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RAS MAINS - HISTORY - SIX SITE COMPARISON

Early Rajasthan evidence and sites
URfNeh ST 187 3R Wi

A bilingual comparison lesson with a separate 20 mark review. Use it after the archaeology method
lesson, which remains separately available.

ST 20 3R 1T Tfgd et T UTS | 38 STeRT STy YRIA<d i Ugld aTet UTS oh d1G Ug |

English lesson 1 - @& us 7 - English review 12 - fg&l svam& 13 - English answers 14 - f§& 3R 15 - Sources 16 - &id 17

Comparing prehistoric and early historic sites of Rajasthan

1 Read six sites through the same questions

A useful comparison does more than place six names in a list. Ask the same questions at each site:
which phase is being described, what survives, what activity the evidence helps explain, and what the
evidence does not establish. In this lesson, six sites form five study stops: Bagor; Kalibangan; Ahar and
Gilund together; Ganeshwar; and Bairat.

First recall two ideas from the preceding archaeology lesson.

+ Can a stone tool and a copper object from one site automatically be treated as contemporary? No.
Their layers and associations must be checked.

* Does a potsherd by itself identify an entire culture? No. Archaeologists compare recurring
combinations of material practices in context.

Now use those ideas to learn concrete site features. This is a selected introduction to the early-culture
and ancient-site strand of the RAS Mains history syllabus, not an exhaustive catalogue of Rajasthan’s
sites. Read the cards, cover them, reconstruct the comparison, and then try the questions. These study
steps are suggestions, not an official time limit.

2 Bagor microliths and ways of living

Setting and context: Bagor lies by the Kothari in the Mewar region. Its early phase provides an
important Mesolithic, microlith-rich context. The traditional Phase I bracket reproduced in later
research is approximately 5000-2800 BCE; it describes that phase, not the site’s entire occupation.

Two signature features: abundant small stone tools called microliths, with animal remains; and stone-
paved surfaces and stone arrangements associated with habitation.

Why they matter: tools, animal remains and habitation features together help reconstruct how people
used resources and occupied a place. This supplies a visible hunter-gatherer strand alongside the
agricultural and metalworking evidence encountered at other sites. The presence of habitation
features does not, on its own, establish uninterrupted year-round residence.

Remember the sequence: later Bagor phases include pottery and metal, followed by an iron-bearing
phase. Microliths can continue after other materials appear.

Main trap: “Bagor is Mesolithic” is useful shorthand only when its phase is clear. It does not make
every object or every occupation at Bagor Mesolithic. [Sources 11-13]
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3 Kalibangan an earlier field and a later planned settlement

Setting and context: Kalibangan is beside the Ghaggar in northern Rajasthan. Its excavated sequence
includes Early Harappan and Mature Harappan occupation. Keep these contexts separate.

Two signature features: an Early Harappan field with intersecting furrows; and fortified settlement
areas with organised streets in the Mature phase.

Why they matter: the furrows provide evidence of deliberate cultivation. The later layout helps
investigate coordination in settlement construction and use. Together, the site supports questions
about agriculture and settlement organisation, but the features do not all belong to one moment.

The broad Mature Harappan frame commonly used in NCERT is approximately 2600-1900 BCE. The ASI
site report gives its own approximate phase estimates, including about 2600-2000 BCE for its Mature
occupation. A civilisation-wide range and a particular site's estimated phase range need not be
identical.

Main trap: do not move the ploughed field into the Mature phase because the site is well known as
Harappan. The field discussed here is Early Harappan. [Sources 2-3]

4 Ahar and Gilund a shared region different evidence

Ahar

Setting and context: Ahar, beside the Ahar river near Udaipur, is a key site in southern Rajasthan’s
Ahar-Banas Chalcolithic context. A broad third-second-millennium BCE frame is useful here; individual
phases have their own estimates.

Two signature features: black-and-red pottery with white-painted decoration; and copper axes, sheet
and copper-related slag recorded in excavation.

Why they matter: the pottery and copper finds form a combination of material practices. Slag is waste
associated with metalworking processes; alongside finished objects, it helps investigate production
rather than only possession or use. Do not infer the scale or every stage of production from a brief find
list.

Main trap: a named regional pottery tradition does not make all its sites or phases identical. [Sources
4-5]

Gilund

Setting and context: Gilund also belongs to the Ahar-Banas context. The excavation-team paper
proposes a provisional sequence around 3000-1700 BCE. Its particular sealing deposit has a separate,
tentative date; neither should be silently substituted for the other.

Two signature features: large parallel mud-brick walls associated with a storage-building
interpretation; and more than 100 seal impressions found in a bin.

Why they matter: the combination helps investigate organised storage and the marking or handling
of commodities. A seal is the object used to make a mark; a sealing or seal impression is the mark left,
commonly in clay. An inscription is written text. These are different kinds of evidence.

Main trap: a seal impression does not automatically prove writing, a named ruler or a particular tax
system. The storage interpretation is supported by the archaeological context, while more specific
institutional claims need additional evidence. [Sources 6]
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Compare rather than rank

Both sites contribute to a regional Chalcolithic picture. The selected Ahar evidence foregrounds pottery
and copper working; the selected Gilund evidence foregrounds buildings, storage and sealings. These
differences help formulate a comparison. They do not prove that Ahar lacked storage or Gilund lacked
metalworking: a feature omitted from this short account is not evidence of its absence.

5 Ganeshwar follow the material sequence

Setting and context: Ganeshwar in northeastern Rajasthan is important for microlithic and copper-
bearing evidence. The ASI 1987-88 report describes three phases: first microliths and animal bones;
then pottery with copper; then abundant copper objects.

Two signature features: microliths and animal remains in the earlier reported phase; and later copper
forms including arrowheads, fish-hooks and spearheads. A follow-up season also recorded paved
floors and hut outlines, supplying habitation evidence alongside the objects.

Why they matter: the sequence shows changing material practices, rather than a timeless “copper
culture” present from the beginning. Stone tools and later materials need to be related to their phases.

Dating note: the report's approximate markers of 3800, 2800 and 2000 BCE were derived from
Jodhpura radiocarbon evidence and similarities between the pottery assemblages. They are not three
direct radiocarbon measurements from Ganeshwar. Learn the phase logic first; if citing those
estimates, identify the report and their comparative basis.

Main trap: do not turn the 1987-88 three-phase account into the complete history of the site. The
following season’s report also describes a later iron-working horizon. Its labels should not be
mechanically merged with the preceding season’s phase numbers. [Sources 7-8]

6 Bairat written evidence and Buddhist institutions

Setting and context: Bairat's Bijak-ki-Pahari provides an early historic contrast to the earlier sites. The
relevant context is Mauryan and Ashokan, broadly the third century BCE; this is not an exact
construction date for every surviving feature.

Two signature features: Ashokan inscriptions associated with Bairat; and an excavated circular stupa-
shrine with monastic cells at Bijak-ki-Pahari.

Why they matter: inscriptions add a written source to the material record, while the architectural
remains help investigate early Buddhist institutions. An answer can therefore connect two different
evidence types instead of relying on a single object.

Main trap: the connection with King Virat and the Pandavas is a tradition associated with the place. It
should not be presented as a narrative proved by excavating the Mauryan remains. Distinguishing the
sources does not require dismissing tradition; it requires stating what each kind of evidence
establishes. [Sources 9-10]
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7 Reconstruct the comparison and chronology

Cover the cards and rebuild this compact comparison from memory.

Site

Bagor

Kalibangan

Ahar

Gilund

Ganeshwar

Bairat

Context to name

Mesolithic Phase I,
followed by later phases

Early and Mature
Harappan, distinguished

Ahar-Banas Chalcolithic

Ahar-Banas Chalcolithic

Reported microlithic-to-
copper sequence, with
later occupation

Mauryan/Ashokan early
historic context

Approximate chronology aid

Two feature cues

Microliths and animal remains;
habitation surfaces

Earlier furrowed field; later fortified
layout and streets

White-painted black-and-red
pottery; copper axes and slag

Parallel-wall building; seal
impressions in a bin

Earlier stone tools; later varied
copper objects

Inscriptions; stupa-shrine and
monastic cells

Read each line as a context, not as one site causing the next.

Early Rajasthan

Main historical use

Resources and ways of
occupying a place

Cultivation and settlement
organisation

Regional material practices
and metalworking

Storage and marking or
handling commodities

Changes in technology and
material use

Written evidence and
Buddhist institutions

+ Bagor Phase I: traditionally about 5000-2800 BCE in the sequence reproduced by later research;

later occupation continues beyond it.

+ Kalibangan: the ASI report places its Early phase around 3000-2700 BCE and Mature phase around
2600-2000 BCE. NCERT's broader Mature Harappan frame is about 2600-1900 BCE.

* Ahar: broadly third-second millennia BCE for the Chalcolithic context. A later comparative table
reproduces Period I around 2580-1500 BCE or later; this is a report-based estimate, not a precise
date for every find.

* Gilund: the excavation-team paper proposes about 3000-1700 BCE provisionally; its sealing deposit
is tentatively late third/early second millennium BCE.

* Ganeshwar: the 1987-88 report's approximate phase markers are 3800, 2800 and 2000 BCE, based
on Jodhpura radiocarbon evidence and pottery similarities, not direct measurements from

Ganeshwar.

* Bairat: Mauryan/Ashokan, broadly third century BCE.

Use the aid: 3000 BCE is earlier than 2000 BCE. Two ranges can overlap without proving that the sites
belonged to one state or had direct contact. A context date, an occupation-phase estimate and the
date of a particular deposit answer different questions.

Original learning and practice | miferes sreaae 3fiR srama

4/17



ParikshaPDF | RAS Mains Early Rajasthan

8 Worked comparison Ahar and Gilund
Task: Compare Ahar and Gilund without merely listing finds.

1. Start with their shared Ahar-Banas Chalcolithic context.

2. Put specific evidence in parallel: Ahar's pottery and copper finds; Gilund's parallel-wall building and
sealings.

3. Explain the historical use of each set: material practices and metalworking; storage and commodity
handling.

4. Conclude with regional diversity, without claiming that an unmentioned feature was absent.
Illustrative 50-word answer: Ahar and Gilund share an Ahar-Banas Chalcolithic context. Ahar’s
painted black-and-red pottery and copper finds illuminate material practices and metalworking;

Gilund's parallel-wall building and sealings support investigation of storage and commodity handling.
The comparison reveals regional diversity, not proof that either site lacked the other’s activities.

Why it works: it uses common dimensions, gives specific evidence, and explains significance. “Both
sites are very important” would not supply those links.

9 Check recall then transfer

Try all checks before reading the key.

Check A name the site

. Kothari-side microlith-rich early phase and stone habitation arrangements.
. Early Harappan furrowed field, distinct from a later fortified settlement.
. White-painted black-and-red pottery with excavated copper axes and slag.

. More than 100 seal impressions from a bin in a parallel-wall building.

u A W N =

. A reported early microlithic phase followed by pottery and increasingly abundant copper forms in
northeastern Rajasthan.

6. Ashokan inscriptions together with a circular stupa-shrine and monastic cells.
Check B repair the phase errors

1. “Every occupation at Bagor is Mesolithic.”

2. "Kalibangan’s ploughed field is Mature Harappan.”

3. “The Bairat evidence in this lesson belongs to the Harappan context.”

4. "Ganeshwar was an abundant-copper settlement from its first reported phase.”
Check C evidence and dates

1. Why should the Ganeshwar estimates of 3800, 2800 and 2000 BCE not be labelled three direct
radiocarbon dates from the site?

2. Does Gilund’s sealing deposit establish a written tax register? Give the specific reason.

Check D independent 50 word answer 5 marks

Compare Bagor and Ganeshwar through their microlithic and later material evidence. Avoid assigning
the whole history of either site to one phase.

Explained key

A: 1 Bagor; 2 Kalibangan; 3 Ahar; 4 Gilund; 5 Ganeshwar; 6 Bairat. Each match uses a combination of
setting, phase and features. A generic clue such as “stone tool” or “pottery” alone may fit many sites.
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B: 1 Bagor has later pottery/metal and iron-bearing phases; microliths may continue. 2 The field is
Early Harappan; keep the later layout separate. 3 The cited Bairat evidence is Mauryan/Ashokan and
early historic. 4 The 1987-88 Ganeshwar report begins with microliths and bones; copper appears in
later phases.

C1: those estimates use Jodhpura radiocarbon evidence and similarities between the pottery
assemblages. The basis is indirect; cite the report and method. C2: a seal impression is not
automatically writing, and a storage-related context does not identify a specific tax institution. The
positive conclusion is that the deposit helps investigate marking, handling and storage.

D illustrative answer: Bagor's early phase has abundant microliths and animal remains, helping
reconstruct hunter-gatherer activity. Ganeshwar’s reported sequence also begins with microliths but
later adds pottery and abundant copper tools. Phase comparison reveals changing material practices;
neither entire site is exclusively Stone Age, and direct descent is not established.

D rubric: Bagor evidence and significance 2; Ganeshwar sequence and significance 2; phase-aware
comparative conclusion 1. Credit equivalent supported wording. Do not award a chronology claim
merely because it repeats a number.

Quick reference

* Bagor: early microliths, animal remains and habitation; later phases also exist.
* Kalibangan: Early Harappan field; Mature settlement layout. Keep the phases separate.
* Ahar: white-painted black-and-red pottery; copper axes and slag.

* Gilund: parallel-wall building, storage interpretation and seal impressions. Impression is not the
same as inscription.

* Ganeshwar: reported microlithic = pottery/copper = abundant-copper sequence; later occupation
also known. Old phase dates are comparative, not direct Ganeshwar C14 measurements.

* Bairat: Mauryan/Ashokan inscriptions and Buddhist architecture; tradition and archaeological
evidence are different source types.

« Compare context — feature — significance - one limit. Shared material culture does not mean
identical sites.

* Earlier BCE dates have larger numbers. Overlapping ranges do not prove direct descent or political
unity.
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T IEI-Use i Sifd # g1k & | g1 & fafaerdr i@t 8, gor e ot nfafafdat s srvra T8

SR Ut T @: 3H T I, fafe d1eg 3R Aea 98 8| chadl “alHl el Sgd Ag<ayul & e § A HeY
el T |

9 Ugel WIRUT Sild fthe 14T TANT R
IWR-Uehd & T ugt T+ft Sird e
S & I Ugda=

1. PISRY o feh-TR TEUTNTOT IUGHRUT T TG STRIVeh SaRAT 3R TR o - o= |
2. URIY% §SWT & §A-3ET dTel W, F1G chl URhIc dTell Il I STl

3. gthe AT sre-aTet 7gie & 919 I@fid did i Hegiisdr R argHe |

4, GHMIER aRT aret 99 & I8 | 100 & 31fereh ggeord|

5. IR-Yd o= H Rl &t RN argursmor sreree, foR Jgis ok agdt am-axqul
6. 31RMeh & A, TUIR JATHR IJUTHT-TIA 3R [AgR-Re|
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Sirg @ 3w hi Tefaar gur

1. “STTR T g2 ST HeUTNT0T §1”

2. “SRTCHSTT ST SIdT Wd URued gSwT & & 1"

3. “ZY UTS o SRI&-T1eT g1 4&H &1 81"
4. "TTOIR Ugel! &of e § 8l agel dr-a<g 3 chl sl 11"
Sitg 1 |1ed R fafaat
1. IR & 3800, 2800 3R 2000 39T Gd & SAT! el RIS I oI Taer Feaienre fafdai et gt g
1eq?
2. 1 fiicjz o1 geeeu-sre fafed x-S wnfia sear 82 fafe eror &)
Sirg O e 50 AL IR 5 3ich
STEUTYTOT 3R ST& ehl |IHYUT ch 18aT § TNTR TUT TTUIYR chl JeiT ehe | fehdil et ol GR1 SfdeTd Geh ol e # 9
= |
T |fgd 3wR Hahd
@: 1 SNIR; 2 ShieiienTr, 3 3M8S; 4 fie(g; 5 ToisR; 6 15| &= e uRasr, s/ ok fasivarstt & daed
STYTRA | hael “UeeR T SfSIR” AT “HZIS" S FH Hohd ohs Tl R A Tehd g

@: 1 IR H 918 i Jgie/Urg iR cig-3rawATy §; AU IUHUT T Y g Uehd g | 2 ©d URIHGh gSWT 1 §;
TG T S-S ST G | 3 IfeeT AT SRT6-T18d HIX/31RMeh T TR Cfagiie deef g1 4 ToutsR &t 1987-88
R TuTSToT IuehRuT SR SIfEAT & [ gl &; diaT J1G hl SrawTai 7 T 8|

M1 SIA SYYRT & A STThre d18g 3R Jgis-THg! hl GHFAT R SMUTRA 1 $TUR e §; Ruld ok fafa
AT | 7T2: TETSIY 37UA-3TT o1 el g 3R HeRuT-Ge foheht AfYd owx-ear i ugar g1 dedl| IhRIHS
fsent g @ foh STHTT Uga-81U, UseH duT SR Y S # 9810 gl

o HehdTeHeh IAX: TFTR chl STRIHch ATEAT h AYUTSTOT IURUT 3R U[-3aY ARR-@rer €U T # 9gieh
&1 TorR a1 RUIfET sh Hft ATGUTITOT & S[E Bl Hogie dUT Sg dTH-HISTR SHSdl &1 ST i o saerd
W agR fardh §; 1 o1 O 3fAeT dhaet UTNTUTeRTS g, 7 Ucget derehd Rig 81

o 3ieh-fauTeT=: SR &1 A1ed 3R Hg<d 2; OISR 1 shA SR Hewd 2; ATEITSHT R STUTRA Jer-Tceh fAshy 11
T ®Y & GART 31 A5 WK | hael his AT Qg H FIeishH o 37eh = &

@R gRIg
* INTR: STRfNR AYUTHTOT IUHUT, U-3TAAY R IT; d1E hl ATy ot &1
« THTAIST; UTRfNeh SWT ohl Wd; URUG ST chl S 1-TISTHT1 &1 37T 3G |
* 37TES: The AR -t Jgis; did hl Feglsar 3R grgH |
« fIcfE: AR SR} aTel Wad, HSRUT i arReT 3R HgieTd | HgIsTd Sl u4-310 3ifdea 7 7 |
« MOIR: RUTE 1 AGUTSTON — Hgie/dlaT — Fgel dlell $hH; TG ehT TaTd | AT ¢ 1 GRI SHaRAT-ahlel JelTeh 8,
OISR & Uaer 9114 |19 a1
« RTG: HIRA/312Meh o SifHeRg 3R dieg RITI; TRURT JAT PRIdT<aIeh T18d el HId-ThR &
o oA Fa - fAvar » Ag<d — Y 11 Fren Hifde TEpfa 9 =e T S T8l gt Sd |
« 391 gd J 931 I=AT Uget ohl T Fdldt g | THI hicl-YIAT &l IAhH TT IST-1cdeh YehdT ol [Rieg el |
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Early Rajasthan 20 Mark Comparison Review

Answer all three questions in either English or Hindi. Questions 1-2 carry 5 marks each, maximum 50
words per answer; question 3 carries 10 marks, maximum 150 words. Total 20 marks. Suggested
practice: 25 minutes, then self-assessment. The word-limit formats follow the RPSC 9 January 2026
scheme; the total marks and suggested time of this original review are teaching choices. This is not an
official paper. Try the questions before reading the models. Supported alternatives can earn credit;
doing both languages does not double the marks.

Use these lines for brief planning. Write full answers on separate paper. Both language versions of all three review
questions come before the review answers.

Question 1
5 marks - 50 words maximum

Identify one characteristic copper-related find from Ahar and one from Ganeshwar. Explain what these
finds contribute to the study of early Rajasthan.

Planning notes

Question 2
5 marks - 50 words maximum

Explain Bairat’s importance as an early historic site using two types of evidence. Distinguish this
evidence from the Virat-Pandava tradition.

Planning notes

Question 3
10 marks - 150 words maximum

Compare Kalibangan and Gilund as sources for understanding settlement organisation and economic
activity in early Rajasthan. Use phase-specific features and explain one limit of the comparison.

Planning notes

Original learning and practice | miferes sreaae 3fiR srama 12/17
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RN IS 20 3ihIT geiTereh 31

forelt wep ruT, f8<) ar Sivsht, & dT U & s 1-2 Udeh 5 3fch o &, 82 3<% 3if¥ehad 50 <reai 7; U1 3 10
3feh g, IR AfAhdH 150 2real H &1 el 20 3ich | 373479 o foly Faman gog 25 fA9e 8; 39 J1e Wik e
RTeg-THT 3 TR SIRUYTGE &Y 9 Sast 2026 AT & fog g §; 39 #Hiferss S1vard & et Sich SR eimam a9y
fRreror & forw a9 fohu U €1 Tg SnfdrerTiRes U F81 81 Bisd e I Uge! U e | gafefa o IR off feh o1
Gohd &, a1 VTS H et § 3ich aN[A gl gid |

g tfeerat # Sfered TuEm s91¢ 1 QR ITR ST ShiTol UR ford | AT S1ame-Usii o ST HTWT-TReh0T 39T oh I9-1 9 Ugdt oy
gl

a1

5 3ich - 50 g 3Tfehdd

TS SR MUIR & dld & Yald Tep-Ueh U@ @ISl Jd184 | WE hITSIT foh & @isl URfYe IS & 37ea+ | ol
e &t 81

IR I FR@T

gl 2
5 3ih - 50 g 3ffeAehdd

3l UhR & 18T & YR R URMAH Bfag&e @ & U & SIS &l Agwd W HIfSU| 7 gredl & forre-uisg
TRURT 9§ 31T hifSry|

IR Y FR@T

s 3

10 3feh - 150 <Teg SHferehad

URfNeh ISR H F&dT & Gi1aA 3R anfdfe nfafaferat ot gwgm & |idl & U # sreftet iR fie(g 6 g
HISg| Hefdd sraearstt &t faivarsit a1 Iuah SISy $iR o 6t gar iar Te Sifsig|

IR i FURET
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Illustrative answers and self assessment

Question 1 Back to question

Ahar’s copper slag helps investigate metalworking; Ganeshwar’s copper arrowheads illustrate copper-
tool technology in later reported contexts. Read with pottery, layers and other finds, they illuminate
regional technologies and activities. Neither find alone identifies an entire culture or proves direct
supply between the sites.

Marking criteria: Ahar find and relevant significance 2; Ganeshwar find and relevant significance 2; Clear
comparative synthesis 1.

Feedback: Credit other specifically supported copper finds, such as an Ahar copper axe or a Ganeshwar fish-
hook, with an appropriate explanation. A finished object does not by itself locate every stage of its manufacture.
Do not infer a direct trade route merely because both sites contain copper.

Source locations: 4, 7, 8

Question 2 Back to question

Bairat's Ashokan inscriptions and excavated circular stupa-shrine with monastic cells provide a
Mauryan, early historic context. Written and architectural evidence together illuminate communication
and Buddhist institutions. The Virat-Pandava association is a tradition; these Mauryan remains do not
establish that narrative as an archaeological fact.

Marking criteria: Correct Mauryan or Ashokan context 1; Two supported evidence types 2; Linked historical
significance 1; Separates tradition from established archaeological evidence 1.

Feedback: An exact construction year is not needed and is not supplied by the site description. Distinguishing
tradition from excavation does not require making a broader claim about every part of the tradition.

Source locations: 9, 10

Question 3 Back to question

Kalibangan has an Early and Mature Harappan sequence; Gilund provides an Ahar-Banas Chalcolithic
context. Kalibangan'’s intersecting field furrows are Early Harappan evidence of cultivation, whereas its
later fortified areas and organised streets illuminate settlement coordination. At Gilund, parallel mud-
brick walls and a bin containing over 100 seal impressions support investigation of storage and
commodity handling. Both sites therefore inform economic activity and organised use of space, but
through partly different evidence. Compare cultivation with storage, and settlement layout with
building functions, rather than treating the find lists as interchangeable. Broad chronological overlap
does not make Gilund a Harappan colony or prove direct descent. A key limit is that storage or
handling inferred from sealings and buildings does not identify a particular tax system. Positive
conclusions should remain tied to the excavated feature and phase.

Marking criteria: Correct contexts and phase distinction 2; Accurate Kalibangan evidence linked to the question
2; Accurate Gilund evidence linked to the question 2; Direct comparison and historical significance 3; One relevant
evidential limit 1.

Feedback: Credit a supported comparison organised by common dimensions. Listing correct finds without
explaining the comparison does not earn all three synthesis marks. Keep the Kalibangan field Early Harappan,
and distinguish a proposed storage function from a known tax institution.

Source locations: 2, 3, 6
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A1 ssrwma®

3TES I dis ¥ JST YTJHA YT i S H TgHIh &; TR & dTH-ST0TT G chl STTLATSAT I dTH-dch-ich <h
1&g g | Jogisl, WRdl 3R 3=y @il & A1y & & deheiten qot mfafafear argd €1 srehefl @iet gt T¥pfa a1 el
% d19 uger Sgfd Ricg T8l dedl

3ich &7 & ATIES: 371ES hl WieT 3R UTHies Ag<a 2; MUIR i @isl 3R Uil Ag=a 2; TE JeiTeidh ARy 1.
ufaferar: IRT sare & a1y o= iy, gafda am-Elst off @R, S8 311gs &l dis &l FHegle! aT TR I 7Sl
UehgH ol chicT| R &g 3ichel FAATUT & 8= TRUT T WITH g1 JdTd! | &HT Rl WR dial fAe & ueet sarur-Anf 7 e |

FdFUSARIA: 4, 7, 8

UH 2 suvwar

RTS & M- Herg 3R fAgR-ell afgd Ixafd gaTehR UG IUTHHT-RI HidehTel= URfHe Sfagfe
eof ¢d 81 forfaa quT T grey 9uR SR dig II¢ IHETd ¢ | faRie-uisa Jee tRuxT §; 3 7 o1aRiy 39
YT ! IRGT-[Ag T T8l I |

3ieh 37 & ATFES: et 71T a1 3120 o Teof 1; 3 gufdfa aea-ueR 2; Heag Ufaeiie ag<a 1; W ik wu1fud
QRIATeh H18Y el e 1.

ufaferar: fFafor &1 Tdte adf SRt 81 3R WA-fAarur a8 Fai dT| URURT hl IGFT § 37T e & fell URURT & §R T
TR &TYh GIaT ST SRe<] Aol |

FIFUSARIE: 9, 10

UM 3 uymwad

HTcteT H R ofk uRuda ggwn o §; ficlg STeg-a- arauTyToT Teef &aT &1 ShTelieT dhi tREUR shred! §d-
RV URfAh gowr i Gt o1 q1ed §, STafh 1¢ o URehle aTet VT 3R Hafld gsdh s&t-gq-<ag IHeid & |
fiicie # et e Y FAMTAR QarR duT IS # 100 I 3ifdes Hexord HeRuT 3R gEg-Ude hi Siia H 98 ¢
QT wre arfefen Tfafafer ofk wire & Tifdd IudT dl THETd 8, Afch o ST F1edl ¥ @iS-Jfoa! IRER dec
o TSI QT I HIRUT T 3R S-S Bl TR & JolT e | ST hlelshd H TA 99 g4 9 ficig geun
IUTAART AT ITehT TT&T ITRIABRT Rieg 76! gidTI Yeh T I8 & foh a3k ggeamal & srganfa visror fonddt
fAfYd wR-gaear Y uga™ T8l HedT| GhRIHS ey Iafa fasivar ek srawen & 92 @

3ieh 3 & AFEE: TE Uoof ofiR srawermali et 9% 2; U @ FET Ue! dleiiaT-a1ed 2; UM 4 g1 el fcs-aney 2; uxue
o1 3R BfcgTi¥ies Ag<a 3; Tred <l Gen UTEfiies T 1.

ufaferar: ga STl R 2aafeyd, 9afdid o ot sich &1 g1 FAETY foqT Fgt @ist A & fsesd & QR ofiH siek 78
fAeTa | TefiaTTT ol Wd TR g3 T W 3R TRATAd HSRUT-BRI & ATd He-TRAT F 3T e

FdhUsI R 2, 3, 6
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Sources and precise reading locations

Official sources establish the syllabus scope; excavation reports and primary studies support the site details. The
explanations, comparison and practice in this lesson are original learning material. No source scans or excavation
figures are reproduced.

1. RPSC, RAS Mains Scheme and Syllabus, 9 January 2026 — printed p. 2; PDF p. 2

Open PDF pages: 2

2. NCERT, Themes in Indian History I, Theme 1: Bricks, Beads and Bones, reprint 2026-27 — printed p. 1; PDF p. 1;
printed p. 3; PDF p. 3

Open PDF pages: 1, 3

3. B. B. Lal and colleagues, Excavations at Kalibangan: The Harappans (1960-69), Part I, Memoirs of ASI 110, 2015 —
printed p. 1; PDF p. 23; printed p. 3-4; PDF p. 25-26

Open PDF pages: 23, 25-26

4. Archaeological Survey of India, Indian Archaeology 1961-62 — A Review, 863 Excavation at Ahar — printed p. 45;
PDF p. 53; printed p. 50; PDF p. 58
Open PDF pages: 53, 58

5. Vasant Shinde, Gregory L. Possehl and Shweta Sinha Deshpande, The Ceramic Assemblage in Proto-historic
Mewar (Rajasthan) with Special Reference to Gilund and Balathal, Puratattva 32 (2001-02), pp. 5-24 — printed p. 5;
PDF p. 19; printed p. 7; PDF p. 21

Open PDF pages: 19, 21

6. Vasant Shinde, Gregory L. Possehl and Marta E. Ameri, Excavations at Gilund 2001-2003: The Seal Impressions
and Other Finds, in South Asian Archaeology 2003, pp. 159-169; DAI digital edition 2022 — printed p. 161; PDF p. 4;
printed p. 163; PDF p. 6; printed p. 165; PDF p. 8; printed p. 167; PDF p. 10

Open PDF pages: 4, 6, 8, 10

7. Archaeological Survey of India, Indian Archaeology 1987-88 — A Review, 880 Excavation at Ganeshwar — printed
p. 101-102; PDF p. 109-110

Open PDF pages: 109-110

8. Archaeological Survey of India, Indian Archaeology 1988-89 — A Review, §73 Galvashram, Ganeshwar — printed
p. 76-78; PDF p. 83-85

Open PDF pages: 83-85

9. Rajasthan Foundation, Jaipur district booklet, Bairat Excavated Site — PDF p. 73-74

Open PDF pages: 73-74

10. NCERT, Themes in Indian History I, Theme 2: Kings, Farmers and Towns, reprint 2026-27 — printed p. 32; PDF p.
5; printed p. 33; PDF p. 6

Open PDF pages: 5, 6

11. V. N. Misra, Evidence for a New Chalcolithic Culture in South Rajasthan, in S. B. Deo and M. K. Dhavalikar (eds),
Studies in Indian Archaeology: Professor H. D. Sankalia Felicitation Volume, Indian Antiquary Third Series IV, 1970,
pp. 85-95 — printed pp. 85-95; PDF pp. 128-140

Open PDF pages: 128-140

12. Archaeological Survey of India, Indian Archaeology 1968-69 — A Review, §56 Bagor — printed p. 26-28; PDF p.
34-36

Open PDF pages: 34-36

13. Teresa P. Raczek, Mobility, Economic Strategies, and Social Networks: Investigating Movement in the Mewar

Plain of Rajasthan, Asian Perspectives 50(1-2), pp. 24-52, DOI 10.1353/asi.2011.0008 — printed p. 29-30; printed p.
52

Author’s openly available copy for source 13.
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