627. 8 =n unnamed
son was born in 1621 and died soon after. 10, Murad Haksh, borm
in 1623. 11. Latfulla, born in 1625, died in the following yesr.
12. Daulat Afzal, born in 1627, died the following year. 1L An
unnamed daughter died soon after birth in 1628, 14, Cauhers, &
doughter, born in 1629, Tt was during this child-birth that Mumias
died,

Here is what Emperor Jebangir has to say aboul his rem s,
Shahjahan.™ *'I directed that henceforward he (prine S
should be called a "Wretch', and whenover the wond "Wretch" conirs
in thia Jkbalnama, il is he who is intended.. .. Thtpmﬂﬂdﬂ;_
all thal 1 hove done for him nor can | recotint my own .
ar mention the anguish and weakness which opjaress Me.-..

during these journeys and marchings which Il?:ﬁ‘:*
in pursuit of him (2 rebellious prince amger
my son,""

val. VL

K2, P. 281 Ellob & Dowson, Histoey, ibid,
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yihing, Shahjahnn was *1Eﬁlmﬂr_
Fyr from peing 8 N . chronicler Mulla Abdul Hamid Lahgy
By i wht 189 own ;::.ml'ﬂ. 1o the notice of His Mujesty thy
- . idol temples had been begun, bul remaingg
5ol ME-E al stronghold of infidelity. The infidels
=it ﬂ.mrﬁ.;.mm‘i"'-ﬂnw them. His majesty, the defender
L . ers that sl Benares, and throughout all hiy

e, All temples that had been begun should
s S ﬁ:?m-#:awl reih:'m-d from the province of Allahabad

i | i T
e o S0 ed in the district of Benares,
: { been destroyed In

ons from the above passage. Firstly, we

=
W dyw two conclus

1 princip
o dows @3 & gEneTE PO
. vhgi § destrover is never 8 builder. secondly, the words
=i L s

ot o OF “t destroyed” areto be understocd in 8 very quuﬁﬁeld
e sy thet Hindus were ousted from 1-|'H."ir' temples, their
mmes ware Lorown OUL gnd Lthe same _huﬂdmml. were used fur
—pcres b is this practice of India’s glien Muslim rulers which
pxsiges why every mediseval tomb and mosque looks L<e a templa
T 1 =n TSR
M- E=wwr lal's book notes,™ '"Shahjahan was professedly
3 £ Seesi mod probably st the instigstion of Mumtaz Mahal,
be et sesewed the destruction of Hindu temples.. He had broken
fows t5e stessle of the Christian Church st Agra..." European
sweliers, Bermier and Manucd, describe numerous scandals
meswcted with the private life of Shehjehan, and depict him &3
§ Seieatle cresture, whose only concern in life was how Lo indulge
= etsl sty snd monstrous lewdness. According Lo them
= Swguent fancy bezars in the palace, the maintenance of 8 large
== o Sanony girls by the statas, Lhe presence of hundreds
¥ s servsita in the seraglio, were so many objects for the
-im.u" Seanmban’s lust. Manueci gays, "'IL would seem
:::_-’ Loy ?‘-lhllhm cared for was the search for womef
— ::1-] He alsa writes sbout the intimacy of Shahjahan
afar Khan and Rhalilullah Khan, and says that

=S

—

B, BRex & Towson, Jji
B4, The 7y  fistory, [bd, Vol. VI

“
e
" by Kanwar Lal, jbid,
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it became 50 notorious that when Uhey wan: % o
in Joud voice cried out to Jufge Khan'y H?m:hm!ﬂhl :

Shahjahan, remember ual’ and when the wit % 0 Preakinm of
went by, they shouted *0 Luncheon of &.:“{mlﬂﬂuﬂ.hm‘n
Bernder memarks that E?Whjnhln hisd + Mucctar g
Manrique spesks of Shahjahan‘s vialy
of Shayista Khan with the nssistance of

talks of Shahjuhan's incestuous conneetion wi i
100 With his duughter Chamani

Begum. .. Tavernier writes in the |me strgin, ™
the names of Akbarabadi Mahal snd Patehpur Waris mentions

favourite slave girls of Shahjahan, By far lMlh.i 5 the twy

suggestion (is) that be had improper relutions h:ammm :lmu'nln-
Jahan Ara. Bernier says “Begum Sehib, the elder daughter of

Shahjahan, was very handsome and of livel Passion
loved by her father. Rumour has it that Eﬁ?mm ﬁl.:ﬂ
a point which it is difficult to believe, the justifiention of which
he rested on the decision of Mullahs or doctors of low

to them it would have been unique to deny the Ring the privilegs
of gothering fruit from the tree he had himself planted.” Vineent
Smith has it thal '“the earliest evidence of this incestuous connection

is to be found in De Laet, and that It Is confirmed by Thomas
Herbert."'

Lot us now see what the Maherashireeys Joyankosh™ has to
say mbout Shahjahan's demesnour. ‘‘Shahjahan (1628-1558) the
fifth Mogul Emperor : Shahbuddin Mohammad Kirani aliss Shaljshan
was the son of Jahangir Salim from & Jodhpar jﬂﬁlﬂlﬂlm
to the throne through the efforts of Nurjahun and Mm While
his father was alive Shahjahan rebelled mgainst him bwice of thrice
but without success. On coming to the throne (1638) htﬂ;
all his (near) realtions. Defeating Shahji in 1617 be annexed

sguinst Europeans coming Lo
meddling in religious affairs, On the ground
indulged in religious persecution Shahjahan sent expedition e
their seltlement on the banks of the Hooghly runsached

had all their property confiscated. He tried to capture Randshat

fram the Persians but didn’t succeed. =

6. P. 27, Ibid. (i Vob B
67 P. (8)-10, Mahareahtréeys Jayankush e
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1
hiahan's lechory and cruelly is

e .Tm:':trlgizl?m'a having had any special At tachmenyy
o Sho was just one EMONg the 6,000 consorts in his
fiar Hllmlﬂ;“;ﬂ;um to the muny wives, sisters and daughtors of
m::‘,:;m and subjects and slaves Iwhl:?h hi used to help himgely
wilh for immodormle sexnl “rnljﬁrnl.um.

Par from Mumlaz’s doath bereaving Shahjahan, the latter made
his wife & political tool even in her -?L*:lih_ He used her dm’.h &
a convenient pretext Lo roquisition Jni:.:muh 5 II'LIltulllﬁl‘.q'nl. h|_rr'm|t_m?
palnce, thereby denuding one more Hindu :ll'_hua wealth and power,
since Shahjnhan had a deep hatred for the Hindus.

By his very nature - sUngY. ponceited and |'|"I.'.hl.-"'{.i|'l.|.:i Shﬂhiflhs.n
was Lhe last man to spend any mongy on such mmtmu:-nl.ill.l projocts
as building n tomb for one of the many women he flirted with
whether in his harem or out of it.

Like sll othor so-called Muslim tombs - i.e. Hindu buildings
used by them firsl o residences and later as burinl places - the
Tuj Mahe! Loo s nol & single tomb but an ancient Hindu mansion
reduced 1o an Islamie burisl ground. Besides Mumiaz, Shahjahan
himsell lies buried by her side. But that is not all. There are two
olher graves in the same precincts.

Mr. Kanwar Lal observes™, “* AL the other end of the Jilokhans,
towards the east, there are again two buildings. These are the
tombs of Sstunnisa (Khanam) who was a favourite sttendant of
Mumtaz Mahal and who was entrusted with the task of looking
afler the temporary tomb of Mumtaz Mahal st Burhanpur. .. Similar
is the tomb of Sarhandi Begum, another of Shahjohan’s queens.
The two structures are buill exactly alike."'

About Satunnisa Khanam's tomb Keene observes on page 161-162
of his Handbook, **The body said to be buried there was of Mumtaz's
devoled maid. The tomb (built by Shahjahan) is said to have cost
Rs, 30,000, She died a childless widow at Lahore in 1647, The
quarter st Agra known us Chitti Khana (a corruption for Sati Khana)
wis founded by her. The tomb proper consists of a high octagonsl
plinth., round & contral octagonal mortuary chamber. That Tsj i8
based on good suthorily, but the speciul assignment to her of this
perticular Lomb has no better foundation than popular belief. '

B P. @, The Taj by Kanwsr Lal, (id_

_
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gites. So, erecting false oblo
a strong military mntingm;nlww;mmﬁm:zn:m .Ilm“
practically nothing. It was & simple mlm...mmﬂ“ 1
claim Hindu buildings for Islam, and ji ok lﬂlnh
at this distance of time scholars like Keene find ﬂum.ﬁ“:ﬂq
tomb may not contain the stated corpse. '

Bul there are also other detalls in '
worth close study. Firstly, who mﬂﬁ!:h:qlwg
maid"s festering corpse all the way from Lahore to Agrs -  distance
of about 400 miles - in those days of pedestrian transport ? Seens ;
why would Shehjahan spend Rs. 30,000 on it when he made thouss
of labourers slave on Koranic engravings and seafing the superfisocs
apartments of the erstwhile Hindu mansion, without paying them
even a single pie? Thirdly, how could & mere mald found & lecality '_ /
named Sati Khana in Agra? What does founding mean? The S
Khana is the ancient part of Agra reserved for Hindu women going
**Sali’* i.e. burning themselves on the pyre of their dead husbends.
This shows how Muslim history bes made fabulas claims o |
everything in Hindusthan in the name of even H'H-‘ e,
burqa-covered Muslim maids, potters and water-carriers. Fo P
its octagonal shape cloarly indicates that it is an erstwhie Hin
building. Fifthly, did even the maid's lifetime wages ameumt (&
so much as Rs. 30,000 to justify that much expenciiene = gy
tomb? Was her house mihmudlmﬂl"'-u'
Rs. 30,0007 Has the mwwh’:‘ garienis,
all the maids of his court ? Would as stingy SRR
as Shahjshan spend the princely sum of 5. SV I
maid's tomb? And if 5,000 harem mﬂﬂh; e
of 10,000 maids, could Shahjshan hope £0 BNe e gy
each consort, and a subsidiary sepalchrsl SEDER 2 Ll

Here we would mulhnﬂ:: x bl Soe



e Taj Mshal |
i A T'umm
H‘h

how oame ikl i L, Ehrhmdi Begrum  mnd Mulﬂf_n
are buried in idantical wructures? Did he want Lo .jiamn:u"‘“ﬂ
" the

quoon In ber dasth by reducing bor o the status of the maid seyyy
Or did Stmhjshan want L0 glovate the maid Selunniss '?

the roysl statn? The obvious explanation [a that Lhe Hindy s
commandeered by Shahjahan had many towers l-'l"-l':i?ilh

and apartments. Since it was all a “'grab and use'" affge i
I:I'I'I:Iﬂm ppuriments were used to bury 8 queen and .‘ two
in, respectivaly. -

Had Sarhandi Begum died earlier and Mumtaz later, our hi

boaks may have rapturously described & concocted romance h,lﬂw
Shahjshsn and Serhandi Begum Lo justify his building of th:m
Mahsl as & fsbulous tamb for ber. Indian histories relating (o E
Muslim period are, therefore, false assumptions, later stuffed with
eoncocted descriptions o justify and explain sway those fantastjc
Megical, baffling and sbsurd assumptions. '
e

CHAPTER XV

SHAHJAHAN’S REIGN NEITHER
-OLDEN NOR PEACEFUL

10 CONSIDER Shahjahan’s reign & golden and peaceful period
of history, 83 18 commonly ssserted in all accounts of his rule,
enabling him to build tombs, mosques, forts and palaces gnlare,
is a travesty of the truth. His was one of the most troubled reigns,
fall of pestilence, warfare and famnine. That it was peaceful is asserted
merely to justify the false credit given to him for constructing
such magnificent buildings as the Taj Mahal in Agrs and the Rad
Fort and the so-called Jama Masjid in Dethi.

We have already noticed how an overwhelming majority of his
.Muslim residents of India,

gubjects - namely aboul 99 per.cenl non
were subjected Lo beastly tyranny. They were tortured and persecuted
and their temples were being congtantly demalished. We have also

seen how Shahjahan murdered all his relatives who eould possibly
lay any claim to the throne OF question his 8U

Can the regime of a ruler, by mny

termed a golden and pesceful period when (he virtue

ig safe and the life and property u!’ no man i
a golden and peaceful period If It 18 full of woen
revolts 7
Shahjahan had neith N
vision to build the magnificent 1 n A~
uo-called Jama Masjid in Delhl, and the Taj Mahal ﬂ" i
resoll

Shahjshan did not have
scaffolding for alterations in Hindu ﬂw
to talk of his u'ﬂurd.rwﬁiﬂﬂd“::;"
We have Tavernier’'s for Wl

“The emperor Jabangir

n_r[hﬂ'ﬁmt. mﬂ'lﬂm
the
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+*Ghahjshan ascended the throne al Agra on BLh February 16249+
Aocording to The Alamyir Vama of Mohammad Kuzim " Shﬂ'hj
jast efToctive control of the throne when he fell ill on 181k Sﬂplmnﬁ
1657 and his sons rose in revolt, fighting against one inothe 1,
gain the crown
Shahjahan's reign thus lasted for 29 years and seven Monthy
The whole of this period was full of incessant wars, “-"’ﬂltu
repressive campaigns and famines and the reader wi) find belmn;
# year to year account of Shehjahan's reign which shoulg Servp
ta refule effectively the traditional concepl that it was g period
of pesce and plenty during which all that he necded Lo do to beguila
the tedium of every hour was o make love Lo women and sodomie
minions and raise huge buildings as though through sheer magic.

The scoount™ as compiled from Elliot and Dowson's Lranslation
of extracts from Redshehnams by Mulla Abdul Hamid Lahor
Shahjahannams by Inayst Rhan, Radshahnama by Mohammad Warie
Amal-i-Sallh by Mohammad Kamby and  Shahjahannama h::r
Mohammad Ssdik Khan, is as follows :

Juhan, aroung Devillgao
Begznon, D'hll'mamn nm,‘ B.Hﬂhlm' Sa"m"'-"'- Chagdor fort, Bheer,
¥ caplured, and Manjira fort, Mansurgarh
T e

al. &

= L?:E'.... oon, Wisory, g, vl ]

Ralgn Meither Golden Nor Peaceful 1%
‘s

he Ath year of the reign, Khan Jahan Lok o fight

6. In Lur Ujjain and Naviai. Nearly 400 Afghans and 2K
padt mpﬂ_ﬂP 3 force were slain. Dharur fort was captured.

7. Parends (lying between Ahmednagar and Sholapur) was

8 'an fort of Situnda, about 50 miles north-east of Aurangabad,

as captured.
i q Kandhar (25 miles south-west of Nanded and 75 miles east

of Dharur) was taken. .
ons Against Mohammad Adil Shah of Bijapur were

0. rati
5 of the reign.

undertaken in the Sth year
11. The emperor returned to the capital, Agra from Burhanpur

g stay, tired and angry, because Azam Khan had proved

e fairs in the Deccan.

ineffective in managing the af
12. Hugli fort was captured.
13. The fort of Galna was the scene of another campaign.
t4. In the 6th year of the reign Bhagirath Bhil, chief of his

tribe in Malwa, rose in revolt.

15. In this same year an extensive campaign was undertaken

to destroy Hindu temples.
16. Daulatabad was conguered.

17. Kasim Khan and Kambu brought 400 Christians umlurgui
The prisoners includingfemales were asked to turm Muslim or

torture and death.
18. Tn the 7th year of the reign, Prince Shah Shujs marched

sgainst Parenda fort. Many engagements Were fought in its
neighbourhood.

19. Jhajhar Singh Bundela and his son mmdum-hﬂh?:‘;
The campaign sgainst them centred around Bhander, Undehhs _
Chaursgarh fort, This campaign, like many others, 8 & sickeaing
tale of brutal torture by Shabjahan’s forces.

20. The fort of Jhansi was captured. m—
21, The Impadﬂmnrmdmwu"wﬁ il "_"""'
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thip ErTTpETOT hirmself proceeded

of his reign .
to reduce Kandhar, Nanded,

th yoar :
g3 In ihe PO . the campaig

-!ﬂh by ;ﬁfﬂnﬂﬂrl ﬁ-“?“{" Junnar, .'?7-..1111::_1[11:1"-!-I NH—"i-ll:‘
ir, L, :
mmlﬂﬁ bk andd Mansi).

wore fought sl Udgr,
e Mahuli &nd [ohagaon. Khan Zaman entered Bijapur

d p]'l.l'l'ldf'-'ml and I.IE.‘SLI."J'}'M VEry inhabited place he
the Bedshahnams of Abdul Hamid. Kolhapur
d Ruibhag were plundered and the forts Anki,
46 miles from Daulatabad) were captured.

Indapur, Bhalki, Kalymn,

garrilore an
gme io.. Teconds
red, Miraj an

wo
Tunid and Alka. Palks (
94, In the 10ch year af the reign, the fort of Junir was captured.
TTIII-I:"-"L"- of Shahu through the Dakhin across Mahuli and Muranjan
ed o Shabu’s surrender along with the young Nizamshah. They
wore slso required to surrender forts Junir, Trymbak, Tringalwadi,
Hlaris, Judhan, Jund &nd Harsirs
o5 The Rundelas rose in revolt under Prithviraj son of Jhajhar,
who had escaped earlier MASSACHes.
o, Zafar Khan, governor of Kashmir, was ordered to proceed
sgaingt Tibet, with 80,000 horse and fool,
o7_ In the 11th year of the reign Eandahar and other forta
were captured.
98, Ruch-Haju ruled by Parikshit and Kuchbibar by
Lakshminaraysn rose in revolt.
% A campakgn was undertaken in Baglan area comprising niné
forts, 34 pargsnas snd 1,001 villages.
30. In the 12th vear of the reign Manikraj, Raja of Chetgaon
was subdued
dl. A punitive expedition was sent against Sangi Bemkhal, ruler
of Grest Tibet, who had seized Burang in Little Tibet.
2. In the 19th year of the reign, an attacking force advanced

from Sisten sgsinst Kandahar. Khanshi fort near Bust was first
eaplured bul lster abandoned.

. Prithvirsj, son of Jhajhar imprisoned
in Gwalior Fort, jhar, was captured rnd impn

hon' o Heyin Hyither Colden Nor Pl
L L4

4. In the 14th year of the reign, an expedition was sent ko
chustise the rebelious Rolis and Kathis in Gujarst and sguinat. (he
Tam of Eathiawar

95, Jugst Singh, son of Rajs Basu of Kangrs, Jod a revol

EIm e g ] gt

against the
ag  In the 15th year of the reign, a campaign was lsunched
against Jagel Singh. Mu, Nurpur and other forts were captured.

47. In the 17th vear of the reign, the imperial foroes had to
be sent against the Raja of Palamau.

18 In the 15th year of the reign, a campaign was undertiken
against Balkh and Badakshan which were keys to the soquistion
of Samarkand. Murad Baksh was sent with 50,000 borse and 10,000
musketeers, rocketmen, gunners, etc. The emperor himsell had
to proceed to Kabul. The fart of Kahmard was captured, snd Rundu

and Ralkh were conquered.
29, Sadullakhan had to subdue rebellious slements in the
conquerad Lermilones.

h. who had been sent to the troubled territories,

A, Aurangze
had to surrender Balkh and Badakshan to Nazar Mobmimed Khan,

and retrest in the 20th year of Shahjahan’s e,

Al In the Z2nd year of the reign the Perzians advanced mguinel
Kandahar. The imperial army Wwa3 sent, Lo defend IJ'::D-‘T"WEH
but Bust and Kandahar had to be surrendered after loog desperals

Lles,
Tt Ll d mu]

42. People in the Lerritories of ﬂh!l:: com Ry
destruction of their cropd and plunder their belonipnE

. : i i f Lhe reign.
Shahjahan's armies in the Wrd year 0
ted in the gubjuiatian of

43, The Tibetan cAmMpaign ft:ﬂ“l
area in the 25th year of the meign.
despatched for the recapture of Rundahar. st —

4. The siege of Kandahar continued Uerouh
years of the reign. el 10 “w

45, In the 28Lh year, Allymi was 0 .
and chastise the Rana.

46. In the 29th year of T e

An immenss
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for the capture of Golkonda and Hydirabad.

7. In the A0th year of his reign, Shahjahan ordered his son
Aurangzeb 1o load p campaign against Bijopar.

45, During this period which marked the end of Shohjahan’s
troubled relgn the imperial army had also nother irrepressible enemy
in Raja Jaswant Singh

Incessant wars. revolts and plunder with the consequent
dislocstion in all productive activity snd destruction of all produce
reduced Shahjohan's helpless subjects lo acule distress. Here [a
a sampling of what horrors and privalions they experienced.

The descriplion is taken verbatim from Shahjahan’s own official
chranicler’s account, namely, from the Badshahnama of Mulla Abdul
Hamid Lahar.

Mulls Abdul Hamid Lahori begins the account™ of the fourth
year of Shahjahan's reign, i.e. 1630, (the very year in which Mumtaz
ia balleved to hove died ) on page 338 of Vol. 1. On page 362 continuing
the narrative™ of that yesr of the reign, be writes : *'In the present
year also there had been a deficiency in *he bordering countries,
and totsl went in the Dakhin and Gujarsl. The inhabitanta of these
two countries (regions) were reduced to the direst extremity, Life
was offered for a loal, but none would buy; rank was Lo be sold
for & cake bul none would care for it: the ever bountious hand
wis now streiched to bey for food; and the feet which had always
trodden the way of contentment walked sbout only in search of
sustenance. For a long time dog's flesh was sold (as) goat's Nesh,
and the pounded bones of the dead were mixed with flour and
wold. When this was discovered the sellers were brought Lo justice.
Destitution et length reached such a pitch that men began to devour
each other. and the flesh of & sun was preferred to his love. The
numbers of the dying caused obstructions in Lhe ropds,-and every
man whose dire sufferings did nol Lerminale in desth-and who
muﬂ i Lo move wl_gw I;.rr Lo the Lowas and villages

countnes. Those lands which had been famous for thelr
fortlity mod plenty now reisined no tmce of productiveness..

B PP 155, g,
Bh. lid =

'y Telim Heither Golden Mor Pesceful

jahan 14
The EMPEror directed the officals in B'fﬂmml:. Ahmiedabad wnd
g country af Surat to establish soup kitchens '*

one can well imagine the disesses that may heve raged because
of dog'® flesh being sold in place of mullon, & san'sy fesh saten
py his parents and pounded bones of carcasses being mixed with

grain flour.

Now it is up to the reader to figure out whether, in such
a year of neute distress, Shajahan would ever launch on o fabulous
project like building monument over the body of his decessed
wife Mumtaz ? Moreover, such distress was not peculiar (o the
fourth year of the reign. The author of the Badshahnama, in the
extract quoted above, beging with the words *'In the present yesr
also’’ which show that famine was endemic. What monarch dare
begin & massive monument in such conditions! And how would
he have the money or the workmen to build an expensive memarial
to love when people were dying like Migs!

It should also be remembered that in the heyday of the Moghul
dynasty, from Babur to Aurangzeb, Shahjahan was the only monarch
who was deposed during his life-time and died n prisoner of his
own son after nearly eight years of incarceration.

Had Shahjahan's reign been marked by pesce and plenty, the
news of his illness would not have resulled in open mﬂ'ﬂ"‘_
his sons and other subjects. Bul that such unprecedented llﬂ'i:
upheaval did take place only shows how his entire i
realm was seething with trouble snd discontent. Hm:-ﬂ o
Alamgir Nama of Mohammad Kazim™ says aboul 667 the
Shahjahan's inglorious reign : *'On Bth of w X e
empergr Shahjahan way seized with illness: iﬂh e
a long time, and everyday he grew weaker, 89 S o of ol
to sitend to the business of the staté. Trregular ._ﬁ. i
occurred in the administration, and great GHS et
the wide territorics of Hindustan. The um:'i'ﬁ‘ ires
Shikoh considered himself heir-apparenty S 0
want of ability for the kingly office, ha eUsS =
ﬂfﬂl'mdinmluuutlhamhﬂ!d'wu
suited for his unworthy person... _

66. PP. 178-179, fbid,
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mﬂ' “:14 :u;ifr on every wide. Turbuleni raiysis refused to
in "'u-?rrrmm The seed of rebellion was sown in all directions,
pay \

the evil reached guch & beight that in Gujarst Murnd

l::‘::wi his sewl upon the thrope. .. Shuja tock Lhe same course
in Beogal. ..
If Shatjshsn ‘s regn had boen the golden period Lhat it 15 wrongly

described 1o have bomn, such utter chaos and countrywide rebellion
would pever have erupted when be fill il. The passage qu:j_lqd
phove proves beyond &l doult that discontentment, disorder, punitive
campaigns, fammes, corruption, massscres and immorality marked
Shahjshan’s entire reign. That was why discontentment seething
under his oppressive hold manifested itself throughout his realm
&3 soon &S pews of his finess was imown. Had his rule been wise
and benevolent the news of his lliness would have evoked 8 touching
response from his subjects. Far from that éven his own 50N3 Tose
in open revolt. What grester indictment could there be of Shahjahan s
{mis] rule! Such was not the case with Indis s Rajput rulers because

they were good fathers, benevolent rulers and noble human beings.

Even the quick survey made sbove shows that in 2 30 year
reign Shehjshen conducted st Jesst 45 campeigns which gives us
mmﬂﬂmﬂmmem&.hﬂfwmjwmym.m
mesns Scehjshan’s eotire reign wes merked by uncessing warfare.
And yet current historical Lexts assert without any justification
that Shahjshan’s reign was a golden and pesceful penod.

In sddition 1o such incessant warfare, various regions under
Shabjsban’s control were often subject o famines. Far from being
& peoiful and glorious period, therefore, Shahjshan’s rule was
oo of Lhe most horrid periods of Indian history. This knocks the
botlom ool of the concocted descriptions, unsupported by sny
evidencs, documentary or circumstantial. sscribing the suthorship
of the 3o cilled Jama Masjid and the Red Fort in Delhi and the
Taj Mabal in Agra to Shahjzhan.

Tumerlsin in his memoirs slludes both to old Delhi and its
Juma Masjid, Tumerisin was in Old Delhi in the Chrismas of 1398,
l"""fﬁ;m’-'”“mhn came 1o the throne. Tamerlain

ghahjahan e Reign Neither Golden Nor Peseefyl

Qhahjuhan built the Jana Masjid and also found O De.

Tamerlain also specifically refers o the
says £ “*With my mind no kl!ﬂﬂ' wl::h‘:mh
of the people of Delhi | took a mmhﬁh.ﬂh
fartifications built of stone and brick, mnd they wre very
Oid Delhi also has & similar strong fort, but it s larger then e
of Siri. From the fort of Sir to that of Old Delbi which is s eonsidersiis
distance, there runs a strong wall built of stone and cement. The
part cafled Jahanpanah is situstad in the midst of the inhabited
gity. The fortifications of the three cilies have 30 gutes. seven
on the south bearing towards the east, and six on the north side
bearing towards the west. Siri hes seven gates, four towsnds the
outside and three on the inside towards Jahanpansh. The fortifications
of Old Delhi have 10 gates, opening towards the interior snd same
towards the exterior of the city.. T sppointed sn oificer o protect
the Musalman quarter of the cty.."

So 230 yesrs before Shmhjshsn, we heve his own mncesto
Tamerlain meticulously referring to Old Delhi, ita fort, the oiy
gates and the Muslim localities, nsmely, the sres sround
now the Jama Masjid. It is surprising bow despite this ‘-E
buldings and Old Delhi itself were raised by Shabjahaa ! = 5

This is clear pmfnfuhlﬁrﬂ-"-“!'; o
impudent and interested frsud’" of mediseval Mustim EsSEt

When the founding of the city of 0d Deth. s08 BESEE
of the (Red) fort of Old Delhi and the Jums MSEL-L L
have been falsely ascribed to Shahjahan, &8 RO SEE
Hrﬂu-im.amunﬂhmmum )
0 him.

e




CHAFTER XVI

BABUR LIVED IN THE
TAJ MAHAL

IT IS sometimes innocently asked by history teachers that if
the Tsj Mphal had existed centuries before Shahjahan, how is it
there gre no earlier references (o it. There are three anwsers Lo
this question. Firstly, the Taj Mahal, being then n palace and not
& monument open for public inspection as it now is, used Lo be
closely guarded. Tt was sccessible only to the elile and then only
an invilation or conquest. As such one cannot expect the same
prolific references Lo it as a Lourist attraction that one comes across
in these days of publicity and modern communications.

The second answer is that ancient and mediseval India teemed
with mansions, palaces and temples of bewildering and bewitching
variety, 80 much so that being all very spectacular, one could not
be distinguished from another by mere description. All that eould
come down Lo us or could be recorded by any visitor is that *‘they
gre of indescribable besuty’” or "‘wonderful, attractive,
magnificent.” " For instance, in India under British rule there were
sbout 568 native rulers. Most of them owned many beautiful,
luxurious pelaces. Can any description distinguish one from the
other specifically ? Would nol those who happened to visit these
pacloces merely say that they were magnificent 7 Similarly, mediaeval
chiranicles are full of praise for Indian mansions and palaces, bul
“‘_F"“Hﬂﬂ Is how (o wll one from the other st this distance
rﬂ: Il may also be remembered that their ownership and

localities and rosds keep changing with every historical

mm _;T:l t:-r:mu_ulhmlmr difficulty in identifying a building
A ﬁ'h'l"l ks mediaeva) ?dd_rﬁ_a and ﬂntt-cﬂdE_nlﬁ-
ofs Ance ks provided by the description in Muslim chronicles
fierificent Rrlshua termple in Mothura which Mohammad Ghaznl

Pakiir fived In The 'I".I Iliﬂ]‘:l;ll

guys could nol have been completed even

in Vidizshs (modern Bhilss) which mmdh:::]m
To those who ask us why we find = mmumﬂ]l f
before Shahjuhan we would like (o R aof “"'W'III i
magnificent Lemples in Mathurg gnd Vidi
the Muslim invaders? The answer iy g
descriptions have beon lost or “ﬁhﬂdyhu mple. Either Ehie narline

Lhered
mention of them because India teemed with E‘iﬂm
in one single city, powerful and affluent Indign rulery rnt

a dozen palaces, all rivalling one another in beuy expense
How then could one be distinguished from the other E:‘:lﬂmﬂﬂ

dfﬂﬂt‘ipﬁﬂnﬂ? The records if m&l’ wmjd, 'H'I]H rell .
palace - one or the other. er 10 the Raja'y

DE?P[LE 3?,'!-1!,*3'*"l very good reasons for nol, expecting any ienlifishle
details in earlier records of what Is at present known x3 Taj Mahal,
luckily, Babur, the founder of the Moghul dynasty in Indin, who
was the greal greal grandfather of emperor E'lhlll'ﬂh has beft
us o disarming and unmistakable description of the Taj Mahal, i
only we have the inclimation and insight to grasp L. 8 our thind
answer to the question why no mention Ia found in earlier chronicles
of the Taj Mahal and other buildings is that though many & Ums
there is a clenr mention of such bulldings, our senaes benumbed
by traditional tuloring fail to grasp their significance. Such I8 the
caseé with the Taj Mahal.

On page 192, Vol_ TI, of his Memoirs emperor Babur tells us.
“'On Thursday (May 10, 1526) afternoon | entered Agrw and took
up my residence sl Sultan Ibrahim’s palace.”" Later o0 ”I.I
Rabur adds : **A few days after the Id we had l[l-”'#m
11, 1526) in the grand hall, which is sdomned. with the perilyle
of stone pillars, under the dome in the centre of Sultan fbe

It may be recalled that Babur captured Delhi and AFSAEEE
lbrshim Lodi at Panipat. As such he cam (o GURtEE

8. Pp. 182 and 251, Memofrs of Zahir- B Dl MoGSES
of Hindustan, Vol. 11, writien by himsell in “'- { rost
Tranalated by John Layden and Willln mm_ e ford, Un#
by Sir Lucaa King, in mﬂumﬂ-w oty b o
Presa, 1521,
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Pl"'-"'ﬂ
m gs Thrahim’s palace. _
says that the palace is adomed with
ilars. This is & clear allusion to the foy,
I-'::r' ;ﬁ;@ﬂf::ofm the corners of the Taj Mahal plingy
;:- then d-m-rnba g **grand hall'* which is obviously the magnificent
e which now houses the genolaphs of Mumitaz and Shahjahgn
Rabur further tells us thst in the centre it had & dome. We know
that the central cenotsph chamber has & dome. IL i3 said to he
wotrally situsted becouse it is surrounded by ten rooms. Thug
% iz clsar thst Bubur lived in the palace currently known as the
Taj Maha! from Masy 10, 1526, until his desth on December 26,
1530, mtermittently. That means that we have & clear record of
the gxistence of the Taj Maha! st least 100 years before the death
of Mumtaz (the so-called Lady of the Taj) arcund 1630. Despite
guch # clear mention our histories and accounts of the Taj Mahal
the world over blandly assert that the Taj Mahal was built as s
tasnb on an open plot of land by an inconsolable Shahjahan lamenting
the desth of his wife.

Babur's mention of the Taj Mehal is, therefore, the fifth direct
proof of the Taj Mahal being an ancient palace. The first four direct
proofs were : the mention by Shahjahan's own offical chronicle
thst the Taj Maha] was Mansingh’s and Jaisingh's palace: a similar
sdmission by Mr. Nurul Hassan Siddiqui on page 31 of his book
The ity of Tej; the statement of Tevernier on page 111 of his
Towvels b Indis that the cost of the scaffolding was more than
{5l of the entire work concerning the mausoleum , and Peter Mundy''s
mention thet the Taj was 8 spectscular edifice.

Ik may then be asked how the Taj pdlace which was under
::pl&m of Emperor Shahjahan's great great grand-father
¥+ pesmed cul of the family's possession and was owned i
rﬂ-ﬂ y S by Jaisingh ? The explanation is that Babur's
< lm-runﬂ HT berefl, of all his father's (Babur's) conquests
PPy "ﬂfmﬁﬁ?!.ﬂedid return to India but
e manths of his conquest of Delhi, Soon after Babur's
' “r%, many Lerritories, cities and buildings passed into

which I‘hﬂh]m |.|:Hl|, hl'mm-]l" gn  aben 1'--'||r:|nr||,;|-_|‘]-.,m,.l| "
Tabur, therelore, calls the palace al Agra which be

Jn descriving it Rabur

Rabur Lived In The Ta] Mahal

Hindu hands. Among these wers F .
Mahal. Tt may be rocalled that Akher, the Sk, Agra wd e Taj
to begin all over again. He had 1 win & 4 MHM.H
pgainst Hemu, & Hindu geners), before he m"ﬂ'i[‘ﬁ
Delhi and Agra and Fatehpur S AL Hﬂmﬂ:M'
ot Agra passed into the possession M‘“Jﬂw Hh“l Taj Mahgl
which was later forced to lend iy daughtery 4 d“"'-"‘hﬂhf
Mansingh, a scion of the Jaipur royal hoyge, 'm"”lhr 4 haremg,
and a vassal of Akbar, was the owner nl’l.he’hj ku::-im
to the Badshahnama it was from Mansingh's H"lmhm m
that the Taj Mahal was commandeersd 1 !

Vincent Smith™ tells us that "E.g'n::*:u t“ﬁ::m‘lllﬂ:.

n peaceful end in his garden palsce st Agra.™ “hwuf:lnlllﬂ Ihl
proof that Babur died in the Ta) Mahal. Taj Mahal |y the mly
palace in Agrs which had a spectacular garden. The Radshuhnacy
refers Lo the garden as “‘sabz Z8mini "’ meaning verdant, spacios
lofty, lush garden precincts.

Babur, being a newcomer to Indis, still retained & nostaigie
sttachment to his West Asian homeland. He had, therefare, expresed
a wish Lo be buried near Kabul. Accordingly, his body was carvied
there. Bul for this fortuitous oocurrence, sccording to the habit
of the usurping Muslims in Indis, be msy have been busied in
the Taj Mahal where he had been living st the time of his desth.
Had he been buried there, our histories would have lustily deseribed
Humsyun's great mythical sttachment to his father Bsbyr, inducng
him to **build’* the Taj Mahal as a wonder tomb for Babur,

Again, if insteed of Mumtaz, Shahjahan’s other quesn Serhandl
Begum, who al present lies buried in an ouler apartment of the
Taj Mahal grounds had died in 1630, she may bave bom buried
in the central chsmber of the domed, usirped Hindu mansio

0. P. 00, Akbar the M:MHWH -
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The Tﬂ! habal In A Te
. mple Palagy

the first Moghul emperor Babur lived and died [
Taj Mahal is furiher sonfirmed by his daughter Gulbadan Begum
( Princoss Rose-Pody) In the chronicle titled Humayun Mamg {Th
History of Humayun ) tranzlated into English by Annetie S. Beveridgy

(O pases 109 and 110 of the transiated version, Gulbadan Begum
racords that (Rabur's) “‘death took place on Monday, Docember
o5 1530, They brought out our paternal aunt and our mothee
on the pretence that the doctors were coming to look. All rose
They took all the begums (harem women) and my mothers g
I.i'ﬁl.ﬂrﬂi House.”" (A footnote on page 108 describes the Gregt
House &s & palace.)

*sm%s death was kept concealed. On Friday, Decernber 29, 1530,
Humgyun mounted the throne. A footnote on page 110 says,
**Rabur's body was laid first in the Ram or Aram Bagh, on the
opposite side of the river from the present Taj Mahal, Later it
was laken to Rabul.™”

That

The sbove passages make it quile clear that Babur died in the
Taj Mahsl. When it was known thal he was dead, the harem women
living elsswhere were brought to the palace called The Great House,
l.e. the Taj Mahal.

Later, in order that Humavum had to be crowned in the Taj
Mahal, Habur's body was removed from the Taj Maha! and was
earried seross the Yamuna river and laid in the palace called Ram
Bagh sliss Aram Bagh. This explains the belief among historians

and srchacologists that the Ram Hagh palace in Agra has something
o do with Babur's death.

Describing the preparations being made for the wedding feast
of Hindal (son of the late emperor Babur and brother of emperor
Humeyun) Gulbsdan Begum wriles, "*The jewelled throne which
my lady had given for the feast was placed in the forecourt of
The [Mystic) House and s gold-embroidered diwan was laid i
frontafit, (on which) Hia Majesty and the dearest lady sat Logelher. ..

“In the large oclagonal hall (of The Mystic House) was set

the Mﬂd throne, and above pnd below it were spread oul hanging®
embroidered with gold, and wonderful strings of pearls.”’

B‘“H’r I"‘"'-'d In Thi Tl.ll Mahal
151
The octegonal ball of the Mystic Houpe in nbfmhr the
actagonal hall of the Taj Mahal in which » hundred
Ghahjahan raised the tomb of Mumtaz, gnd in 1666 Aum;:hh;

| : called ¢
House because it originated as & Shivy temple replets :lhll:l&
molifs. The same building was also called the Great House htmudh

it was a magnificent royal residence,




CHAPTER XVII

THE FALSITY OF MEDIAEVAL
MUSLIM CHRONICLES

QR H. M. ELLOT, a'well kmown historian, has observed in
he preface to his eight -volume study of numerous mediseval Muslim
ehronicies thet they are an "'impudent and interested fraud.’” He
fully justifies his conclusion by his comments during Lhe study
of Usome chronicles. Here we quote his observation regarding Muslim
chronicles which purport to record for postenty events of the
fourth-generstion Moghul emperor, Jahangir. Lay readers and even
stodents of history have been kept blissfully in the dark sbout
the witer unrelishility of vhose chronicles.

k should glso be remembered that Jahangir was the father
of Emperor Shahjahsn whose authorship of the Tsj Mahal and the
fenous Pescock Throne we sre challenging in this book.

Sir H. M. Elliot"s observations sbout the Jahangirmemas spply
equally forcefully to all mediseval Muslim chronicles. They are all
clessie exsmples of gross exggerstions, false claims, suppresgions
of truth, and bistanl misrepresentstions. For instance, wherever
Lhey sy that the Muslim rulers destroyed temples and built mosques,
el thet they mesn is thet they just used temples as mosques by
uprooting end throwing sway the icons.

Wherever Muslim chronicles claim that Muslim rulers or
notlemen founded Lowns, built forts end constructed roads and
bridges or dug wells and tanks, their claims sre invarisbly false.
They cume Lo Indis Lo mjoy ready wealth and mansions but not
40 Lall mnd bulld. Neither did they have the time, money, patience,
security. nesd, scumen, wkill, resources or personnel Lo sttempt
any ballding or construction, They do not have even a single trestise

Li:i'ﬁanMnn any architecture of their

The Fulsity OF Modiseval Muslim Chroticieg
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All the above observations are fully m
untrated in gy oM

Elliot's sppraisal of chronicley concernin .
observes—" . "M‘lll'lgir 8 rgin. He

T 'Th.l."n" Bre ,’E",hnfﬂ -'m.h ﬁl:h
Autobiographical Memoirs of the Emperor Flrn?p W be (he
confugion in their Litles.. There are twn distinet H:d thers iy
Memoirs which differ entirely from each other, Prh“ of (he

one, Anderson wrole upon the other, It wil be
i boEn
are varicties of each edition. 150 that thers

A few instances may as well be adduced, to show
exapperstion of the Tarfk-7-Salim -Shal™ the

‘At page 2 of Major Price’s translation it is said “On {his
occasion | made use of the throne prepasred by my father, snd
enriched it al an expense without parallel, for the celebration of
the festival of the year, at the entrance of the Sun into Ares,
In the fabrication of the throne a sum not far short of ten krours
of ashrefies, of five mithkals the ashrefly was expended in jowel
slone, 8 krour being the term of an hundred lakhs, snd a lekh
being 100,000, independently of 300 meuns of gold, Hindestanl
measure, employed in the workmanship, each maun of Hind being
equal to ten mauns of Irag."”*

""The translator converts the value of jewels alone into 150
millions sterling! an incredible sum, =5 he justly mu
the more sober statement of the Tuzsk--lahangirf ssys ‘only stsy
lakhs of ashrefies and fifty mauns of gold, Hindustanl medsure.
and there is no mention of the throne in Ihmh

A% . thus sl a8

A little below we read, "having Fe hﬁ'| .

crown, which my father had csused (o
of that which was worn by Lhe great
before me, and then, in the presence of
having placed it on my brows, &8 an amen
and happiness of my neign,
astronomical hour. On each of the ﬂmr ‘
® single diamond of the vale —

; Vol ¥
70. P. 251, Elliot & Dowson, Ak, ioid, Ve
T‘I ”r ‘Eﬁ?‘m- M.
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af five mithkals, the whole purchased by my father with Lhe resoureng
of his own government, not from anything sccruing to him by
inheritance from  his pradocessors. Al the point in the contre af
the Lop part of the crown was a single pearl of four mithkaly,
of the value of one lakh of ashrefies, and on different parts of
the same were sl altogether 200 rubtes of one mithkal each, andg
sack of the valoe of 6.000 ruppees. Altogether this superb svmbal
of supreme power may be valued at two millions sterling.” In the
smaller work and in the suthentic Memaoirs, there is no menlion
whatever of Lhis costly crown.

AL page 5 Jahangir says he remitbed certain sources of revenue,
‘which vielded o me father no less Lhan 160X Hindustani mauns
of gold. egual Lo 16,000 mauns of Irak.” The Tuzak sava 60 mauns
Hindustani, and the authenlic Memoirs give no sum.

"At page 14 he says that “the workmanship alone of the citadel
of Agra was completed st the expense of not less than 180 lakhs
of sshrefies of five mithkals each.” which the translator with s
note of sdmiration converts into 26.550,000/-. The Tuzak gives
only 35 lakhs of rupees, and the suthentic memoirs 35 lakhs of
PUpbees

AL page 15 he says that ‘the temple which had been built
by Rajs Mansingh and which the king demolished for the purpose
of rmwing 8 mosque on ils ruins cost in its construction nearly
45 lakhs of five mithkals ashrefies’ which as the translator says
i 5.40,00,000 rupses | The Tuzuk says only 8,00,000 rupees.

AL page 42 he sends to Shahzads Parwez a chaplet of pearl
of the value of 5,00,000 rupees. The Tuzak says 100,000,

AL page 34 he says “that Daulst Khan left at his death property
equivalent, acoording Lo the translator, to 120,000 000/ - " . The Tuzak
Says only 300,000 tumans of jewels besides gold and other spede.

"ML page 37 be states “that the property of his brother Daniel
emounted in jewels to five crore af eshrefies, and two crore in

tressure of Lhe seme currency of 63,000,000 - sterling.” The Tuzak
is sillent ms Lo the amount .

"ﬂlﬁlﬁlﬂhthnﬂrﬂlmuhnbd‘mhwehﬂmﬂﬂ*iﬂ'
« Sapphires, rubles, emerslds, and pearls, to the value
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of sixty Inca of ashrefies or 6,40.000) - mﬁﬂhur

only 80,000 Tumsans, The Tuzak wyy

At page {'T"I in !F[H!lkil'lg af Lha mu for
the
of his son Khusru, be says, “40,000 horses feeding in hip:m
gtables, and 100,00 camels were brought out and ﬂi#-n'hlﬂ::!
The Tuzak has nothing on the subject, .

** AL page 79 he says be *delivered to Jamedl Beg 100,000 sshrefies
to be distributed amongst the Badakshanians, and tha the ordersd
50,000 rupees Lo be distributed among the Durwalshes ot At jmedr "
Tha Tuzak gives the sum at 30,000 rupees, snd mentions nothing
ghoul the donutions Lo the Badakshanians,

"' At page B8 “the jewel chest of Kbossrou is sald to have contalned
18,000,000 sterling!" It must have been a pretty large and heavy
one to have held only £ 18,000, and the Tuzak says nothing sbout
its contenls.

"After Lhese instances of exaggeration, who will belisve this
valuation ‘immoderately sugmenting the numbers of all things."....
There are also other additions and omissions. For instance the sccount
of the rebellion and capture of Khusru varies in several sssential
particulars (in the diferent copies) and st the conclusion of thase
occurrences, instead of Jahangir's returning to Agra, be goss to
Kabul, as he is said in all other histories to have done.

‘' Amongst olher omissions, 8 very striking one in that "“t
only is there scarcely any allusion made to his propensiky to driniing
but he speaks with pious horror of this disgraceful widiction of
his brother Daniyal; whereas in the true Memairs there are #0
many drinking bouts noticed, &s in the Memairs HJW‘E:
grandfather Babur; and the extraordinkry potations (o ¥

confesses would have shamed even that Immoderals Loper.

Above Is just & sampling from Sir H. M. Bl :-ﬂﬂ
made by him from time to time to pmﬂh[:lmnﬂﬂﬂ:ﬂ m‘_
chronicles are strocious concoctions. We would nh-ﬁ:’l |
observations of our own since there &ne miny ponts ﬂ
the notice of even Sir H. M. Elliot and other

of his type. m[
Every student of Muslim chronicles urd
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memuments would do woll Lo question the very hasis of i) ansertions
promentad to him and carefully consider whether they nre corroborteq
by other mdependent evideno? and can stand the scruting of logia.
F::l" instance, in the extracls quoted above, it may be noled that
ihe fort ot Agra i a very ancienl Hindu citadel. The amounts
mantioned in Muslim chronicles as having been spent on it —
merely for repairs. Thet expenditure was grossly magnified by
mery MEpaIry Were misrepresenied &3 actual construction of the
fort. Whai s more, even the amount spent on those repairs e
extraciad from the dtizenry by means of a special levy for their
own foture and effective suppression and slavery

Where Jahangir is said W have destroyed Mansingh's templg
snd bullt @ mosque over its ruins, all that the reader may gather
from it s thot Jahangir had the whole temple staff driven gyt
or converted to fslam and & Muslim group installed Lo throw away
the idols and use the same bullding for Mushim prayers. The paltry
sum spent on it Lo uproot the image and repair the damaged fMooring
was grossly exsgperated and the whole operation misrepresented
za the building of a8 mosque. This has happened throughout India
in the entire millenium of Muslim rule.

Here it may also be noted that Mansingh was Jahangir's own
brother-in-law end & Hindu courtier who had incurred the odium
af eading mililary campaigns sgainst his own relatives Lo consolidate
Mogha! rule in India. And yet Jahangir had the fanatical cheek
& destroy & temple bailt by his own brother-in-law and staunchest
o wapporters. I such was the condition of one of the highest
of courtiers closely relsted to the Muslim sovereiym by blood ties,
one msy well imagne the plight of those Hindus who claimed neither
power st position nor royal kinship.

I ,Th' crowms, thrones, cities, forts, palaces, tombs and mansions
Hn sovereigns and nobility are claimed to have constructed
o= mig concoctions falsely recorded in ink by Lhe facile

pens of fewning weribes Intent on making easy money by currying
rovel fevour = Fe

Al “HII "'[!'r iLems lootad usurped, commandeened anil
rom pre-Muslim Hindu rulers. Muslim chroniclers
R the value of Lhose captyred or looted Lownships or buildings,

The Fulaity (o Medlneval Musiiey Chronldes "7
perhaps ploated them m lob, end recorded them, st the N
misrepresenting that Lhe crowns, thrones, buildings, Lorwn i pey
hridges, canals etc. were constructed by ther reapeciive |I'|'rll'ﬂn.|
patrons. It is such overlapping prevariestion which has given
guch fontastic versions that the so-called Rutub Minar was

puitt by Hutubuddin slone or by Altmash singly or by bath of
them and Allauddin Khilji and Ferozshah Tughlak partly; and that
the cost of the Toj Mahal may be anywhers bitween four mnd over
90 million rupess. In such cases the very basis of Muslim ssertions
is mistending. This the reader should be clesr about in reconstructing
the story of the Taj Mahal.

It may also be noted that Jahangic was the father of Shahjaban,
If Juhangir. as we have noted above. has been branded as s notorious
prevaricator, his son Shahjahan was worse. Shahjshan hired the
services of Kamgar Khan to forge a now chronicle of Jahangie's
reign three yeors after the lstter's desth, to carefully eliminate
from Juhangir s own chromele all sdverse references to Uhe reballious
Shahjahan when (he lotter was a prince. Testifying to this, Sr
H. M. Elliol observes:™ '“He (Kanigar Khan) was st Inst induced
to undertake it (writing & spurious history of Jahangir's reign)
al the instigation of the emperor Shahjoban in the third yeer of
his reign.

Jahangir's chronicle containg many Mattering references to his
father Akbar, Jahangir invarisbly professes to be a very obedient
son overflowing with filia! affection. For instance, he cluima to
have built » tomb for his father (which he did not). Ha syx that
when later he used Lo pass by his father’s tomb he walked or
intended (sic) to walk barefoot. Such sentimenial faksetioods
mushroom throughout Jahangir's chronicle of his reign. Thay ought
to be taken as nothing more than atiempts 1o mumﬂﬂ;;“
strocious behaviour s a faithless, treachorous san and & Hh-lllti :
Akbar has himself described how Jahangir wanied “'Pﬂﬁ'-- 2=
Later when Jabangir did not succeed in gocretly Fﬂ:‘h.‘_ 'E:
Akbar, the former started an mﬁl- Had, he bees S
make Akbar a prisoner, he would ke
And yet the whole of the Jﬂmﬂﬂm‘mm#‘
having been a doting son.

72, P, 349, ibid.
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i js trail i had fart hier FHTE‘M
Db jahan hind fully tnhtmtr;\:tijl::‘m B i il

him by W 5 which would represent
i | 1” munl
riling mn number of fa : s
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o :i‘n-.'l.!"-mhﬂﬂ having bull the m':ﬂ;{.ﬂlﬁi.m‘]hi I[';b'l!H Students
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o close Tog
sndonce. We have, the
a myTied motivated and interest

Mahal.
srlecedents of the Ta -

CHAPTER XVIII

C THE ‘LADY OF THE TAJ’ j

THERE SEEMS to be lot of confusion sbout Uha Very name
of Shahjahan’s wife who, we are told, lies buried in the sentes]
chamber of the Taj Mahal,

It could be that the sppellation *‘Mumtaz Mahal** got. affined
to her only when she was buried in & Hindu (Crown) palace which
is what the term *Taj Mahal® signifies. So it is not the building,
as is commonly asseried, which derives its name from the .
It is vice versa, namely, that the woman derives her posthumous
title from the magnificent palace in which she had her second burial,

This conclusion of ours is based on Shahjahan's own eourt
chronicle, the Badshahnama, which says,™ **On the 17th Zi-i- Kads,
1040, died Nawab Aliya Begam, in the Alth year of her age.., She
had borne him eight sons and six daughters...."

Maulvi Moinuddin Ahmed observes™ that her original name was
Arjumand Banu Begum.

It would now be pertinent to inguire who this so-called ““lady
of the Taj'' was; what was her status in Shahjahan’s househald;
what was her ancestry and how much was her worth in Shahjehan’s
eyes T

Arjumand Banu was the grand-daughter of Mirs Ghias e,
the Prime Minister of Jahungir, and one of s mh‘“
It needs to be pointed oul here thal this Ghiss Heg wis 8 e
wailer in the Persion court raised Lo prime Mhh
Moghul court beeause his beautiful and influential ww
W become Jahangir's mistress. Thua his I"'-'d'm =
Alina ﬂl’j;lull‘ﬂl!l..l‘ll] Banu H["Hl..l-m wWiis Wmmmm'h“

—

T4 P. 27, thid., Vol VT
T. P, 3, The Taj and fta Environmwnts, i
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Arjumand Banu's father was Khwaja Abul Hasan (glyq known
a3 Yamin-od-Daula Asaf Khan) and mother, Diwanji Begum
in 1807, Mumtaz was married to Shahjahan in 1612, She
therefore 18 while Shajahan was 21 years of age at “Hlimnﬁ
their marriage. But she was not Shahjahan s flirst wife, Shﬂhili.hm'.
firet wife, tho queen, was 8 greal grand-daughter of the ruley o
Persia - Shah Ismail Safwi. Shahjahan had numerous other Wives
and thousands of consorts. He not only was married before tal:
Mumiax ss his wife but also married again after her death. In
hetwaen these weddings he also used to Lake consorts by the hundpegy
inlo his harem. It is, therefore, fulile o argue, as is ““dl'-‘-mmg

done. (hat Shahjshan was so devoted to Mumtaz ss to lose g

interest in life after her desth and that he, therefore, perpetusted

her memory in 8 magnificent monument.

The sdo that current historical texts make about Shahjahan's
mythica! infatustion for Mumtaz is not justified by the historical
records of those times. Mumtaz was apparently so insignificant an
inmate of 8 harem teeming with 5,000 females that no historisn
has bothered even to sccurately mention the dates of her birth,
death or burisl at Burhanpur, in the Taj garden or under the Taj
Mazhal dome. This is borne out by the following extract :™ “*The
building of the Taj was commenced in 1630, or one year sfter the
desth of Mumtaz Mahal. The date of the completion of the building
inscribed on the front gatewsy is 1057 (1648), It thus took 18 years
to complete. The cost was three million sterling.”’

The above passage varies considerably in ity details about Mumtaz
and Taj Mahal from other accounts quoted heretofore. It implies
that Mumtaz died in 1629 while others say she died in 1630 or 1641
ar 1632 A, n.m:igmufuwmnmmarmgﬂhermm
since it quoles no authority.

Bom

0
76. Bven Mumtiaz's year of birth, like every other dtall, "“'“h
be fictitious. According to Mulls Abdul Hamid Lahori, mﬂ-‘fﬂ"’

e “Lady of The Ta)’
m
The suthor in wrong in haﬂﬂhu-‘
jnseribed on the front mwmdmmhnl
Mahal. It only implies, if at all, that the Korsnie of the Ty
Hindu Pﬂmmmﬂﬂnﬁm&ntdm_mhlmnmm
pilent precisely from “““wﬂi-mmmmmr
Mahal took Iﬂymmmhﬂduwum“h‘ﬁl
js therefore wrong. The year 1630 AD. b s mﬂﬂ
commencement of "“mdﬂnmu.mh
mistaken Mmfnrﬂmmummhnbmﬂ"
until 1632 A. D. And then it should take st lesst n year or two
to discuss ph“"mm“mﬂ‘-mﬂlﬂlmd.m
hire labour and begin construction. This version too, I
proves how the whole Shahjahan legend of the Taj Mahal iy all Shutr
and bluster. This 18 year claim also conflicts with Tavernier's claim
that the Taj Mahal took 22 years to build.

The traditional myth of Shahjshan's disconsolsle grief for
Mumtaz is 8 typical instance of arguing backwards, which s fallscious.
The myth arose from the belief thst Shahjshan was the builder of
a grand tomb called the Taj Mahal. To prop up and sustain thet
falschood, other myths were created. But the myths sre mutuslly
contradictory and inconsistent as all falsehoods are bound to be.
The myth sought to be pricked here is about Shehjshun's special
and exclusive sttachment to Mumtaz mesnt to justify raising a0
expensive momument in her memory. Had he been 5o sttached there
would have been 8 mention about it in histaries. But there Is nob
aword about it anywhere, The only special rumance, if any, s
in narratives of the Moghul court, relates to Jahangir and his consort
Nurjahan. As regards Shahjahan, tradition first starts from & SS€
premise, namely that he built the Taj Mahal a5 & tomb.
explain it sway - j.e, justify the huge expense incure
its besuty - it is presumed that he must have been
1o ber. This is what we mean by *‘arguing beckwinss

During the 18 years of ber married life st e A5
of whom seven survived her. That mesnt In po &
she free from pregnancy, which shows Shahj
for his wife's health, so much so that Mun
last delivery. She was then only 37 yes

her body was buried there, F
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for her, he could have built 8 monument whore his wife was firsg
paried. Six months Inter the body was exhumed, which waa a sacriloge
and violation of the tenets of Islam, to be taken to Agra. As g
matter of fact if the Taj Mahal took 10 to 22 years or so to build
sccording to traditional fiction, why was the body carried to Agra
fram the original place of burial within six months of the death?
What was the hurry 7

Another interesting fact is thal even in the precincls of the
Taj the body was again interred in 8 lemporary grave for another
six months, Thereafler it was laid where il is supposed Lo lie now,
These are very important facts which need to be carefully examine,
Had the Taj been really built by Shahjashan over a period of 10
to 2 years employing 20,000 labourérs one can imagine Lthe heaps
of bullding material lying all around with the large labour force
wandering all over. In such circumstances would it be possible to
keep the body of a dead queen right there to be trodden over by
an army of humble labourers, in the dust and din of a huge project ?

In our view the rational explanation is thal soon afler Mumtnz's
deaith she was buried in Burhanpur - the lown in which she died.
Six months lster when Shahjahan visualized the possiblitity of ousting
Jaisingh from his resplendent hereditary palace, using the death
of his wife as a lever, he kepl exerting his royal pressure on or
browbesting Jaisingh out of his luxurious ancestral home. Since
Jaigingh oould not be s0 easily prevailed upon, Shahjahan had the
body of Mumtaz brought from Burhanpur to serve as a sort of
an ultimatum. When the body itself was there as an handy nssel
far the emperor and the entire Muslim nobility to browbeat Jaisingh
with, could he hold out any longer ? He had Lo surrender his ancestral
palace.

Within a few months its central oclagonal throne chamber was
dug up. Two trenches were made in the basement, and Mumtaz's
exhumed body was interred in one. Above Lhe basement in the throne
chamber two cenotaphs were raised 90 as Lo be directly above the
Ereves in the basement. The ofher trench in the baserment wan for

77, In the preceding footnote we have shown how Mulla Abdul Hamid

claims that Mumtaz was in her f ; )
Whan she died. ortieth yoar (and not the thirty-seventh

The ‘Lody of The Taj*

Shahjohon. The conotaph above his

could ensily be birded in the open ! ‘S tiath, by
disturbing Lhe cenolaph above. m'::'-"'l In Ly m ithog,
burial for himself alongside Mumtaz whin s lﬂ'ﬂlﬂ.m

his sons cared for him, The cenotaphs had lnht:. thal nore of
throne -chamber above the busement ot ik reclad in the
: the royal bidieg

lay underneath, others us the main
purpose, thereby violaling their m:r;?k chatnber r“'"‘“hli
Niccolao Manued, n Venetian, in his .

court, to which he was & wilnesy, .r."-;.x::‘iw;

least doubt that if the Portuguess had resched the court in the

lifetime of Taj Mahal (i.o. Mumissz) ahe wotld have ordersd (e
whnluuflhﬂmmhmlhlﬂﬂmwmmmh |
sam they did not escape a mufficient smaunt of wuffering: same '
abjured their faith either from fear of tarturs and of desth or through l
the desire of recovering their wives, who had been distributed ty
Shahjahan among his officers. Others, the most Besutiful ll“

them, were kepl for the royal palsce.”'

Thus neither by linesge, nor by sny edenriog qualiter, shysiad '
beauty, special sttachment and precedence of reok (bocsuse sbe
was not the first wife, nor a queen in ber own mlﬂm
Banu Begum qualify for the distinction of & unique spuichre.

Both Shahjahan and Mumiaz were, thus, unnﬁhliﬂl
wicked and nol the tender Romeo and Juliet Lype Hﬂkﬁ
migled public is made to believe. - 4

In April 1974 when I negoliated with 8 photograpber st Bersssgs
for a photograph of Mumtaz's tomb there, be .._,,__,_h_-_-

1 necded an exterior view of the bullding or of the grave SsSE

‘That indicates that even in Burhsnpur Mumbss el
inside an usurped building though accounts thel gy
to ua h-wau.:m”uﬁndumllml-- e
garden. It ia spparent, therefore, Lhal BCHRRF SEELE
hlﬂﬂdﬁllglrﬂmplkﬂhw —
Imﬂmmlm#ﬂ% e

78. PP. 176 177, Sioria do Mogor or Magd Inli
Mar e,
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(L
s is yot mnother impaortant detail which has been withhgly
This fiftle pablic for three Jong conturies. This also Must
;.:n}:ﬁ'lms have been accepting Muslim versions unverified apgd

uninvestgatad.

Shahjahan managed to bury Mumisz in a n-::ur:,.- mansion in
Rurhanpur first, and second time in & bel I:I-rl mansion in Agra just
to deprive the Hindus of two of Ihrirh ancient _Im.h;,._-._-._q_ Thereby
Shahjashan sucoeeded in defiling and misappropristing two Hindy
mansions in two different and distant cities with one corpse.

In both cases historical accounts glossed over the two burials
by vaguely alluding to Mumtaz's burial first in a garden in Burhanpyr
and some months lster in Mansingh's garden in Agra, carefully
comoesling the fact that at both places shi was buried in the mansions
gitusted in those gardens. Later, on the sly those accounts added
thet Shahjshan spent millions of rupees in raising the mausoleum
in Agra, namely the Taj Mahal.

Had Shahjahan ever any intention Lo build a fabulous building
over Mumtaz's body he would have done so in Burhanpur itself.
He wouldn 't incur double expenditure in first raising one mansfon
over her body in Burhanpur and later another better one in Agra
and yel lesving no expense account of either. Did not Shahjahan
fmve beller or more serigus things to do than trifle and fiddle with
the corpse of his departed consort and keep experimenting with
sepulchre-building in distant cities !

There is one other important aspect which seems Lo have escaped
everybody's sttention. There are two cenotaphs in the Taj Mahal
in the name of Mumtaz and two in the name of Shahjahan, one
esch in the basement and upper foor respectively, Why four
eenolaphs for just two corpses ? Does not that little detail indicate
& freud hiding something 7

Al least two of the cenotaphs must be fake. If g0, which ones

:-:i. fike ™ The two cenots shs in the name of Mumtaz were obviously
u_"" 1o bury the two Shiviings (one each in the basement and
i- m“#:ﬂ' floar respectively). That indicates either that Mumtsz
all burisd in the Ta Mahal or that her corpse in the basement
ounotaph hh“dmh&l?ﬁﬂgi But gven the basement

never T - Therefore Mumtaz's body could
h""h-ih‘“mlnthumm;_ pjys

CHAPTER X1x

( THE ANCIENT HINDU TA;

EDIFICE IS INTACT

THOSE NOT able to get rid of the traditionsl notion of Shabjaban’s
spﬂnﬂﬂmhip af the Taj Mahal nre prone Lo angue, even after veuding
the foregoing evidence, that Shahjahan may have taken aver n ready
Hindu temple palace but he must have completely demolished it
and erected & tomb. This is not true. The Tauj Mahal W e
it today is the ancient Hindu temple palace except for four superficial
changes made in it by Shahjahan. The first allerstion hn-h
was Lo dig the basement central chamber floor end 'ﬂ""h'ﬁ'l
Mumtaz, raise 8 cenotaph. The other lterstion wes in the central
ground floor chamber. Here two cenotaph-bumps were put up by
Shahjahan so that the Hindus may not reclaim the bullding. The
third alteration made by Shahjehan was to get Komnic lﬁﬁl
engraved on the walls of the Hindu ]ﬂluﬁl'ﬂimﬂhwii
made was to have many staircases, ventilators mnd ﬂll“"h
the basement and upper Noors sealed with sand, brick und lime. =

From the sbove, the reader may have noted thak ‘I“
did not make any structural change or alteration hEﬂrﬂ
Therefore, the reader and the visitar to the Taj Mabal showld vie¥:
it as nothing more or less than an ancient Hindu tempie:PEe
complex. By migtaking it to be 8 Muslim tomb,
tend to concentrate their attention &n I-hl.

to appreciate the building in all its vastness. AR

“The Tsj Mahal, when viewed a3 s temple-palace &

attention in the following manner 3 ;£ HI o e
edifice. This has at least four storgys by
in the marble floor ia a central chamber 84T “"‘“

The central chamber now haa two
Hindu m&m.mmdwm



The Ta) Mahal Is A Tem
168 Ple Palaey

forpet 10 §O sound the 10 chambers which surround the contry)
{oonotaph) chamber. Thus in the marble structure itselr, there
should be 1089 rooms in the basement, 11 on Lhe ground fog,
gnd 10 in the upper storey {i.a, the first floor) since the doma
risos high above the central chamber. Thus there should be in 4
1110 rooms in the three storeys of the marble palace. The fourg),
storey comprises of a single hall inside the hollow marble domg,
That makes it a grand palace suite and not 8 one-room lomb ay
many visitors imagine it to be in their hurry.

2 The second signiljc:rml festure of the Taj Maha) is the
two-storfed buildings on its right and left flanks. One of them
is now mistaken Lo be 8 mosque and the other is explained sway
g5 & superfluous counterpart. These two were edifices for the guards
and for guests and religious caremonies.

4. Around the marble edifice is 8 huge redstone paved courtyard,
Under it is & huge basement. containing scores of rooms. The public
should ask the Archasology Department to have the basement unsealed
&nd thrown open Lo the public. It is likely that the sealed rooms
contain some treasure as well as idols and other tell-tale clues
to the building’s Hindu origin. If & small fee is levied on visitors,

the callection will easily pay for the maintenance of the clesared
basement .

4. At the four corners of the plinth of the marble edifice are
four towers which when lighted up at night, used to set off the
bullding in &n enchanting frame. An inner spiral staircase leads
up to the Lop of each of the four towers. Visitors to the Taj Mahal
often vehemently essert that the four markle towers al the plinth
coméers ere definitely an lslamic concept. We wish Lo tell them
thst, far from being Islamic, those towers themselves are an
importent Hindu charscteristic. In support we quote a foolnole
tn page 152 of Keene's Handbook. It says : "'Cunningham writes
regurding this mauscleun (j e, Humayun tomb) that in this tomb
we first 966 Lowery attached Lo Lhe four angles of the main building.
Toey form an important innovation in the Mohammedan architecture
of Hf-‘jﬂhu'n Indin, which wag gradually improved and developed.
until it culminated in the gracefy) minars of the Taj Mahal.""

Tow sbove passage clearly sayw that the four pillars attached

e Anclent Hindu Toj Edifice In Tntas

to the comers of the Humayun womb, un
corner of the Ta) Mahal, are un-istamig iny :
they are of Hindu origin. This finds Whhu:nn
practice of rising four bansna SUMPS 03 Lowars gt the Hindy
Puja altar, and raising towers b the foue Orners

“'Ih'ﬂn‘
altar.

The footnote also highlights the Naw In the

scholars like Keene and Cunningham, Percy m'ﬂ':: of Weaters
While discussing the individual traits of the so-called ”“'F"ll l"
tombs they concede that they are all un-Tslsmic, Hindu truits, And
yet they blindly beliove that the whole building is of Muslim

Visitors to the Taj Mahal (in Agrs) and Bibi-ka-Makabars fin
Aurangabad) ond the Gol Gumbaz (in Bijapur) must realize that
they are all misappropriated Hindu buildings snd mist, (herefors,
jettison the tutored and wrongly implanted notion that the four
corner towers are an Islamic speciality. On the other hund L &
s Hindu speciality. In Pilani {a town in Rajasthan) tha plinth of
gvery public well has towers sk ita four comers. M
officials, teachers and professors of history, visilors ta monumsnts
and official guides thus seem to be Ignorant of the implication of
Cunningham ‘s observation, though they consider him an "suthority’-

5. Enclosing the marble edifice and the garden in ME l
redstone wall. As one faces the Taj Mahal, on the left hund se
in the redstone wall is a multistoreyed “ﬁlﬂhlll“.:;
every storey. The well used to house the paloce “ﬂﬂ. izt
its rooms. Thig arrangement came handy fﬂﬂw ﬂ-..:ﬂ: tiie
in the well if the enemy surprised the mp:ﬂ]:m mﬁi
the treasure used to remain secure in the o !
intruders who could not easily run Eway

the narrow confines of the well spiral.
6. Along the redstone wall on the far
marble edifice are long arched corridors:

7. As we face the marble Toj mahal froft "
entrance ::Mglﬁm-mmﬂimmﬂ :

wall is 3 huge quadrangle of FOOM3:
8. Outside the garden i@ & NVEE

el Ty
= !

with the tresure from
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the reception srea for rayal guesis arriving with huge retinues ng
military contingents. It is in this quadrangle thal the cavalry ang

infantry mcort pocompanying courtiers, princes and rulers yged
w line up to make way for the important personage Lo alight from

tﬂmﬂlrdmwibntnmﬁnggwdm entrance o procesd ig
the marble Taj temple palace.

g (Oulside the redstone wall are many annexes for nides,
mecretarios, princes and the ruler's near relations

i0. In the sastern side of the redstone wall along the river

are two huge towers containing scores of rooms in their many
storeys. Sewer water now-a-days swirls in eddies around one tower,

which is likely to damage its foundation in the long run

11. In the redstone quadrangle outside the garden are hundreds
af rooms snd stables for infantrymen and their attendants.

12. Around this palace complex are well built rows for shop
stalls which Tavernier has described as the Tasimacan.

CHAPTER XX

THE TAJ MAHAL
HAS HINDU DIMENSIONS

THE TAJ Mahal has temple-palace dimensions and stiributes.
ts numerous gateways have spiked doors. The entire building complex
encloses over & thousand rooms, a multistoreyed well and plessure

pavilions.

The majestic approach, flanked by arched redstone corridors,
to the Taj Mahal is typical of all Rajput, Hindu royal buildings.
Many such arched corridors gurround the Taj Mahal garden and
the outer quadrangle. Between them they enclose hundreds of rooms
used for housing the temple palace staff and also animals. Muslim
myths explain them away as Jilo-Khana or pleasure house with
the built-in absurdity that a monarch as cruel, miserly and
overbearing 85 Shahjahsn would ever condescend to erect luxury
rooms for all and sundry to make merry over the tomb at which
Shahjahan himself (we are told) wept bilterly day -in-and -day-oul
from 1630 to 1666. Such s majestic approach may still be seen
outside all ancient Hindu temples, palaces and townships in Rajasthan.

Behind the temple palace was & paved river bank known &8s
"“‘ghat''. A part of it still exists. Gateways of the Taj Mahal (now
barred) opening at the rear provided for the Hindu royalty to bathe
&l the river and go bosating.

Aﬂlﬂﬂgthenmnjbuﬂdingsinlhnmhhhﬂmﬂﬂ"#
of Nakkar Khanas (Drum Houses). Besides being entirely in the
Rajput style, ns st Chittor, Gw:liururﬁlmﬂ'-ﬂ"mm
ire further proof of the sutbor's thesi. Any kind of miusic &
strictly forbidden in Islamic religious places.
:Nmbounl-wn-pumadtuwm .
eparted souls. But in Hindu temples and palsces drum.
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o i indigpensatile appurtenance. Drums and shehnal muge used
o unbor in the dnwn, ERDOUNCE raoyal amvals and departyres

welonme guosts, proclaim festivals and rally the citizenry fop royal

p'q:-c'l.l.rl'II'UMS
We have already quoled the Encyelopaedis Britanafea to say™
that *‘outside Lhe enclosure st the south are ancillary buildings

guch B8 stables, oul-houses and guard quarters.”’

Tevernier has alsn said,™ *'The Tasimacan (Taj-i-Maean, j.¢,
g crown mansion) 18 a large bazar consisting of six large courts,
all surrounded with porticos under which there are chambers for

L]

ihe use of merchanls.

On top of all those buildings are huge terraces and galleries.
If visilors Lo the Taj Mahal reslise that it is a temple palace they
would no Jonger be content with having a hurried peep at the
centlaphs. They would then rightly want to amble along the corridors,
aver the terraces and inside the labyrinthine basement. Government
archesological officials, history teachers, studenls and lay visilors
need to be properly instructed to view and study the Taj Mahal
as § Hindu temple palace; only then will they be able Lo appreciate
its resl besuty and grandeur.

The locale of the Taj known as Jaisingpura and Khawaspura
encompassed numerous buildings. The area around the Taj teemed
with mulli-storeyed bulldings providing living accommeodation for
guards, army detachments, stewards, waiters, calerers, ushers and
other paraphernalia which waits on royally. There were, therefore,
in thsl sres ® barzsr, serals, guest houses, and roads connecting
all these. All those bulldings are mistaken Lo be mosques and tombs
from the time of Shahjahan’s annexalion. .

The dimensions of the Taj and its accoutremenls are those
of & wealthy temple palace, and nol of & sombre tomb. In HuPl_":'T"
of this we quote here at some length extracts from Maulvi Moinuddin®s
baok -

“In frank of the magnificent gate there is a spacious platform,

2115 N, in length and 86,75 R, in width.. The plot encom
_-—-_-'__-l

. P. ™8, Encyelopaedia Britannica, ibid,, Vol. 21.
5. Pp, 108-111, Travels in Indfs, ibid, Vol, 1.

Tha Ta) Mahal Has Hindu TRmemsions
m

by the four walls hlwhﬁmftm
= mnm

and 1000 ft. broad east and west, with
gq. yds. or 8 litthy more than 42 acres, T'h:lx :l-ml:tim'm

**The entrance Is 10.5 wide. The gate i
¥ M .
of eight different metals, and is studded with II:I'I’II'I:EIW

in. The nrea inside 9 an irregular
n oclagon with g lagring) 45
Here we want o point out thet the octagonal
traditional Hindu shape. The octagonal dﬁm:h;“;u: dran
stone powder in front of entrances to Hindu homes Hud!-:
in ancient times used to be of octagonal shape, P'W'.Ilﬂll'hﬂ
during the Deepawali festival are of an octagonal shape.
Special eight metal alloys were known Lo and manufsctursd
only by Hindu smiths #s is evident from the famous iron piller
in Delhi, the shaft lying in Dhar, and a number of other instances.

A tomb is open to fakirs and the poor all the 24 bours and,
therefore, needs no doors studded with nails. Only # temjle palace
or fort door has polished brass nails hammered in for stregthening
the entrance against possible intrusion.

The Maulvi further says :

**A flight of 17 steps takes one to the second storey. Going
up 17 steps higher, we reach the 3rd story containing four apartments,
The apartments communicate with one another by & gallery rusning
through. At the corners of this storey there are octagonal Foome,
each with four doorways and one entrance to the stujrense going
up.

Of the four staircases two go down Lo the first floor, the atber

two are closed (halfway throughl. B |
**Rooms #t the southwestern corner bave & “m
while in the northeastern roams the stairs mre inSEFEEE - y
A gallery affords communication between the dif h‘m '
Fﬂﬂ&ﬂgam:hmchludlmhlhlm o o
"'A flight of stairs consisting of 34 e uh".
top. Here there are four towers st “".ﬂl_ W
eight doorways, The lowers are crowned with epeEE R
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172 The Ta] Mahal Is A Templo Pulace

The Inst word “‘lalases’® above should be noted. This word
s roposted many times in Mauhd Moinuddin's description of the
Taj. The word i from Sanslkrit. 1L could never get into the Taj
promises, espocially in a Muslim narrative of the Toj unless it has
bown hovering in the Taj in pre-Muslim Hajput tradition. " 'Kalss"*
signifies a shining pinnacle usually of brass or gold. The repeated
use of the word “"kalas’" also proves Lhal the monumont is a
pre-Muslim templa paloce. The word ““kalas’" only occurs in
connection with towering and magnificent temples, palaces and such
plher Hindu monuments.

It must also be noted that the four octagonal cupolas nestling
ground the dome are of pure Rajpul shape. Those capping the four
torwers st the cormers of the Taj Mahal's open verandah are also
of an entirely Rajput design.

What about the dome, it may be asked 7 The presumplion Lhat
the dome is a Muslim invention is baseless To eall the dome a
Muslim creation amounts to linking it sumehow with Prophel
Mohammad ‘s birth, What possible connection could there be belween
the dome as an architectural design and the origin of Islam ?

In the case of the Taj Maha! we have already quoted emperor
Rabur, Shshjshan’s court chronicle - the Badshahnama - and the
gront English author, Havell Lo prove that the dome is & Hindu
constructional form

The Kaba, the curreut central shrine of Islam, itsell is nol
cappéd wilth a dome.

The Hindus alone have special names for cight directions namely
the North, South, Fast, West and Lhe other four in between them
designoted by the Sanskril names - Eeshanya, Agneya, Nuiritya
and Wayavys - 1 is those which octagona