


THE
KASHILSANSKRIT-SERIES

( HARIDAS SA¥SKRIT GRANTHAMALA )

61

( Alapkara S'stra Section No. 2.)

KAVYALANKARA
of
SNADANG
Fdited T'T"z'![? Tntreduction ete.
By
Gatah Natk Sjarmé.jﬂ.gg ~Sahityopadhygaya,
and,

Baldeva U?;&hgéga. I . Sahitya S;str},
PROFESSORS, BENARES HINDU UNIVERSITY.
WITH A FOREWORD
By
“Brincipal F. B. Dhreve, JT. H0ub b B
Prn-Vies-Chancellor, Benares Hindu University.
e SR
PRINTED, PUBLISHED § SOLD BY
Fai HArishna Das Hari Das Qupta
. The Chowkhamba Sanskrit Series Office,
Vidva Vilas Press, North of Gopal Mandir, Benares City.

1928,
Regvstered Adccording to Avt XX V01867,
(A¥ Rivkts Reserved,)



JAI KRISHNADAS-HARIDAS GUPTA,
The Chowkhamba Sauskrit Series Office,

VIDYA VILAS PRESS,
North of Gropal Mandir,
B 5 CITY,

Printed by Jai Krishun Dus tupla
nt the Vidye Vilag Press, Brnares,

Agents:
Luzae § cu, Booksellers,
LO¥DON,

(tto Harrassowits, Leipzig:
GERMANY,

The Oriental Book-sepplying Agenty,
POONA,




IRgaET AT TR A1 =T-

FTR T EEHTH (LS e AT

&3

FSFITITBSAH(R)EATTISTH |

[} 3L e

g

siqrRrEEe fRNT

Pl

TR
qftea TFHAIG AEAT TH. 9. FIREEITSATT
a9y ‘
yfted 9929 ST UW. . @iEeqareh

TEATT AR WHFTTA

L o
HFH AT EEIRE R dMeEEan
Y
AT NECI T

(e mgwass g

- SRR —

FAAF GG T —
Stgwr G559 HES AiiEE, A i,
MY % SAUETS, T faH |

A4
YIWETINET S EERT: FER3A @ |



% THIL BT §T ACEH I BITE T I ST THRT HY 5 i’rara 1
g1 dig £ Wmﬁwi'? e Eﬁﬁfﬁ e w1 qJF—

STFEIA-TRIE I,
SIS ST,

famiaeg b, AEEEE 99,
YAV f%:z'i i




CONTENTS

FOREWORD 1—8

INTRODUCTION 1-71

ol SRS 9=¢

EN'Q'W: | 7=

TEXT —98%

qﬁﬁw L4 =90
PR =15
w3 e

/

INDEX 1—2,






FOREWORD

I bave much pleasure in contributing a briel
Foreword to this edition of Bhamahalankira which
my young colleagnes-Pandit Batuknath S'arma and
Pandit Baldeva Upadhyaya~have prepared for the Kashi
Sanskrit Series, As 18 well-known this work was
first published many years ago as an appendix in Mr.
K.P.Trivedi's edition of the Pratiparudra-Yasobhiisana
in the Bombay Banskrit Series. But considering
its iuteresting contents and the place of Bhamaha
in the history of Indian Poetics, it was rather sbrange
that no Indian scholar or publisher should have thonght
of bringing it out, until now, as a separate volume,

The editora of this new publication have fitted up.
the text with an exhaustive Introduction, in which
they have reviewed all the existing literature rela-
ting to the religion, date and works of Bhamaha, The
controversies, .which arose almost immediately after
the publication of Mr. Trivedi’s Appendix, - were soon
lost in the din of the battle which raged fiercely round
the ** Playe of Bhasa . But since the latter has now
subsided, .at least for the time being, the Bhimaha
problems have a chance of being taken up again and
earried nearer the solution if possible.

WAR BHAM.AHA, A BUDDHIST 1

It may readily be admitted that the word &g
occurring in the mangalicharapa of Kavyilamkira
may mean “Sliva” as the word is one of the
gyappyms of the god according to Amarakoda,
Mpgeoyer, if the source of Amgra’s statement be



( 2)

investigated, it will probably be found in the
religio—philusophical system in which the Omuiscient
Gt of the Nyayadarfana was identified with the
S'iva of Saiva Agama. Nevertheless, it may be per-
tinent to inquire whether the word'is used, in any of
the mafigalicharagas which we know of, ina sense
other than that of Jina or Buddha, which, too, are
recognised senses of the word. The argument, based ob the
churacter of Bhimaha's illustrations which is advanced
by Mr. Kane and some others and is endorsed by the
present elditors, does not earry convietion, for a similar
uge of Brabmanical literatnre is made by Hemachandri
in his Kavyanusdsana despite the author leinga re-
doubtable Jaina The single consideration which app‘éarﬂ
to weizh most and militate strongly agaivst Bhimaha
being supposed to be a Buddhist is the manner in
which he criticises the doctrineof Apoha, This doctrine
is, no doubt, Buddhistie, But is it an essential part of
Buddhism ? At most, its rejection would only show-
in view of Bhimaha's obeisance to Buddha in the
mangalicharapa-that he was ap incomplete Buddhist
who did not care for this particular tenet of Buddhi-
stic logie. Ae » matter of fact, however, Apohavada
was 5 special theory of the sohool of Digndgd
which, as noted by Prof, Stcherbatsky, was not ac-
cepted by the Madhyamikas (Bee Stcherbatsky’s foot-
note on pp 155-56 of his translation of Candrakirti's
Madhyamikavrtti * given in hix valusble monograph on
# The Conception of Buddhist Nirvins” ). The ground
being thus oleared forregarding Bhimaha as o« Buddhist,
the view suggested by the reference to * Savvajfia’”
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in the mangalicharana may be corroborated by
the fact that the only definitions of Pratyaksa cited
by Bhamaha, Kavyilarhkira Ch,V, are those whieh
are indisputably Buddhistic. viz, those formulated by
Vesubaudhu and Dignaga, I do not vefer to the
natare of Infercnce and the classification of Fallacies
mentioned iu chob chapter as evidence pointing to the
same direction, as it is still & matter of controversy
among scholars whether this contribution fo Logic is
exclusively Buddhistic. Personally T think it is nof,
but the problem is too difficult to be solved or even
attempted in the short space of a Foreword, But it is
impusstble to overlook the fact the pramanas are
stated br Bhawmaha to be two-Pratyaksa and Anumana
vnlr—which is partienlarly in conformity with the
viaw of Buddhist Jogicians, T& may be areued on the
other harul that the doctrive, although long known and
recognised as Buddhistic, was held at one time by the
Vaigesikas also. But it should be noted that this
was no longer gn after Buddhism came info sharp con-
tlict with Brahmanism, that is, in the centuries which
followed the downfull of the Asckan Empire, and
especially during the period to which Bhamaha could
possibly be assigned, Moreover, if, as Stcherbatsky
now holds, Pragastapade is to be placed before Dig-
niga and ecousequently befors Bhamaha, it becomes
ineredible  that the doctrine of two prawinss
accepted by Bhamaha should be-a Vaidesika doctrine,
Pyadastapada having developed the system already into
ope of four praminas. To me the whble of the logio
eoptained in. éhapter V seems to have been ﬁgxag“t_lly
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what it professes to be, namely ‘gemgemteagy that
i, 5 work ‘condensed and collected” from some regular

wark nr works on Logie, which judging from the form
and the eontents appear to ba those of Digniga,
S'ankavasvEmin or Dharmakirti,

The question of the date of Bhamaha bristles with
problems ton pumeroms and iutricate to be dizenssed
satisfactorily in the short space of & Foreword, A fow
observatinus on s of them  way, however, he
attampted :

Let us takethe question f the relative chronotogy of
BHAMAHA AND KALIDASA—

We resd in the Meghadita of Kaiidasa .(—

greai-afesneal aftem: § Aw
ATl % Tgwoh ST e |
AT, gaRed aar
wmEl f AsfrsrqrEaaraRg |
and in Bhimaha’s Kavyalaikira :—
w7 AFgraTetaT: ote
This raises the interesting preblem of the prierty or
posteriority of Bhimaha to Kalidasa, After reprodu-
eing the argaments of those who place Kalidasa before
Bhamaha and of those who do viee versa, the editors
conclude with the remark : “ Taking the arguments
from hoth sides inte consideration we may confess
that mueh can be said on both sides and that nothing
is really settled, ” If I may express wmy opinion on
the point, I may say that I have not the feast doubt
that Kalidisa preceded Bhfimaba, To the unromantie
mind of the latter, the Dutakavyss sppear at firat
‘ggfwam, that is, irrational, but he sonn remembers



Kalidasa’s line :—
AT IRTOE, BERE qar ote,

and consequently modifies his sweeping objection
by the remark :—

gfy SheFozar ATLFAT I W19 |
Fqr w9g qFag gaafn agead

Here g srtengadnecc, is a distinet recollection of e}
mgFaTgeto, and Kalidisa is evideutly one of the “gitaa:”
reforred to in the observution *grag gagif: agsaay.

BHAMAHA AND DAKDIN——

This guestion has been adequately discussed by
Mr. Kane in his History of Alamkara Literature
prefixed to his edition of the Sshityadarpana.
Therein after fully setting forth and examining the
argaments of the two parties, he concludes as follows.
“Whoever may he earlier both are very near each
other and are to be placed between 500 and 630 A, C.
If, however, i{ be said that from the materials ecllected .
above one must be held to be borrowing from or
eriticising the other, then I would declars myself in
favour of Dandin’s priority over Bhamaha, I hold that
the reasons assigned for Dapdin’s priority are more
weighty (though not deeisive ) than those assigned
for Bhamaha's priority.,” But the majority of the
scholars who have writben upon this subject hold the
opposite view, and personally T share with the editors
the opinion of those who place Bhamaha before Dandin,
In Ch. 'V of his work Bhamaha thus justifies the place
of I in poetry and poeties :

TIFEEATEA grEAcyegEs |
sqAEEAas: feafa &g w0
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On the other hand, Dapdin says:~~ " -
uﬁar%awmrﬁfﬁ‘ﬁn mmfé\”"r R
fa=rmo: w5 swetAEed B wem

Mr, Kane refuses o believe that the Tntber xé
intendzd as a driticism of the fOf"ﬂ]EP, fir he sey s, 141
mars thia doabifal whether, #f D- .n&m Hed the 1“]1(1]3
of the Fth Parviceheds of Bhamahe before him and was
in a fighting mood, he would have let off- Bhaimaha
with zach a mild and stave remari: * BaEiaw fw e |
Ido not see why Dagdin should befin a fighting moed’,
when he could analyse the met.phor of hi uppobent
and show that it did not support his case ! Cover your
P> which s abaird mut with as mech c&- a3 you
can, it will still cut your mouth, says Dandin in reply
to Bhimaha, Is e ever ssid to he ‘mrsfie +
Doss nob this uwusaal word-unusual in its uss with
‘femrr~seem to have been taken from Bhamaha ¢ Does
@ mot, moreover, clearly imply & matanhor of ‘w9
If s0, whut could Dandin have possibly had in his mind
except the line of Bhimaha-"rameienas: fvalfm =g
Hwq? ! To me Dandin’s line appears to have made a
croshing reply to Bhimaha,

BHAMAHA AND DHARMAKIRTI :—

Lastly, Dr, Jucobl holds thut Bhitaha is po%aw@ﬁr“

7 Dharmakirti, the former havine borrowed certzin
porival defiuitions aud expresers dn bl Y, of Dis
Kavyalarikara from the Iutter. Against this the
elitors are right in urping that the veference
to Brenfeg in the Freafiegat maw, ( Kavyilamkam
<h. V, IT ) does not prove Jacobis case, since the
ductrine of fesrise can be traced to Digniga and
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was probably oider, I have discussed the whole pro-
blem of the relation of Buddhist wilth the Brilunana
Nviya in the Introduction to my edition of the “Nyaya-
praveda” which is now in the press, and consequently
refrain here from a detailed examination of this parti-
cular question. However, there are three other par-
allels which cannot be explained away quite so easily :
one is “sFrAREAT I A (AT ) | HECTATRIFG T
aqh (k& in Kavyalamkara, corresponding to similar
stntements in the Nyiyabindu, No doubt the doctrines
of T( wEMEy @ and FEEgEFEY did not ori-
ginate with Dharmakirti But have they been put forth
by any earlier logician to bring out the distinetion
between Pratyaksa snd Anumana in {he way Bha-
malin and Dharmakivil have dome 2 Moreover, it is
e be remermbered that the question here is not whe-
ther & particular thought existed before the time of
Dharmakirti or Bhamaha, but whether it has bheen
expressed in the same way. There are two other passa-
ges cited by Jacobi-Dharmakirti’s ‘grqufa #pmarfs:
corresponding to ‘g FgaargfE:’ of Bhimaha, and
the former's ‘gannraTeg F@Q:,’ corresponding to the
Jatter's ‘sraat gaqrarars | Here there is, as the editors
adwit, <@ striking similarity of language’ which it is
difficuit tv explain except on the hypothesis of one
borrowing from the other. Consequently they. sug-
gest that of the two Dharmakivti may have been the
borrower, But ig this probable ? Is Bhimaha known
as a logician { Does he not himself say that he has
only “ collected ™ his logical statements ( “Egramea)-
we' ) ¢ In view of this, the passage in the Ananda-



vardhana’s “Dhvanyvileka on wlich the editors rely for
provioo thie priovity of Bhimaha tn Baps and there-
fore to Dharmakivt mnst Ls setnshle as nntrostworthy
or explained away it possible. I think the latter is
ut itapoasible, The passage which i3 found as ILE,
23 of Bbhamaha's Kavydlamkirs i not asciibed by
Aunandavardhsna to Bhimaha by name, and poesills
the verse in guestion i3 a quotation from an earlicr
writer fur illustrating the particular  alarnkies
sgmmEfar. A possible objsction ased on Bhimaha's
rown stalement in IT. 96 that the illustrations were
hi= own componsition, s wet conclusively by Mr, Kane
who quotes many facts to the eontrary, Moreover,
the passage under eonsideration oceurs in Chapter ITT
and not in IT,

Thess are just a few of the many interesfing dute—
problems which have arisen in connection with Bha-
maha and which have received full lreatment at
the hands of the preseut editors. I have much pleasure
in commending their work to the atlention of Savnskrit

Scholars.

A. B. Ilgnuva.



I—-BHAMAHA AND HIS EAVYALANKARA,
By Batox Nara Sara a¥p Barpeva UPIDHYATYA,

PRELIMINARY.
In every age, in every clime, the importance of an author
is weighed on the scales of utility by the coming posterity.
Plato and Aristotle command no inconsiderable recognition
and deference even now—in the age which has seen cultural
progress in almost all directions. This is so, not only for
the reason that their works were of the highest order, but
also because they were made much use of by the generations
coming after them. So it seems that in order to gauge the
merits of & particular author we should betake ourselves to
the consideration of the kind of fame which that author has
bad the good {ortune to call his own.

[MPORTANCE OF HIAE

Let us now turn to our own author and see whether he
can stand ths fest successfully. Even a desultory student of
Sanskrit Poetics can bear testimony to the fact that there are
a few famous names of oid sminent authors which no later
writer on the subject could afford to ignore without sacrificing
his own high ambition of celebrity, One of these such names
is indead that of MiAE.  As far as we know, there is no
important work on Poetics which does not refer to Wiqg and
his work in some way or other. His work has been very fre-
quently drawn upon for quotations by almost all the important
writers of Sanskrit Poetics. There are some who have even
borrowed from his works ¢ matter' and sometimes phrase.
ology. In the body of discussions he has been referred to as
na guthority of necessary recognition. Even those who could
not manage to agree with him on certajn points have shown
due deference to his views, He has been commanding this

respect from Sanskrit puets and poeticians, not for a century
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ot two, but for a very large number of centuries. The name
which seems to have been most associoted with the science
of poetics from its early 1nfancy (with the only exception of
WO ) is that of wtAE.  He is indeed the oldest sagzs
and in fact ona of the most suthoritative ones whose work
has come down o us.

ot only the old writers of India bave had much to do
with ®qrHg and his work, even the modern scholars of vast
erudition and wide reputation, have been attracted towards
him. There was a time when a regular warfare was going
on, with regard to the date and personality of Mg, among
some of the leaders of Oriental Research in India, in which
some western scholars of note also took part. Though
nothing perfectly quite definite was arrived at, still much
was written which shed new light on some obscure corners of
historical investigation.

A Brier SURVEY OF DISCUSSIONS ON {{HE

It would not be out of place to take here a wvery brief
survey of the various problems mised and discussed with
regard to {YRE along with the conclusion reached by way of
their solutions. Though, as noted above, WHE's name was
to be heard everywhere among scholars, his work was not at
first avsmilable anywhere, Bubler, not fnding any trace of
ATRE's work, inferred, with the inevitable disappointment of a
real scholar, that ihe work had been lost for over.?  In 1880,
however, 2 MS of the work came to the notice of Gustav
Oppert but we could not know much from his description.?
In his memorable list of works on Sanskrit Poetics, Jacob
noted the sEATIAFIC of ATAE 2lso,? but ever this mention

1. Biihler's Kadhmir Report, 1857-

2. List of Sanskrit MSS. in private Libraries of Southern
India, Vol. I. Na, 3731

3 J. R. A S. 1807-8,
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was not of much use.  In the edition of a certain Kanarese
work! on Poetics, Mr. K. B. Pathak also took notice of this
work but it was only in passing and had nothing directly to do
with it. The first person to give publicity to \Rg’s work and
to make definite statements about him, wns R. Narsimhachar
of Bangalore. In the Introduction to bis edition of a Kannada
work? on Poetics he observed—* Next to him (Bharata)
in point of time, comes Bhamaha whose priority to Dandin
is proved by the Iatter crticising his views in the first chapter
of Kivyadarsa. He is one of the greatest authorities on
Postics, his view being quoted by almost all the subsequent
writers of note om the subject............. Prof. Rangachorya
M.A, of the Madras Presidency College has had the good
fortune fo came upon the manuscript of the valuable and
fong-sought-after work. .....The work bears no date but the
suthor probably belongs to the early part of the 6th cen-
tury.”  Baut as this was written in the Introduction of a
Kannada work, it could not npaturally come to the notice of
most of the Sanskrit scholars.

It was only wher Mr. M.T. Narsinhiengar wrote an
article on 3yrHE that the attention of Sanskrit scholars was
drawn towards the great rhetorician'. Mr. Narsimhiengar
raised almost all those issues which engaged the attention
of Indologists for a long time later on. He thought that
ArE was o Buddhist and flourished after ggad, Dr,
Barnett, in that very yesr, wrote a note, supporting
Mr. Narsimhiengar that 3rgg belonged to the first
half of the &th century*. Mr. P. V. Kipe tried to refute

1. HErAr edt. by K. B. Pathak, 1898,

2. FATABHAY by amadi, edt by R. Narsimhachar,
1003.

. J R A S, 1905, p. 535 fi.

4 ] R A S, 1903, p. 841.

w
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Mr, Narsimhiengar's hypothesis that 3yyqg was a Boddhist,
but ss regards his date, he agreed with him! In 1909
framnys aamEzIgUITR was publshed by Mr K P,
Trivedi in the Bombay Sansirit Series, In an ‘Appendix’
to this work, §THE s SIFAMEAEIC appeared  in print  for
the first time. Mr. Trivedr, in his learned Introduoction,
dealt with many questims in connection with g, His
arpuments were mamnly directed against the views of Mr,
Narmbienger, Lo Jacol:® el Prof. Eangacherya? in 1010
and Mr. Anactazhenia® 1o ViDL joined issue and mainly
agreed with Mr. Tewedn Mr, K. Narsimhachar (the first
person to give publicity to the discovery of ragrs work)
added some new arguments to those ahcady advanced in
favour of the priority of ¥TAE to TSN S1n the same year
Mr. K B. Pathak tried in a learced paper to refute many
of the argumsanis put forward apgainst him®. But his
refutations, as shown by Mr. Trivedi the very next year,
were a5 unconvincing as they were learned?. This paper
of Mr. Trivedi seems to have silenced his opponents, and
for & number of years nothing new was ndded to this
Important discnssion. In 1922, Dr. Jacobi, with his
characteristic insight in all matters connected with Indology,
cuggested a new line of approach to the determination of
WIHE s date (25 did also Mr. P. V, Kane, quite independently
of Dr. Jacobij. He tried to prove that 3yag had borrowed
much from SRFifa and that consequently he must be

J. R. A5, 1908, p. 543.
Z.D. M. G, 10,
Introduction to FT=arEd, 1910,
Brahmavadin, rg911.

Ind. Ant., 1912, p. go §,

Int. Aat, 1912, p. 232 ff

Iod. Ant., 1913,

TPk owow
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pleced after him?. To many this view appeared to be the
tast word in the discussion on the date of wygg, Dr. De?
and others?® seem to have followed in the Ioot-steps of
Jacobi.

The last few vears have szen a marked progress to-
wards the study of sanskrit Postics and o few very valuable
works have appzared on the subject. Mr. P. V. Kane
deserves all praise for his intensive study and extensive
ressarches?. Dr S. K. De also is entitled to an especial
mention. He has rendered a valuable service to the canse
of the study of the History of Sanskrit Poetics by his
useful workd., Dr. Nobel's recently published bookS
and Mr. B. N. Bhattacharya's paper” are also not to he lost
sight of.

In spite of s3 much writing, no attempt has so far been
made to see 1f 1t 13 possible te throw any new light on the
subject nor even to sum upin one place all that has been
written before. WAE’s work itself has till now been lying
ina neglected condition in an abscure corner of qRTIEE-
ALY |

An attempt is, therefore, being made here to present
within the limits of a brief paper every information hithertg
available regardiog AqrHg and his work, and in course
of this presentation, to examine critically the current
theories and to see if any of them is compatible with the date

1. Sitzungberichte der Preussischen Akademie der Wissen-
schaften, pp. 211-12.

z. History of Sanskrit Poeties, Vol. 1, p. 48,

Nobel.—Foundations of Indian Poetry, p- I7.

Introduction to his edition of aifgcazio, Bombay, 1ga3.

History of Sansirit Poetries, z Vols., 1923.

Foundations of Indian Poetry, Calcutta, 1925.

. Calcutta Journal of Letters, Vol, [X.

(%]
:

qf.'hch.-g-
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recently brought to light. Tt iz to be earnestly hoped that
this humble attemapt on our pat will again remind the
veteran scholars of their old friend wigg and will probably
help to create for them a new interest in him.
WIAE—WHO AND WHAT HE WAS

We koow very little with regard to WiHg except what
we find revealed in  his FHEGTH Tradition 58¥5
that he was » Kashmirian, and this is believed in by
Buhler! and others®, There iz no reason to disbelieve
it even thoogh we have no reasonsble avidence—external
or ioternal—to prove it bsyoud doubt. From the last
gloka® of bis FmEGEFR, we leare that his name wwas
WTaE and that he was the son of zfmefiths. The word
Tffr@, which bears phonetic reszmblance to T, oI,
#itH@ and similar other Buddhist names, is alleged to suggest
Buddhistic associations; end this suggestion would seem
to gsin strength from a cousideration of the term &
which is reminiscent of the name of one of Buddha's
disciples®. Mr. Pathak has shown that the word aqtfis
used to carry with it an idea of reverence®. He refers to
a sutra of the JirgeqwLy® where the word is expressly
stated to convey such & sense. Morcover, the word HId@aq

which occurs in the opening gloka” of qEE's work,

1. Bihler's Kashmir Report, p. 64,
2. Narsimbachar in his Introduction to qUTEAs FENASTHE,
Iod. Ant., 1g12.
Krishnamacharya : History of Classical Sanskrit Literature.
3, AT AR QR MIEATET EXfaAT 9 SleIwE |
BRATAT WTHEA afird Weaithiggaeg | Fearo VI 64,
J. R. A S, 1903
Iod. Ant, 1912,

St =, 4. 11 144,
. TR @14 oS AevargTasA i |
TGN T araf¥ qarey o -l I

= o
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cannot hut point, so itis said, to the Buddha himself.
The word WA in its derivative meaning stands quite in
correspondence with the doctrine of universal love taught by
Buddba. F@aeg! gives @i as one of the names of e

fiaq%qg:ﬂ'iatﬂ does exactly the same thing, except that
he adds to the list of the synonyms the name Eﬁﬁw In
view of the well known fact that several Buddhist names
were adopted by the Jains, one might feel justified in
inferring from these Jain references that @19 was originally
an epithet of the Buddha. The use of the word gga for
Buddha? is, of course, well known.

Now taking these points into ’consideratiou, we may
at once confess that the arguments, stated above for proving
Hq#HE to be a Buddhist, do not by themselves stand on a very
drm ground. As says Mr. Kane, there is not much ina
name.* When the Hindus and the Buddhists had been living
in the same country for centuries and centuries together,
there i3 no wonder if one borrowed the name of the other.
When this fact is found to be possible even in the case
of such heterogenous peoples as the Hindus and the
Mahomedans, it 13 even more possible in the case of the
Bindus and the Buddhists. Moreover, we are to remember
that Buddha himself had come to be recognised as an
gt of ﬁ‘n{g, certainly before tbe 11th century. With
Trivedi, we may add that the word fiyf is not exclusively
used for the Buddhists. It is explaned by the

%a@s as a contraction of AT, It is a caste

designation added after the pames of the Brahmanas
I, erfiam femmafo, 1)1, 25.
2. wtaam fTheTs,
3. O TR gE—wAET
4, TIntroduction to @rfEeagdo, p. XVIII,
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throughout Kashmir and Neorthern India spd corresponds
to the myr=vg of the South.’

An author’s relipion may perhaps be judged from the
contents of his book, but not from his name.  In the whole
of mrsaraIT there is nothing peculiarly Buddhistie, nor is
there any refercnze to the incidents of Buddha's life or to
any putely Buddhistic legends. The first verse, no doubt,
salutes wqrd maw but the appellation ®|E simply means
ageH fga® and is ot ghven by any lexicographer as
meaning Buddha exclusively. The word s is found in
lexicons standing for Buddha as well as for Sivad,  gATICE
iz his aflﬂ-'.q]'f‘a'aﬁ devotes a long sactinn to the refutation
of “q’éfa", where he means by the term  “Omniscient
God"” and not“Buddha” Itis a significant fact that ATy,
who was himself 2 Buddhist, does nowhere give the word
1 for Buddba in bis StRTRng |

The ATgMg of the Buddhists, which represents their
theory of wverbal conmolation, 15 criticised by g in a
language which cannot be considered possible for a
Buddhizt* writer.

1. See Trivedi's Introduction to SATTGEERTL

p. Xxxvii,
2. Rewsrr o 9 giwETm, agee

AATShieT =3 FaT AT adaE i 0

FEa1e— VI, 53.

CF. qrfafar ¢ sefgsarent omsty > V. 1. 10, also.
B, TR SERT AT v TR TR
4, AR WETARTEE Y |

TR ARt s 0

afz ifed T ainseatiEt |

s wfE TR g st g

s —VI, 16-17.
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He speaks of Vedic rites and ceremonies 1n very
high terms. The kings who drank Soma are highly spoken
ofl, Most of bis examples refer to Brahmanical gods? and
heroes. The famous Pauranic legend of the burning of
%7 by foyq has been rteferred to by WIHE In very clear
terms?®, He very frequently alludes to the characters and
incidents of Twargw. The meeting of Ty with qTgITm4,
his exile to the forest of giqyg® in obedience to the orders
af his father3, his piercing with a single arrow the seven
AT trees®, the promise of gYHTA to search out the where-
abouts of i —these are some of the famous incidents of
WY mentioned by HTAE In his FEATAZIL

1, gt GmETAA = I fawar, |
TeERoTAT 42 g Aty fwiger | See-IV.48.
grat ot T fafataeatts g 1 srsre-1155 b,
TTTRIATAATEIRT TATE: |
T s Reesmgaezagdor o w111, 36.
frrat ftirey, oATSTRmE=ET |
TIFIE Fram grEt 3 TR | #Eare.1V. 91,
FIFa gFEARMACT WIGET LT | _
It A Wﬁh‘ﬁ"ﬂ FrTo-1V. 927,
3. ® uFENTT SEld Sl FEAR: |

TETHY ag T AT A g J=y, | Freare-IILL 25,
4, AATETAT TH: T FHRTOLIAT |
SEET g faear ar Sar Srarfa 1 weare-V.44,
TR UAT TEATFTITTT: |
Ferems aed @ amuema | FEare-11T, 11,
6, TW: |YTTAAE aTer, | Freare-11L 32,
7. Syl & Sartan ﬂ'éﬁ’h‘lﬂ: \

EIRAT WTORT & Sideaviwsat || sr=va. IV, 87,

Lo

) §
-

2
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The references to the characters and incidents of mgEraTeR
are far more numerous than those of Traay.  Almost all the
imporiant characters of HErqiaa are found mentioned!. The
promise of gg to suffer the miseries of old age in lieu of
his father?, ard that of wisw for the life of a perfect
celibate?, have been alluded to by wras, while illustrating
different types of ofg|T.  Similarly, the gambling duel of
gfafar sad gH,%, the temible determination and per-
formsnce of the drinking of Z:mr@A's blood®, and many
other incidents® are also referred to. In a truly besutiful
gloka, WTHE describes the feeling of excessive joy expressed
by fygwon Fwm's arrival at bis house?. In ancther €loks,
the name of gergr, the son of Fwy, is found coupled with
that of T\ QE(EN! the progenitor of the lurar dynasty
of Ksatriyas®.

1. See wmms wremmgw, 11D 7, V. 31, V. 4L
3, i frtfa wfaama feda

Tt geomTTR @1 Sred Rt 0 V. 36.
3. aumew frEeenta gieg =l

fom: foama at virwwses =7 swEmae o V. 36,
4, wgiy a Feda garrta afafe

Fear gedl wpte trreasattaar | V. 42,
5, WTESEITSFEATE TETTaTRE
yfamra @ sreassnEeEn s ) V. 39,

6. Seesmr=megr, 11 41, 'V, 41,
7. IETE FECHATEHEIT G991
#rel g7 W TR AT Ay e

Fredar W Tifesasarmaa gt 0 111, 5.
R, wes Rdvee aide: g
=W AR ATHeRHT R W Y, 59
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Besides these references to the TAATIE end the HETHEA,
thete are obvious allusions to the stories of 3337, the king

of the Vatsas, and of his son, qTFTIEAATH, as described in

the JEeFT of TATEH. L SYFT, the celebrated prime minister
to Wﬁﬁi has been mentioned as going at night to the
pleasure-house of king §=5.”

Bearing in mind all these facts, we really wonder how
& person professing a parcicular religion, should, when
writing an important work, have totally forgotten his own
religion and betaken himself always to another for illustra-
tions, There i3 no dearth of legendary stories among the
Buddhisis. Had he so wished, he could have easily drawd
upon them. This fact becomes quite clear on looking into the
works of qf#@Tyg und others, where it is found that all illos-
trations ace taken from their own religious legends, Not only
this. At times, in refutiag wQTETE for instance, he becomes
8 bit aggressive to the pet ideas of the Buddhists. If we |
remember what the influence of the Buddhists was before
the advent of sitsigTtaTd, what homage they commanded
even from royai personages, a Buddhist’s partiality towards
the Brahmanical religion becomes still more inexplicable.
We may admit that these points by themselves do not form
any firm gtound for the belief that our author was a Hindu,
but we have also to admit that the arguments advanced for
makiog bim a Buddhist are even more flimsy and consequent-
ly less tenable. It is still an open question and will
continue to be, until some evidence of definite and undisputed
character is forthcoming. In the meen-time we may assure
ourselves on the strenglh of the data within our knowledge
that there is more probability in 3tRE’s being considered a
Hindg than a Buddhist.

I. aﬁrﬁmgn, IV. 3gete.
2. Ibid IIL 13,
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THE DaTE OF ATAE

Tha most impariant problem in connection with qTaE
is hia date. 1t has bzen the cause of & heated controversy
amoag 2 number of eminent orientalists for a number of
vears, After such a long and impassionate discussion, one
should expect to have a better result, namely, the exact
determination of his date. But unfortunately the result has
been quite the reverse. Nothing seems to have been achieved
which 15 npt even now eashrouded, to some extent, in the
mist of doubt. We propose hers to state, as clearly as pos-
sible, the varions arguments which have been put forward
from Hime to time, to settle this vexed question.

ATHE, like most of the Sanskrit writers, does not give
any clue to us datc in his own work. There is no way of
extrecting evidence—internal or external—{rom any known
source whicth may determine his date in exact numbers.
What we can do is simply to try to find out the two limits
to his date as correctly as the data at our disposal can allow,

Even there we do not seem to be on & very firm ground.
We can some how or other settle the lower limit of his date
from quotations and relerences of later writers. But when
we proceed 10 determine the upper limit difficulties begin
to multiply. It is there that the great scholars have been
crossing swords with each other. Let us, however, begio
with the consideration of the lower limit to his date.

By referring to the appendix of our text! or to the
foot-notes in Mr. Trivedi's text?, it will be found that the
earliest writer to quote PIAE directly is ma;\gaﬁa[aﬂf,
Then we learn from a number of later snagtf‘(ﬂas that IFT
had written 8 commentery upon the HEA@ZIT of WRg?. On

1. Published in the Kashi Sanskrit Series, Benares.
a. Appendix VIII, garng%miqm (B. 8. S, XLV.)
3 M framtween W wrlEd widsa qwiamsy of
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comparing the contents of IFIT's independent work BRysHT-
MEILASHE  with WIAE'S FRAAE, it will appear that
he had not been content with writing & commentary npol
the work of WTAE, but had freely drawn upon it for his
own workl., As will be shown later on, he has not orly
copied WIAE's definitions but has verily repeated them
verbatim,

amA’s SESICANGY gives clear indications of his
acquaintance with the work of Wrqg It will be
shown later on in detail how much and how far he was
indebted to our author in the composition of his own work.
It is quite suffiicient to remember at preseat, that at some
places? he seems to paraphrase the verses of {igg® in the

form of sutras, at others* he appears to repeat those very

e AETRTAiTe —fiETegaT in his com-
mentary upod gFTs FrearegnEur (Banhatti's Edn.
p. 14).

ST TSR gl T € ATt
§ wE g —afirEEra o bis sEETRTRT,
p. 10. Also see pp. 39, 207 '

“ qEqTgReRTA TUEEGE g A 9,
VHRSTSEIATE, AATEH ! — AT in his wegn  SETAfi
p. 17. See also p. 110,

Cerfyy e EAT TTE SR e, S TR WA
AFeAAy Wiy oft TETew ete., HREHEIt
p. 183, (Nirnaya Sagara Edn.)

t. Sea Dr. De’s History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol. I. p. 45.
and Kane’s Introduction to mﬁaﬁﬁm" p. XLIL

2, AT FToaTeg A, IV. 2, 1,
3 wmes Frearegty 1 30
4. 1V. 2, 20-21.
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views which are held by wrag?. 9z has reproduced? one
gloka which has been nited by YTAE in the name of graEza,
At another place* he inacenrately quotes o part of WIAE's
verse® and comments upon the use of a word in it. Such
8 similarity of Janguage, such & corraspandence of views, can-
not be & matter of accident but must be attributed to
the assimilation of the work of an author of established
reputation.

It is clear from the above references that wyire fouri-
shed before 3gT and aumsy. The date of FREZ can he
fortunately settled with some precision®. He is referred to
by Sﬂﬂﬁﬁaraﬁ 10 his egrqrRTR" aad spoken of as the
el of Wty by Hagw. FQIqrE reigned in Kashmir
from 779 to 813 A. C. As this king, on account of his misrule,
became unpopular with the Pandits in the latter part of his
reign, IFT must heve lived in his court before 800 A. C.
So the peried of Fgz's literary auctivity may, with some
probability, be assigned to the last quarter of the 8th century.
His approximate date may therefore be taken as 800 4. C.

. [L 3e.

2, V. a, 10.

3 1L 46

4 V.z 38

5. IL 25

. See N. D. Banhatti's Introduction to his Edn. of 3g3's

HSGTERHE, (B. 5.5. No. LXXIX, 1925, Poona) ;
See also 8. K. De's History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol
I, p. 751 P. V. Kane's Introduction to grfiemda, p.
XLV; Bubler's Kashmir Repart, p, 65,

7. SSRETTIAEE Feea ey i @
Fr-sreaets ( frolaee Edo. ) p. o6,
o areTe il T ST ST, v
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The date of guRA,! too, may be similarly settled,
OFUET, who lived about 900 A.C*., refers to the school of
ara=S, This gives us the lower limit of graw, He must
have lived before 900 A. C. -

ATHA quoles verses from the plays of wagfas. Now
waqly lived somewhers between 700 and 750 A. C.5> gwF
is, therefore, later than 730.  According to ﬂaa'(@r@ﬂ, a
certzin A was a minister of King giqig of Kashmir.
Thera !5 a tradition among the Pandits of Kashmir that the

FA  AEOT NI AEARVE A ErR T W — AT
p. 108

For details, see Sanskrit Introductions to Bombay and
Banglore Editions of amas qam;ﬂge?qﬁl; }Jr. Jha's
Preliminary uote to bis translation of sTEws work ;
Dr. S, K. De’s Histary of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol I-
p. S1ff; P. V. Kane's Introduction to @ufgeasya,

pp. XLVIIL-L
2. Mr. C.D. Dalal's:Iniroduction to #HreiRia@y Dr.

Konow's Introduction to aimaﬁ (H. 0. 8.)

3 ‘FEasfy vl aradEn e —Freme of ymaRe (G
0.5, No. 1, p. 14.) .
“ eryEafiealy vacdae ammesA, SaTAl gftgles-
gt T * gfEmAET—=Ibid, p. 20

4, T8 TY ewifegaataia et —gaARRG  cited

by grE uoder [V. 3. 6.
ﬁﬁrﬁqamﬁa: etc, ATRHANGS cited by atAA  under
V. 2. 18. "
5 See R. G. Bhandarkar's preface to his edn. of #resimag
(B. S. 5. No. XV) p. XII1—XVI1I, Bombay, 1905 ; also
Smith's paper in J. R. A. 8., rgo8,, p. ¥g3.
6, ATM: SEgmaEs: afawriedr |
T FATERE awerenR At | IV, 497,
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author of #myea@ZR @agfg was identical with this minis
ter. Bthler! believes in this tradition and we see no reasen
to dishelieve it. So, s shown above, 33T and gUHAR am
almost synchronous. It is possible that they were rivals
of each other, But it is curicus that neither of them
refers to the other. Howsoever it may be, the date of 3gz
and mEyA iz spproximstely abont 800 A, C.

TIFCiaa quotes three slokas? from WIWE's Fieqgr-
ﬁ%ﬂ:a which are definetely ascribed to him by the
commentator FRAZA, Now qIFALiHg lived from 705 to
762 A.CA, Thus 700 A. C. may be safely iaken to be the
lower limit of WAy, though, as we shall show later o,
his real lower limit is {furnished by g@,

Now we come to (etermine the upper limit to the date
of |@RE, It is here that we have to encounter difficulties of
the highest magnitude. Many suggestions have been made,
many theories have been propounded. Let us take them ope
by one and try to see how much water they can hold,

AHE bas at one place referred to a sqrEA®T.  Some
scholars were led to think that this point would be of great
help in settling a terminus of wrgg. A keen and heated
controversy ensued and has been raging for a long time.
The credit of raising this learned question and then fighting
single-handed to maintain his hypothesis with deep scholar-
ship and reasonable plausibility, belongs ta the great orienta:
list, Prof. K. B. Pathak. He found in OTHE's mention of

f.  See Bibler's Kashmir Report, p. 65,
2. TEAEEHE, slokas grz—gi4 (G.0.S. No. XXX)
3. VL 17—14,
. m p 29[.
5 See Mr. B. Bhattacharya's Foreword (pp, XI1I—.XVI)
to the THEEIE
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sqTEEIC a clear reference to faﬁagf;?;, the Buddhist author
of mifgerrfaercyafysl, whom he placed, on ths evidence
of the Chinese traveller, Itsing, in the 7th century. On
the basis of this sapposition, he tried to prove that
WIHE ust be assigned to the 8th centary.! He found
& very strong cpposent in Mr. K. P. Trivedi who proved to
the hilt that the structure of Prof. Pathak’s hypothesis was
rajsed upen the foundution of sunds.? Mr. Trivedi, on the
merit of his stronger arguments, was supperted by almost
ail the writers on the subject,’ and was perhaps able at last
to convince of his reasonableness even the originator of this

controversy 4
The verses where sgqrasI<T is alluded to in the sEgy-
aze of atag, mn thus :—
RrasSmTarsy ~IrEFTaad qv |
AT GREATE S T FafgaEia
FIATTFAIRT gIgmar gdifza: |
n¥A = 7 FAT gha agnET 9@
The simple meaning of this extract may be thus

sxpressed—A peet should not make use of & compound, one
nember of which is formed by adding the suffix g=r and the

1. ].R. A, S. Bom, Vol xxlii ; Ind. Aot., Vol. xli, 1912,

2. Introd. to gaTyEgwRTaE, pp. xxxv ff; Ind. Ant,, xlii, 19¢3.
3. Mr. Kage—Inirod. to grigeggder pp. xxxv—xxxvi ;
Dr. 8. K. De-History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol. I, p. 47;
Dr. Jacobi—Sb. der Preuss. Akad. xxiv (1giz) pp.
210—211 ;
Sovani—Pre-Dhvani Schools, Bh. Com. Vol,, p. 393.
4. Asfar as we koow, Prof. Pathak has written nothing
after 1913 on this subject.
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‘other by the terminations of the genitive case, supporting it
by reference to the usage of a learned man or following the
view of sqi@=TT.  One should not make such a use as was
done, when the word gogsar was cited by saying that the
sutra of Papini becomes gFrg® in such a case. Neither
should he bring about a compound of words ending with
& with words ending in the genitive case, as, for example,
- ggH%. The sum and substance of YrEEY's contention is
simply this that qrfgfa’s sutn gt €487 (16 2. 15)
should be strictly followed and no qg'i‘a?gﬁcr compound
formed with wotds ending in the subjective qa_‘andsﬁ;

suffixes. Consequently no compound takes place in case:
like wioyf Suy, THER AaAl, HWigAeg UAF ete.  Now the
passage in  fuRemgliy’s wrfuwiRacuigsr (populad
known as &) which discusses the use of such compounds
runs as follows :—

=g AT g QIgTTEAEUH, 9 AT (g |
Razfea @At 9 &sEadafyar aftafairaE | o afg
Tasa Fus wafy audsty sfg adt aadf | 3w b
FEU «aiwgraTay fag wui

This passage 15 found in connection with the sutra
guEnal FA@ (1. 2. 13). Here the RIrGFT is discussing
the utility of the sIgasy ‘= inge, grftafay could have
easily said STaRrvgry rather then gEHRAR | Why has
he inserted = p Theanswerto this question as given by faaeg
is that it serves to exclude 9. But there comes in another
dificulty. @ cannot be used with words ending in
by @ ArwEgaRgEadaay (1L 5. 69). wHigArd is out
of question, ‘This objection is met by sayiog that this vary
sutra becomes FITH so that the genitive can be used with
the words ending in §%f. The prohibition by drEgafast
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et, is inconstant.  So whenever we meet with a compound
of & word ending with a genitive termination and enother
ending in g, we should say that the suffix added is not gy
bat g7, Now, on compsrizon of these two passages with
zach other it will b2 evident that wrHg insists upen the
prehibition of qgimATE with words ending in 79 and =%-
As seen in another place!, ha had a very high regard for the
authority of qiftifsy. In this particolar case alse, he wants
us to follow the rule of qiRgRy quite literally. He catches
this opportunity of referring to the view of a sqrg@®IT who
had allowed (as woull appear from the words of (HE ) the
use of such compsunds by saying that this sutre of qIfgfa
could very well be taken as a grqs. It would also appear
that the st kad «ctually cited the example gxgwT and
AzAs. To ordinary eves the words of grgE are as clear
s8 anything and they need no torture from out side, unless,
of course, they are meant to yield the desired import already
conceived.

Praf. Palhak tekes great pains Lo explain this extract
in his own favourite way at one place?, and elsewhere? he
gives the sum and substance of his contention, We shall
just quote a few sentences from the latter place to show
the position assumed by the Professor upon this question.
“ It will be sufficient " he says, far my present purpose to
powat out that in the verses cited above Bhamzha condemns
all genitive compounds like gagway and FFaT os ungramma-
tical, and says that such compounds should never be
employed by young authors aspiring to eminence. When he
contrasts the PUEMATATT with the sqrE=ITyd, he does

1. x@d wta /& e qrivwem. wenagnw V1.63.
2. J. R A S. Bomb, Vol XXIIL, p. 138,
3+ Ind Aat, XLT, 1912, p. 234.
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not mean to sey that this particular compound gy is
used by the fi1g or justified by the Nyasakdra, Bhamaha
mentions this word FRENT as an Alustration of the class of
genitive compounds justiied by the Nyasakdra. This is
amply proved by the expression gefrgArfd in the sentence
dis : F&q wadEgrdATArg  and by the grym dis
criminating between §g= and FJ which applies to ajl
genitive compounds like gAg=T 1~

Thas Prof. Pathak would have us beheve that, in spite

of the difference existing between the two, gIRE and

frggfe mean the same thing.  As shownabove WIHE
and sgretic had sapported the use of g compound by
the help of qrfyfa’s qrasgy | He had ;;erhaps nothing
to say about g at that place. But firiggfe speaks of

g9, so that wherever we meet with such compounds,
he would call the termination g and not g5 |

Let us pﬁt the whole thing more clearly. arimls bas
Jaid down that compounds of words ending in the genitive
terminations with words ending in the subjective TR
and sy affixes, should never be formed, But difficulty
arose when the use of such compounds was met with in the
writings of classical writers. Now the grammarians were
hound te support such uses some how or other., It became
especially more binding on them to support such uses for
(he reason that even in the sutras of gifirls such s Etfaa;j:
a®d:, such compounds are to be found. The impaortant
views on the point can be thus stated :\—

(i) Some say that, as qifigfy himself has made use
of such compounds in the sutras sfawg: asf, RUIGED
E—g;;l, the iy implied by the sutra FARNT] qﬁfﬁ, is mot
absolutely binding: in certain cases such compounds may
be allowed.
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o f“aﬁzg:gﬁg, the famous suthor of the Fifiwrgra,
would hike to say thot the termination here is g% and not
79 and that the prohibition of wg} in the case of ga by
the rule & #iwEgyg cte. is giEwy.

{iii} S and othecs hald that in such cases we should
explain  the 6th case-ending us an instance of ¥ g5,
wEIFZifaa, who raised this question in his fiqa‘rr-a‘qﬂgﬁ‘
and summed up all the views in his :ﬁ?g:{?ﬁtmﬁ seems
to favour the view of é\?q::;

{(iv) There may bz some who having too much regard
for grammatical purity, would not permit such uses in
a0y way.

It goes without saying that wrgyg would be very
greatly inclinel—as he surely is in his FEgEHEC— to
hold the la=t view. It is known to all who have any
knowledge of Sanskrit Poetics that grammatical purity
is not identical with rhetorical purity. An expression
may be grammatically justified, but it need not, on that
account, be consistent with the canons or dicta of good
poetry. In poetry espression is as important as the
matter 1t represeats. If an expression Is doubtful in
poict of its structural puority, it will not commend itself
toa good poet even though the doubt may be the slightest
one. This was indeed the position of yigg, From
the way in which he refers to the view of a certain *qIAAIL,

owf g ¢ gt figfedgaafinge wewr IR
MeeEn GO gl R |

z. I qeen gfat Wiy wfeg: wsfmernarEie-
fefarafiene faie geng: | soresTEeTE | TweEiEa )
a orefy sfifvasale: | Fseenfaf swst g
AT TEOTSL T |




it would appear that even jn his days such grammatica]
speculations were quite brisk, and the point in question
has also atiracted the attention of scholars, Perhaps
the most important view on this point was that which
finds its criticism in the FIAIAZIC of AHE, viz, that
qrfdrfir’s sutras were taken as g7q® and the fashy prescribed
by the rule gsrTemi etc. was considered iReq.

Let us now compare the view criticised by \HE
with the four views stated above and try to find if it
corresponds with any of them. It will be seen at once
that it caincides with the ficst one. It will also appear
that the first view is distinctly different from the second
one which is held by faRegafa.

Let us now turn towards the examples. The example
found in WIAR'S H-IAEE is IATAC but in faa==z-
aig's |ra it s ofiems gyl wadmsgEr They
do not correspond. Prof. Pathak tells us that * Bhimaha
has mentioned this word gxgsAr as an dlustration of the
class of genitive compounds justified by the Nyisakira,”
It is indesd inconceivable why ¥rgg should bring in
another set of examples and not use the same which
were used by fadezgfi, cspecially when he was so
opposed to his view as to refer to him so very pointedly.
It is a common practice among good writers that when
they have to discuss or even simply refer to such things,
they always cite those very examples which were given
by their predecessors. TR !, for instance, when giving
the substance of the passage quoted above, refers to the

1 FY AW TN VTS e | AT, | ¥ 9 STH-
safaefs (1L 3. 69) adifasT: | qleamwraliemE  g9; G-
AT g7 fagend swoata gor AW sia wEifa sarq:
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example of f&rﬁ?ﬁq"fg. wgifaFtlaa ! undoubtedly begins
this dissussion with a quite different sentence but  his
pcsition  was  mot the same as that of fawvggfy or of
graayg. He is neither criticising nor summarising the
statement of the sHy@wIL. He seclects the sentence from
a very popular ®Etw® which, the tradition says, was

5 )

composed by uaagfr while holding a verbal fight with
an opponent. This context perheps becomes & commentary
upoa the happy sclection of an example on the part of
the lsarned author of the fagwa=igat |

A scholar has to be particularly careful about his
language when he is engaged in a discussion with another
scholar, The same is the case with fRA=zgfy who draws
his example from the popular work, the Agrqreg. DBut the
position <f qrEwg was totally different. In criticising the
srEEIT he must necessarily quote the same example, and
this i5 what he actually did. The word IfZa:, in the
sentence g\a‘amﬁm_‘;ﬁ{r FAERT HﬁTﬁa:, clearly proves it.
He would have never used the word gf3q: if he had selected
the example at random.

When Prof. Pathak speaks of fyArzafiy as the only
ArEHT, ‘he tells us something less than the truth.” In
spite of his attempt to prove otherwise, there did exist
several sqrays besides the one attributed to fadezgl,
ATSIITTY, as ponited out correctly by Mr, Trivedi,* men-
tions in his qrggfy the names of AWM, FANA,
fieE, mrwzigasarE  ete. The attempt made by Prof.

1. %9 qfe geri fantafegaAaaTge Fo 3fa etc.

2. See 1w yara ( FAdiaEnm )
3. [Ind. Ant., Vol, XLII, 19713, p. 261.

4 eqg 8 TIVY T@T SawenEdiRg | o S A
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Pattak to explaip them sway by saying (hat ‘the word eqig
is frequently used in the sense of grammatical treatise ot
commentary’? does not seem to improve his position in ang
way-  gq in his g4, as fiest pointed out by Mr. Kane?,
refers to a #qT&. The expression used there is aETTATEY:
which is explained by the commentator gigT a8 HATSVATAT
TETS FAtAYET et giafy () st &, None has
so far tried ta prove that fé{ﬁ‘:f;_-gﬁ«; lived before the reign
of Eq"'q‘:éa. Mr. R. Narsimhachar? writes about a gr@
written by 9FqqTg, who, according to Mr. Rice, lived ebout
500 A. C.

Even if it were possible thut in fact it s not} to show
that the sATE*T referred to by WIRE, may hbe f‘aﬁ:ggﬁa—_
it is nat easy to prove that aTHE came after fiAezgly |
The only ground on which Pref. Pathak placed him about
700 A C., is a string of confused statements of the Chinese
traveller, Itsing, about the grammarians of those times. All

qmy: q(a“m@:%:scmﬁ[ﬁq 3%5:.\;11@%%_ ( Mysore Edn. }
Vol. 1., p. 266.

“eipfR ¥ geaw e fRatr e Perdig v, L
AT A AT A AR e e,
ibid Vol I., Pt. IL., p. 524.

yrfrerasfy Wit oF a9 W gh | FeeEe)
arfgqmonen:  gfaibid Vol. 5. F I, p. 122,
MHETAFATHEATSCRT qtsfima:—ibid Vol [ Pt L

P- 94.
Tt is to be noted here that in all these quotations

fadezaly is distinctly referred to.
Ind. Ant., Vol. XLI, 1912, p. 233.
J- R. A. S., Bomb r1gog, p. 94.
z9afia (Fubrer's Edn) p. 133
Iand. Ant. XL1, 1912, p. 91.

i e
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these statemerts cannot be accepied as perfectly correct.

Jecobal has therefcre tightly called in question the
daste assigned by Prof. Pathak to fommzgfE, Keilhom?,
while noticing & fragment from fardvzgfEy's work in Poona,
wrote : My impression certainly wa; that Jinendribuddhi
has freely copled from Haradatta’s Padamanjar”  Dr,
Jacobi® has shown, en the authority of WIFEAIGTYLN, that
g3g" died in 578 A.C. This will teke f'aq-;-{q-f‘g to tha
1Gth centory at least.  We have already shown* that HIAE
capnot be later then 700 A.C. It is impossible for ﬁrﬁrﬁgﬁg
to have copied from the gguEChof g and still bea

predecessor of AIAE,
We may now sum up this part of our discussion, The

rpras referred 1o by WAWHE IS not ﬁﬂ'ﬁ-‘-‘gg{.‘g 25 was
supposed by Prof. Pathak. He was an old writer whose
work has now bzcome  estinct and who is wholly unknown
to us. His viaw, as known from q1HE, seems to be referred
te by wEifafafera in his ateRAAT | So an attempt
to find out the other terminus of wrAg, with the
‘help of his reference to sQTEEIT, cannot go very far
‘end we must look up to something else for it.
qrHE and Jra

While dealing with one of the main contributions of Prof.

Pathak to the determination of qrae’s date, we may, in

passing, just note another interesting point raised by the
learned professor®. This refers to an unconvincing attempt

1. Sitzungshberichte der Preusssischen Akademie der Wis-
senschaften, XXIV, p, 210

J-R.A5. 1908, p 409
Sitz. d. Preuss, Akad, d. Wiss,, xxis,p. 211

p- 16. above
J. R\AS,, Bomb. Vol. XX111,ip. 31,

4
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made by him to fiud vut some chronological relation between
H/1E sod {YH, ATHE, at one place,! expresses his view
ebout the conslitution of H{sxw and says {[q{ﬂf wiEar
FERH —2 view which has attracted the attention of almost
sll Jater syr@gifis's of note. Iy has in fﬁmgqmqa 11, &6
the following beautiful wgieH—

aracad Husat 7 fadigfa had
et erefaty g fagmtad

Now it is argued that gTer must have be n acguainted
with qraE’s FEATAFET before he express=d himself in such
& strain. This poiot is maintioned here, not for ifs
importence but for its intersst. We need not, therefore, gc
into detali over this question, Thase who fesl interested
may read the refutation of this argument in the paper of
Mr. Kane?. We shall only quote a few lines from Dr. ]
Nobel’s book® and leave the rest to the imagination o
curious readers, “Magha is said,” writes Dr J. Nobel, “i
refer to the definition of Kfvye as given by DBhameha, bui
if this is considered a¢ an argument [ may be allowed to take
as an argument of the same force that Kaliddasa in Raghe-
vapée 1.1., by the words Fagarthaviva samprktan refers to
the very same definition of Bhamaha, and that by this fact
Bhamaha's priority may be taken for granted. By using
the simile of Sabdartha, however, Magha probably refers
to that of Kalidasa or perhaps to some cther view and not
the defnition of Kavya in Bhimehs. This argument how-
ever, is of nc great value, because the so-called definition
of Kavya (as consisting of word and sense unitcd) may go
back to some older Alamkarikas ™

I FEATAEH, L. 16,
2. I. RA.S, Bomb. Vol. XXIII, p. o1. fI.
3 The foundations of Indian Poetry, p 15—16



ATHE and TR

Still more interesting and equally important is the view
which seeks to establish the priority of myf@ZTA to our
author. In WTHE's Fream@E® . 42-14 we read—

F(FAT AT FAT AWTIATGITT: |
FIT FRETTIFAIFRTHET: )
AT AR gD |
w4 ged auhTiaid gFEn 9 3594 |
gy IR ATIHDT (T ARG |
Tt Ay e gl agead )

AMHE is criticising here those poets who make in
their works the cloud, the wind, the moon and similarly

some birds to appear as messengers. He calls this an
wstance of yRFAFIT. It goes wholly sgainst resson, he
says, that such croatures should be able to perform the
duoties of messengers. But he concedes this in the case of
those intelligent posts, who, when making use of such

devices, show them to be emploved by men who are out
of their wits. ‘

Now some scholars! argue that Jgg must have had
in roind the ﬁ‘:qgr of m‘n%-rgrg where a cloud has been nsed

a8 & messenger. It is also pointed out that a passage! of
JTHE seems to borrow an ides and phraseclogy from twa

t. Haricand.—L'Art Poetique de L'Inde, p, 74 ;

V. V. Sovani—Pre-dbawani  Schools, Bhandarkar
commomoration Volume, p. 393 ;

5. K. De.—History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol, I. 48.

2 wfem, wéife wefe swomemamfysarergarREEo |
st P o edsPeETEe AT Ry s
1. 58,
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#%s! of wrf@qrd. This shows that miffgrE must nay
flourished before HrE.

Others, on the other hand, hold quite an opposite view,
" Bhamshacharya, " writes Dr. T. Ganpati Sastri?, “it seems
to me, must have lived long prior to Kalidasa. For whil
he mentions such names of posts and poems as Medhaw,
Rama Sarma, A¢makavaméa, Ratoaharana, Achyutottara, alf
unknown to us, he has never mentioned the name of K3lidass
of world-wide fame or any of his works of supreme excellence
But hed Bhamaha ever seen the poems of Kalidasa he
would have of course mentioned them or made them alse.
as in the case of Pratijiznatika subject of s criticism."”
After this the learned Paudit quotes those three verses of
wWE® which we have given above and remarks—*From'
this we cannot conclude that ¥f{g was conversant with the ;
poem Meghadata, for then we could as well infer that he
knew also of Sukasandeda written by a poet of yesterday.
Hence, 1 think, that by these éldkas, our Acharya only
teaches us generally that the fashionin some of our Kivyas
of lovers sending messages through such inanimate objects
as the wind, the moou, the clouds and such living inarti-
culate crestures as the bee, the chakravaka and the parrot is
not desirable on cccasions when the sender of the message
is in a state of sobriely., B:aring in mind this instroction of our

I oqrfaTS amEaT TEaATA R AAe |
fridaremmrradiatet: s |
WA, QiR ST TEEieT wiEan |
TEATE, Afe werfy Taedmiarsaen §owET @I O
—vgdy X1V, 7-8

1. Introduction to  CeTRAZST aond  sfEErTTAOEN
(Trivendrum Edn.)

3 I[EATEER, 1 42-44.
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Achirya, Kalulase, with his keen sense of postic propriety,
obsarves, in defence of his message through the cloud at
the begining ol Meghadata :—
FReNtafagasd  afawm: & am
wriarat & qzey: mffa: s |
NP ILAOG, TTFES TqT=
wmial (g SEfarIuEaarsasgl—=ay |

Thus it is seen that Bhamaba lived much prior to
Kalidasa.™

This long quotation from the most important exponent
of this side of the view, will make the position quite clear.
It may be interesting to know that Dr. Mobel also was
formerly & believer in the priority of wiHg to Frfagra.
Even now, with his belief shghtly shaken, (simply because
he could not directly prove it} he is more inclined to accept
the priority of y\TRE to &TrAZIH than that of Fifgra to
AwE’

Taking the arguments from both sides into considerstion,
we may confess that much can be ssid on both sides and
that nothing is reatly settled. One cannot imagine that such
a criticism can be possible withont any wark to be
criticised and explain on the other hand, why other things
counected with ®1fdeTe choald not have come under the
notice of WA, if the works of the great poet were known
to him,

Whatsoever may be the fact, it iz needless to carry this
discussion to any further length, because, even if it were
decided one way or the other, it will not in any way belp us
in determining the date of wtA®g. The date of wrfyE
itself is a bone of contention and cannot be made 8 basis for
determination of other dates.

1. See Nobel's Tne Foundatioos of lodian Poetry, pp. 14~15.
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HTHE AND AHE.

The same remark is to be made with regard to the
chronological relation of wrAg and ATH, though in this case,
it has not been suggested by any person that {THE came
after the author of the work he is cuticising. The difficulty
with us here is that we cannot exactly know what work
he is criticising. The verses in the FHEIAEFX of WWHE
which refer to the criticism in question read thos—

faehgguraer swag ggIaa |
AEUT Faw: QREIEEIA N
FraamEarY QAT |
aaifad Twsga My | Egmag
afy Grifad aea afad: @mfagd |

w21 g wfgar dai wfeal s aaR )
T FEAIEwT wrgnfgc iR |

AAtfy Rgerea qfava=iify wgar
gAISAT ARATN AA T fac |7q |
Argdr arfimas em SETad: |
wea fafkrarmarngaraeaieg, |
THIFARTTEMAT A7 FTHET: 599 U
ARTsEg St Rggdr ashnd saiwg |
eI AT agfa Aqara: |
w¥adt A aaqy fafaaas |

e a aransty %€ frg a9 g ag i 1V.39 44

The stories of Fgz@, the king of meggs, were very
populer in sncient India, so much so that many works, even
besides those which directly Jevote themselves to them, refer
ta them here and there. So when we fad such a crticism
in the work of QRTHE, we cennot exactly determine what
is the actual object of his criticism. Dr. T. Ganapati Sastri
suggests that the work criticised must be sfThaIvaCRY.
 The subject reviewed by Bhimaha above,” says the eminent



( 31 )

editor, © is seen in Ils evtirety in Pratijianaika. Moreover,
the Prakrit passage “ s{jm || AT §ET, WA AF U4,
SQ AX P21 io the first Act of Pratijianztika is quoted in
the form of verse, * gRIsAA WA GIAT AR et faar s/ » by
Bhamaha, in his enguiry on Nyiyavirodha.”

In spite of this suggestion made by the learned Pandit,
we may observe that the case is much doubtful. xrH%g
does not mention the name of {(@ or his nfaarfrrﬂ?ﬂtm
He may be criticising fam’s geewan itself which was
indeed the oldest compendium of such stories. The Prakzit
portion common with JIHE'S %ﬂq{, might have a similar
representative passage there also. Moreover, the theary of
the learned Sastri itself, as observes Mr. Kane, is based on a
very weak foundation. if we examine the passage from
ATAg more closely, it will be found that the story criticised
by bim is not exactly the same as found in gfygFEANTA-
Trgy. 1t corresponds more with the versions found in ged-
%] g and KqT-fTG-iFwC They are known to be the
epitomes of ggawur, But even ifit was proved that it is {rq
who has b:en critizisel], it will not help us in any way., For
the last 14 years, a sharp controversy has heen going on, not
only with regerd to the date of #y@, but also concerning the
authenticity of the works published in his name. As there
i5 no cestainty about the date of g1®, there is no us- putting
it forward as & terminas of JrHY.

ATAE ARD ¥
It will pot be perhaps out of place to devote some
space here for discussing the relation of afg end g, Itis
& well-known tiaditio. among the Pandits of India that afE,

the famous author of the grammatical Kavya, known as
TS or simply as ¥fgwreg, tried to furnish illustrations
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to the wIs@ET in the four cantos (X—XIII) known as
oY exactly as he dil in others for the sutras of

Pinint, This traditien finds farther support from the
statements of the commentators!. Tt would appear from

the way they write that ®f¥ wrote the 10th canto to
illustrate figures of word and sense, 11th, Argdmy, 12th,
W and the 13th Sanskrit and Prakrit Kavys. n@mEyy
finds its illustration in all the four cantos, If we look at
the gArgs illustrating WEEWRs in canto X, we shall find,
from the order and the way they are given, that 3f§ had
AWE's FEA@EW before him.  The commentators FAAER
and giigarg have freely drawn upon the work of Ay for
giving the definitions of these SAFICS in their commentaries.*
They could have easily taken the definitions ifrom later and
fuller rhetorcial works. But then the illustrative gars
would not have so well conformed to those defiaitions.
There is & %1% in WWE's TEAMWERC which s found in
wfEwrEg with very slight alterations. The AT of Winy is—

EATART TEAI T g |

g glaaia g gHed gan o 11, 20

In Qfgwwa we have

mmmmgw% s

TOEET | TaH 4R P geEew W WTaseNTeEtaT
vemEf ... . ... AAISE BWE SeEQ QIR | WEER
AT MTTEATIRRR T e00.—F9wEE i his commentary .

in the bwegmumg of canto X.

- BT Sﬁ:‘ﬁ H‘T‘
gt T Wmﬁnﬁu —atfgme
in his commentary on HIZZWeE in toe beginaing of canta X,

2. See gfifze to vureds. of WWE's TEUBEN. TS
hms no less than 11 gootationd from thes werk.
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MreaiEy sRageT: gl o
v gitemmiler Reafmm aarp- ~XX1134,
Here it can be imsgined juite easily that one of the
twe must have borrowed from the other sfemengiim
ascribes the former 2%te vo wrAg.  There on this suthority
it necessarily follows that fg must bave imitated WIRE in
witing his xgt®. ! All these facts, stated above, cannot but
point to one conclusion, in that AE was prior to 7,
Now as regards the date of ®{E, the only clue which we
bave is his 371 forming the last verse of hisgrag, It is~—
wrafas fafegd war aevat
whacema Ty |
wifaei waaege we
saet: fafidn g sswng 1—SXIL 35,
The history of Kathiawar telis us thet there were four
Kings with the name of qT&¥ who ruled over gwaft (modern
Vala), It is not quite clear which grda is alladed to

by #fgs.

Prof. B. C. Mazumdar? identifies the author of Wfkewisy
with gegaflg, mentioned in the Mandasor Sun Temple
Inscription,* dated 473 AC. on the ground of similarty
between the verses of the inscription and the descriptior

of autnmn in the PfgRrEg.s But  this identification i
consider=d by Prof. Keith a3 a ‘most unfortunste suggestion's

r. Trivedi—Ind, Ant., Vol. XLII, p. 264.
For more informagon, see Mr. Trivedi's introduction t
wftwren (B. S. S. No LVL,

1. R. A, 5., 1904, pp. 395-297-
Fleet's Gupta [nsgriptions, No. 18,
Canta I,

I. R, A. 8, 1909, p. 750,

5
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But the two learned professors are at one insaying thy

wfE flourisbed before wrefy and gudl. We may goy

for s to say, with Mr, Trivedi* that  our poet lived ia th

iatter purt of the sixth snd the beginning of the sewméé

century.” But the saefest course will be to side m’&f
Mr. Kane? and say that « @ff§ must have lived sometims’
between 500 and 630 A.C. "? Whatever might have been the,
difference with regard to the date of ‘RHfE, none was hear’
o suggest till 1922 that wiff wes prior to wWiRg. In the
year Dr, Jacobi? struck s new line of argument in  determiz-

ing the date of ATHE. He ted to prove with all plansibility

that {TAE bad drawn his material for the 5th chapter o
SEAIGETT from the FgMEfeg of aagifa. This necessitated
the placing of ¥Ry afler 630 A. C.  Now wnff, as shows,
above, cennot be fater than 650. So the learped schblmrss«g
were compellel to look upon the relation of ®fx to nm‘gf
from guite » different angle of visivn., Dr. S, K. De, whe,/
ss far 2% we remember, never disagrees with Dr. Jacobi bat!
always follows in his foot-steps, writes®— At one time it’
was believed, oo the indication given by Jayamengala on’
Bhatti that the alamkAia-chapters in thet sy especially’

t. lowrodsctivs o bis Ede. of wigssg (B. 8. §. Noo LVIY
P. XXIL

2, lowoduction to bis Bda, of srfyewets, P. XV1

4 For the &'aissions on e Agtaof afe. see also Dr. Jacehi-
Z.oo0w G, XLIY and oo Site . Prouss,
Akad, d. Wiss. 1932, p{x. 216-1% 3 V. V.
Sovasi—Boaaderkar commomoration Volsiue, p. 3933
5. K. Dp—History of. ﬁm&kﬁt Postits, - Vﬁ@‘ L g soff.

4 Sicx. d, Preuss Akad. d. W%m. Mo, K‘KIV, PP-211-12

5. Histury of Sueskric Fostios, wah g g
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canta N, was ingant to iilutteate the rhetorizal teachings of
Bhimahs i perticclar, but the date now assigned to
Bhimaha (i o after ogifa’s date 650) will re-ndjust
s rclation to Bhatti in s new light.” The two learned
destors have taken great pains in Cre-sdmsting © ATHE'S
relation to w/ff. Re-alizstnont has been in ths presant
case nothing less than perfect reversion of the former position.
Thers is no use of enamining on our part this * re-adjustment
in &l its Jetails, for it has oot been so much a child of
logic a3 one of necessity. The present case appears to
a5 ke thit of a certain talented lawyer. He once began
o put forward arguments which might have been advanced
by the other side,. When he was on the point of
gompleting  his  arguments, he waz made aware of
his blunder by one of his colleagues, He remained unmoved
snd at omce addressed the court.  © My Lords, such
will be the argoments put forward by the other sife.
Now | begio to refute them.” We wonder why the premises
of the comclusion which upset the whole thing, were
not more carefully examined to  see if there was some
wther alternative possible.  Such cages of resembiance,
cerroboroted by the record of commentstots snd confirmed
by the voice of tradition, as exist between the FTEATATIT
of grAg and the ey of wff, cannet be a matter
of mere chance. As we shall bry to show later on, AWE
cannot be carried below 600 A.C. He may be much earlier,
Sa there is no necessity of putting the cart before the horse,

ZuE and RIRE.

Now we come to ore of the most important parts of the
discussion upon the date of wrHy. FoF, the auther of
Wﬂ, bas been wery popular among the litersti of
mediseval ladis, perhaps even to same extent more then Ry
bimsglf, who bad the misfortune of bewisg: his-work not



(3 )
50 easily availahle, Onb a close study of the works of thm”%
great poeticians, the imprassion becomes irresistible that tim?s
were related to each other, some way or other. There &g
some passages which are identical in the works of both, mi
only in sense but even io phraseology?. There are othm‘
more important still, which appear to involve matual cnncmmﬁ.f
Besides, there are various views-—either similar or dissimilar
to one another—which clearly point to an intimate t\‘ﬂﬂtmﬁ
existing between the ®EYTHER sad mﬁmq:ua 1

These impressions, culled from the works of these t#s
wtiters, led to the discussion of their chronological relatios,
with each other, A shsrp controversy ensned for settling the
priority of one to the other. Mr, M, T. Narsimheingur raised
this issue for the first time and was inclined to placy
gudl before grgg* He found his  srguments vay
ably vefuted by such emicent scholars as Mr, Trivedit,
Dr. jacobi®, Prof. Rsngacharya’, Dr. Ganpati Sastri® and
Prof, Pathak®, The last seems, however, to have changed
ks view later on?®, A3 the majority of views appears to
favour tbe prioticy of QIRE. we need pot encumber ow
hemble paper with the statements of all views held either

1. Kave—Inwoduction to zrfgragder, p. XXV ; De—
History of Sanskrit Poetics, L. pp. 64-65.
2. De—Histary of Sanakrit Peetics, L pp. 63-66.
3. Kase—l[atrodueiion o mfieagdm, pp. XXV—XXXV,
& [ RA S, 1905, pp- 5,15*?
5. letreduction to YAITERRSATER pp. XX £ 1 Ind, Aut.
XLil, i ; Bhandsrinr Gom. Vob., P 50,
. Z. Du M. Gy LAY, pp. 134 20d 530,
7 Introdaction to his editinn of Sy,
8. Introduction to  TRCARIEREY, p. XAV.
g Introduction to s v, P 16,
to. J.B.B.RAS, XXHL g sy Fad. Aok, KLJ, p. 236 .
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sgsinzt o7 1a favear of hiz puority.  Mr. EKane bas very
cauironsly cotlected the arguments of either side and those
who fezl intevested may refer to bis learned work?.,  Mr. Kane,
sfter stating and examining ali such views with admiriable
ympartiality, has come to tne concluzion that in reshty no
indgement is yei possible on the question one way or the
gther thoagh from tne charecter of the arguments employed
he szem: to be somewhat inclined in favour of s
priority to g He sums up bis position thus . It seems
probuble that srag and Zawd follow imdependent traditions,
the former having more affinity with the spagTT school and
the latter with @|¥As schosl. Whoever may be earlier,
both are vm‘y near cach other and sre to be placed beiween
500-630 A. .27 Dr. De has, however, by {foreibly re-stating )
some copent srgumants, ably demonstreted that the majority
siew is the only best logical alternative®.

We shall, by way of concluding this portion of our
paper, state one or two points which, to our mind, would con-
clusively show that qrIE cannot be brought down to a period
later than qqEL. Recently a book vamed sEffagrriear
has been discovered in the South by the Curator of the
Madras Oriental MSS. Libraryd. It 1s evident from the
said MS. that it was written by qq@t. It is prefaced, as is
nsually done io swrs, with a pumber of verses. These
verses include the praise of gy and m{\{»" elony with that

O—————— o ——

1. Intreduction to q‘r&mm%m pp. XXV-XXXV.

2. Ibid p. XXXV.

3 History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol, 1, pp, 64—Yo.

4 Progeedicgs and Transacticas of the Second Oriental
Conderence, pp.1935-201; Journal of the Mythic Somety,
X1, pp Gy:—68s.

5 Preefemgaats fiel aom Reda: |
sy WeY Wt A wg e
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of many othes.  From this Poetic Introduction, we further
ears that #WEr war a great-geandson of |rEfy who ba
een descrhad here a3 & contemporary of kings gﬁ"ﬁg and

fagfyegy.  These monarchs were great roling kings abom

540 A, Thos it appsers quitz reasonable Lo infer thar
Fagt, bemg fourth n descent from 9K, most have

beignged 10 the last quarter of the 7th or the begining of
tae Bth Cemtary.  Tms ststement tinls an additional support

from the fact thet gardt has not ooly praised ez but

has narrated the »tory of ammﬁ along with other episodes iy

hiz s and thes narralion sesms to be an  aconmate

raprodacters of the tale as 38 found i the qjﬁi’ of grag's

wEwer. 1t s oa owell keown fact that g belonged to
, the oourt of gFgdd who reigned from 606 to 648 A.C. A
{ porthera pozt cannot beexpectad to have achieved in & decuds
er two, in those days of hard communication, so much fame
a3 1o merit such o high pratse from a ontic of the South.

It may be furthor shown oo a most relidble authority
that qEAE must bave lived before guay, wWiAwgEaR in by
WA, wiile ssserimg that the same ides, though
already ecpressed by one powi, appesrs new and charming
when pat in o Buggostive garh by another poet, points out
& cuse wWhet? HTWE, doewing wpon an xdea expressed by
WWE in ove of hs verges of mm writes a prose

WATERR ARIG | QO ‘IR ATLMATGAL #4 %ﬂ ( Kﬁ'ﬂf“ A VI para
sg of Kaes editionl mr% 3 fgafirfeesd @ A A s
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passage in gfmfdn, It is nuite clesr from this that -
&3 hal positive belief which must bave been based on
toaditiens prevadent amog the Kidmidan Pandits of hig
day that ;RE war an ol and popular predecessor of gre
so that the iater ccubl safidy anl heoourably borrow ideass
from the former. Heneo wnlese this statement of gyaegeda
w shown to multwle against the werdict  of  accepted
chronclogy beariny en the question as is quits unlikely) the
fac: of \yRg’s poority can never be challenged.

With due deference to those who hold that @rgE and
gqEL are chranplogizally very nzar to and not far removed
fremm each other, we may be permilted to observe here, in
passing, thet to us it does not appear to be the fact, HINE
most probably belwmged o Fdmir and gqdy undonbtedly
bailed from the Soath T camnot be imagined that the
wiiters 2o far removed coald vie with each other in those
days. It cannot be denie i that ZNEL, with an evident criti.
cisitg mosd, tries to eolipse the work of W{HE by his own.
This case is somew hat like Al and 19 who, though not
sy removed in spece, were, in time, far away from each other,
Thie point can be further bore out by the linguistic
evidence. The SI1HF: hed rot, perhaps, been so much in
vogue in the time of TRy s they were in the time of Faat,
Pothaps Fggeg which finds such 2 high and  merited
“ealogy from ggEY bad not yer been written. HrHE mekes
no tingnistic  division of ®eg as Fgey does. If it could
be proved that the STHFAATTAT, the oldest commentary on
THY's WEAVHEG, was from the pea of this very HrmE,
the author of FPEIMAEA, it might be held to have been
the oldest work on Prakrit Grammar, sext only to aeafy,
the wathor of the ges it comaments upon. L this connection
R wuy be pointed out that the lates HERgt—oot. to say
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the nther dislests——does oot wholly comform to the rules of
grefy s exphinel vy qrRE and that the later commen
tators, gEAITIR and others. have tried to explain the g
ir & much mwore comprebensive way. Howscever it may
ke, it 35 undoubtedly clear that the picture of society found
in the work of grEE—{aintly drawn though it may be—
zen be clearly distingwished rom what we find depicted i
tha wmw} of gudfy. The peetic luminaries so fumiliss
tothe syes of TR s age hal, by the time of god, totally
divappeased from the horizon. The elegant simplicily of
the earbier Muse bmd pot as ye hordened into sentimental
idess ard artistic expressivns,  The sharp controversies
ranging between the Buddbists and the Hindus in the time
of grge, bad led to the study of the science and ant of
Polemics, so that even a work on Poetics was expected to take
the topics into consideration.  But the atmosphere seems tc
bave whally changed by the time of ggdy, The heroes ol
poputar stories were vet fresh in the memory of the people
Coming to the field of Poetics itself, we find not a fow points
of comteast along with those of similarity in the works
of these two aothors. There 15 no use eolarging upor
this topic, for, it can become olwious to even a casus
reatder of the sald works, We feel, therefore, inclimed tc
believs that WYL was sepesated from Fod not by decades

bat by centuries.
AW and g

We have shown sbove that on the evidence o
WEAMIR i eETRNE, T cannot be placed late
than Hqpg who fiourished in the first half of the 7th century.
but thig view is seciously challenged by the hypothesis tha
WHE ks borowel some logical topics from TR,
B Jacobi has discassed this point at some length and io
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nor hag ocomaider.d tne date of Haﬁﬂﬁtf;r. He

thad oot h
2 o FHET Dtauto the s yonrstin Indis of Honen Taang
The fovner won fravensl botween 630 and

W."‘-L L/': l.."‘]——:‘ 'r” SN eaea b
Rah ommaxes e referores ot orpe Badlost Lerician, The

Loem e I, senmis ioarly o have

miter, travil oz Luia
hird of mems The, wNat L SIREIDY 8 ooniamporary

P Pooean it 5
et Timien Lo oS !in,":-aim-;m who Hvel during
TR gl = - o~ | Ik =
LDt & L omo taLuiddle Db seventh cewtury may

Bz fatzon Lan . s b ;3 - date of ﬂﬁ‘iﬁtﬁ‘q Ii, niowever, it conld
be proved, we jatob. hms tned 1o do, that WTHE had actuliy
utlsed she logmal work of gREAfR. the statemsnt of
Wﬁa wosil eorsidersbdy irse su value aud 3HE wonld

songequently have the chance of Loing dragged down to the

Bih mearury as lesel, Lot ws List etsmimne the arguments put

foteard the-eiog

Al the sreamentt ot forward for  esteblishing the
indebrednes: of Jqrm® 0 FHEHA arc basud upoa a few
points ot cimlarity exispne n their works®. They are

gnly three. Ler us toks them ope by one. HIHE  has

gven two definjtions of Zrgam—
e awaga 3 2971
afist srAcardTgd Ted & ) ®EEe V.1
Now we know from the Arrqa izt of srareriafas upon
mﬂm‘rf&q: that the definition of WA, a5 given here in the
second hadl of the gloka, rame originelly from féjg_:\mn&
Bat what ase we 4n say about the ficst difinition > Die

Sex ‘\’Edysabbz1~am g H:stury of Iuchm Logie, pp. 305-6.

Bee Dr, JacobPs ¢ Bhimaha und Dapdin ikr  Alterund
Akad. d.

1

2,
ihre Stellung in dec indischen Poetic’ in Sitz, d, Preuss.

Wiss,, XX1IV, 1922, pp 211212
3 See Dr. Randle’s ‘Fragmeuts from Ditndga,” pp. 21-22.

5
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erety dor hender ona FRIrmsha pepshen Defimtioren” | writes

Jacatr, vomatz alsn e elnem andern Philoscphern
kegrnbren 0 Ard who s thur o ovher philosopher T IE i
TRF T 355 Dr, Jarob, fer 21 voe placs of bis mrmafeeg,

we resd wmmﬂm%ﬂw fremfamy
Y A AT |
Ir zhiz ase as well as @1 the cases [ollowirg, the
questin, whith ae are t pat toourselves, should be whether
& particubiar vica— &am SFEey for instance—is  peoaliir
with avmeone or s .ommon to many.  such an argument
can have ary weght iy when the view concerned is original,
Undortanatele we do nnt mud any such thing in the presen:
case,  (MOEe W‘Jgsﬂ:{:{ 3 o tor well-koown thing with cur
Harfiws 0 have orginoted with aw=fR. It o1 quite
sufficient for our purpose here to show that it was known
gvea 10 ﬁm Thenks to the lubours of the late lamented
Dr. Vidyabhii-ana, we csn have some knowledge of fqg.a'[r[
works. fEAE in hus ST Yy spoke of apan-fam thus!
An inference for one’s self (svirthfmamine, raa-don-gyi-ries
dpagt is defined as the koowledge of 8 thing derived through
s mark or sign of three characters, Widl it not, when
turped into Sanskrit, read  somewhat exactly like the extract
from wyafgeg of TEER cited above?  In this connection
wg ate to note one thing more.  The way in which WA
gives this definition alony with that of frganT, does ant only
show that it came from some other seurce, but also fo the
fact that it formed an earlier and more commonly accepted

view. DBosdes SHYGETET, we have u clear deseription
of fmgey %:m{ it sgrande? Whoever might be the

Ty PR Pl

£, See Dr, Vidyabhisava's History of ladian Logic. p. z80.
2. This work bas been so long knowe only through Tibetan
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amthog b rhiz aovk,t noaw we 2o dar tmel to prove that it
wae writtnn after m’iﬁ' Thus we see that WY was
moroinoany WAy wetiel tu ST A for his knowledge of
“agW qu W are wery much inglined to think that
SRR S Ty A QR At q"g'.mﬁ for, atleasr, this section of
3 deavel s knowladge

-
he e

Dodean beger Bl mionn aave prob

EISHT SOME &1 LT LogiTIah

: sistenctt of 7RG which has been said to
srespond w;tl’a thit of TREHF s R qﬁmﬁg
HETe-V. 2> ”Imﬁfﬂ has g wpAAtfE:

Trs smianty 15 milesd steking.  Pnt the queston again
mesup: 50 an wr,gzr,a,! ilea of qﬁeﬁﬁ'a The same
the tiird correspond-

[

Juestion may be rase dowath regard e
1wy ~tatenmnt o AIEE-—HIAA PINLAE - K0V, 29).

fq‘giﬂfq propennd & new  ibsory when he says

FARTATHIE] FATY Y In bota the shove tasss, Eﬁﬁﬁfé

dnes rot anpeat to have anvthing pesuhar to bimself.  The
go@s  and #ifHs bave been koown to earber writers

AR

Texis, Fortunately it {s now going to be pulfished by Principal
%, B. Db-uva o the Gackwed Crieatal Series. We owe our
kpuwledge of it o the kindness of Princinal Dheuva,

For tae three charscteristics of the Middle Term (fogen
amg as found in RATRTN, sec History of Indian Logic, p 291.

1. The guestion is s mooted one. We postpore its discus-
ginn for the tos being,

2. vgrafieg, (Peterson’s Edn.) NL 138.
Besares Eda  reads gor wqeamafer . See p. 132,

3. m-rqﬁai, Peterson’s Edn, 1. 140; Benares Edo. p, 133
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aswelld, In FOTREEE w0 haes simolar desinptions o
g and FAL

Wy, POV Boee" oahe ow. fas Yoen rotel betore,
pronted et the s mlonty cestng Betwenn the works of
VrEE 4l mﬁ‘m&‘ﬁq guite ndependzncly of Dr. Jacohi,
fad coted auther 4ok from GIAE - FTHEATAEIT, appesnrg
pAnowdLt sgactly  loee & pAsswoe o ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁ%" mmﬁ‘:"{,
HWIHE s <inba ron s thus:

WRATEY: SATHA] TaagET a7 |

wErATTIEEAETEd At A s wsare- V. 5
AT v rites shus

fafrd weown® womagaE 3 (p, 10V, T B
wwEe, (p 210 . W ardeaeey (po vd) §isg-
wrEs faam: (p. 2%y Now it may be again pointed
out here thut this divwsioo end definition of wyrgs bas not
wiginaved with HEITA | Almest sl the logicians who
were opposed Lo HEFYIT (who propotnded foue iy (u iy
had mostly 8 simlar view ﬁ{m for instance, in his
THTGER A ich. 1) states that promdnas are only two,
giz., prrovpin and feronce. Al objects 2ing  known
through them, thers s we cther mpitg ) De. Vidyabhiana
bas restored the Sanshetr cngual thus:

- They are oo well-known to require much argumentation
for establishing their existence befoce @=wrfq,  In thic conpection

it will be, however, Interesting tu reter to a =rEEE of WA
(1—1~18} and GTFEATRT - Wi thereva  The sutra is Rrqebiami-
VT EREERTE AT | ATORTA SLavments upon it thus i—o f&
PO s e IR R PN, e p——
gumea: afamd gff oo o e ERTATETERE ST SriaRf |

2 Sepe Vidgsthoaoa's History of ludiun Logic, p. 208,

3 intreductica to his Edu, of mﬁaﬁﬁm; p. XL.
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wamagEA 7 agvw iz fEasmy |
oy A% foas fg & OeEe WET

It it b sedn from the above that all those passeges
froce AGEMA, which Lews heen tod as oricinds of HIFE 8
dpvas aw s nn Do Wity abrh rramedves. Troy regresent
vaxe whinh were guoe asil-knowy eves bafore the birth
of the Baldbest Ugrose. Under suth circumstences one
camne o osafely arais tat WIRE Aas izzdebtei to v:[qqﬁf%
ard tonobody else.  Dr. Jacob: Is not such s sapetficial
schoise as to be convisced of TRE's ndebtednass to
TAEMA smply upon the bass of ascllental similarity of
views., We presume thar 4 was the partial similarity of
phraseoiogy too, which led him to entertsin such a view.
But 1o our mond, the similariy of phreseclazy in the present
care 1 not 84 very smigniicast,  Striking similsrity is seen
snly 1o the sentences which deal with s and Ffs. Bat
theve again, we casust say that SARHR was the first person
w use thern. With equal force, we may say that it was
HIHE wio wiote them first of all. We see no absurdity
mit. i speATfgy, philosopher as ke was, did not find
it ingonvenient to repeat the phraseology of our poatician,
we se2 N0 fuason why THEHA would not do the some, if
lie could fnd something handy, cut and dried, from bim.

What we want to emphasiss very particularly is simply
this that the similarity of phraseclozy, even if it could be
proved to exist Leyond doubt, will not by itself be of much
use, fusuch a case there are three alternatives possible, each
of ahich bemg equally terable. Now with regard to the
tepic m question, unless and until more definite evidence is
forthcoming, nsns can be justided i claiming that WIHE
bortuwed views and paraseal.gy from geigly It may be
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- = o -
sty Logmt W0 el At IR s ndeved togTRY
ar Bt F T Led Tl A Rt R In AULITCE.

N I = Al }n"f&‘ﬁ Ard naot print o
i mtey Tore af oynlas e abich sould further zupport hig
aszumptine ¢ Difees fnniedungen Brdmihazs” Lavs the gres

nrie tabist, *aws Dharmaberis Moayebiedu ewelsen, Jlass e

y
sla drser woene aush viedhcht nur ein jooagerss
Seronsee dosaslzen, war. Stur how bas the indebted-
noas of @mEE e rowel: Thers he writes thus: “Nap
wiatet Bparman ot Dolntn o Nyawslnde 1L 30 tatm
crrnowslhayil o oadoa 1w ted  anumdnas s

sho ler Finmansa son paielenen, dass kaum noch cin
FZwwtfol detutr it s gant, waner letztecer sie genommen
aat. X owh deutiioner 2: £a3 Bhidmaha Denninonen der
A wel der u;at:s i V‘ 3.0 Thes iz the sum and
substance of alt his  stateme v an s connestion.  \We
reslly wonder moy sush s versran scholar as Dr. Jacobi,
et such fanlty and wnsdegeqate premisss, could jump to such
a moanentous corcusios, Mr. P V. ki qe, with characteristiz
crutrousness of e lawver, Jid not, thoush seggesting the
same are of wgpumery, commt himselt mooany  way.
Biwis puor ope more sugilaml 1o suggest @rHg s indebted-
ness 10 FEA 1f he couid ooty proveit. Ttis gratifying
topote that Dir. Jacobi s hypothesis & oot now meeting
with that unverssl approbation which st was at Arat expected
to do. It Bas been called in question by Dr [ Nobel® and
quetly zgmmﬁ b—r e, B, Emwch.ﬁr}a”

R [ P,

S

i See his thd*amwn to a:rfg-qm’ o, XL
2. *Die Avasthuaodarikatha’, Zeitschrifs fur Indologie und
Yrunistic, Bd. V| p, 150

3. Foreword to mremfads #FaReyg (G 0. S, XXX},
pp LXXIX—LEXXX.



The begt vwp for detenmunire whether gmeg was -
ARTSE I & ﬂﬁ#ﬁﬁ o not, wousl base heer perhaps the
zomareth 51 YRGS views with the pesulise siesws o
mﬁﬁﬁ% Itods hueem wwoall o who kmew arstbiog of
nofninwer of

mediaeaal ez thee
fegar, Qd not ad pt B wuws i1 ffs The pouuliarities of
ﬂﬁﬁfﬁ Rase, Do emzebidie ared Yo Do Vidyabhoeaoa!
sed # referonmce o chern will surelv make at clear that
no spesial view  of the Daddhist legician  bas  beern
represented in the work of THE. (0% the gontrary, there are

indiations whicn podt dismetnialiy o the cpposite side.

i
Y.
.

oo owmav jurt refer to some of them.  The definition of
ey, 86 gives by (AT i+ argE swqardiER 2| To this
an important anlivn 3 made by aRFAfR Iy seyne wag
EFIATIETGA®.  No. the lerm spgEed 3 not such as
an be ygnored be any persot coming after B, Rrgamas
definition was rather o0 general and consequently cau\]d be
interpreted to apply to evervthing, so that everything will be
ey, TEiATT did actually irterpret it in this waz4,  To
svoid this contingency, SREHA added =g which made
it clear that by gegey, we were to mean here seqeggrs and
nothing else.  Who will indulze in soch an inexactitude

1. See Vidyibhi-apa's History of Indias
315—1218.

3. Frecafafhw ip his ﬂ]‘aqﬁé}isr‘ while commenting uprn
R g W Teml FReRGTAa, begina, wrEfa Feame
FHROTHAER R WY ghA | See alsa Vidyabhiava's History of lndian
Logic, pp. 276—2%7 and D, Randle's Fragments from Diinaga,
P B0

3. See quﬁ:; Benares Edn.). p. 11,

4. He takes it 25 THRTAT W FATEEER, |

Logic, pp



W FAYATYE ARTEA FAE—ETITe ¥ A,
o0 of ke b lepratnore—the het of them—brlones, o
the authemty of mEreyty faw, w Bwanm and the seennl,
g the samwe prTaTe tn WW"EI' the toacher of f‘:}g&:ﬂmf
Mora wan it b vrarced shar mgrEE oould have atiorded to leavs

-

T
i *Iﬁﬁfﬂ' = deterrnn, ksl he Reer awarne of it 7 Besides,

Hapwt iz darn 10 w:mﬁg‘%" moa strikivgle Jdiiferent  way,
. ) L)
A:ar*rhm to hm T = HfgFErERT e EfaT.

wAtws Y, Dot ggAET ohde dsoussing RgarT's definitiog
of Sy, w-: “WN B SOIAT)  AASGANAAA | am
fam « awartadm? a 5 sranffestaed 12 araeafs
fipi calls 1 EEmATEATERTR S, Now the AT must be
frgmrr aud all tnose who bad « similar view. We may
presume that WIRE was also one of them—at Jeast conversant
with the view—for bz says wayAl ArEREIRA T ofy-
FEA-wEUle V.0, 1t may be admitted thet ggfg's
definition of @AY is more academis in tone exactly s his
definition cf 9RIEL s mute exnatt in expreasion.  If yyg
could afingd to give 00 views £ an important issue, he would
not, we think, mind to give s third ons alza, i it was more
usefal and ﬂmffﬁ?ﬁllﬁ, BY “am:ﬁ;ﬁf;[ 5 defininos maleed are,

——

1. Mﬂﬁlﬂ beging his comment upen ‘Hey gl
sy, e weeR L T TResE A amreR s
wmwi?ﬁ-ﬁ‘\'a P 99 See also De. Randle's

Fragments from Disniga, p.ra—iz.
3. wHEER, P 13
3 TETETAE, P a4
4 argddwr, po 1oz
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(e thing more sheuld be anted in this cnursstion e
far 83 TE ROOW, STEPRITA has nowhere 1 his extant works
shown aay regard to the views of gggeg. though his pupd,
AT, 1€ his great antnontativ: source  But qugg has
ceferesd to the views of the rhler Dngician in onmizmbable
lnguoge.  May we mot asavme with probalility that, by
the time of qralA, Fgaeg tul bren somewhat echipsed
by his decidedly abler pusit ™ It iz guite possible that
wrag hved in an age when LA Was not so forgotten,
He still commanded respectfal attentton from scholars along
with fgrT.

It will be undoubtedly quits profitable to give here the
results of & detalled compazisan of thess works : but weare
afreid the space at our d'sposal will not permit it We may,
in pessing, just note a few paint=. Ay has siz ggprgreErs? but
auEifa has ooly fosr ® If we were to look inta sqrgude
we shull ind no less than vine.¥ But what is very interesting
to note is that some of the definitions and examples of Qrag
wholly correspond with those in #qrawey | U is included
by A% in frew@g® but WIAY tekesit separately’® exactly
as we find it in sqawEy and HMQEEEY | In rgusy and
GREEY we further tind ggwg divided into two classes
according to the way they are possib.e either by eI or
fqrd® | This is also thecase with ;yygg | But qﬁm’iﬁr has

{. FHTEEH, V- 1j-20.
2. wyaieez, pp- 84-85.

3. wFEEEF-=5ce in the History of Indian Logie, pp.zgo-291
4 FoE g ¢ aEdAeladifARiy 4 wm wwer R

T S| A AT Sl TEa -, P
. FTSABFN, V- 2L V- 2b-27.

&, History of Indiun Logle, pp 288-7, 205—06. In these
7
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we such diwawr.  The fow poiuts, noted above, are quite
sufficient fo coovroe o urprojudicod person that ATEE s
boerow: g from SRETE 1= as rhing bat possible.

Ewen if these points were not available, we could hawe
showrn that WTRAE s comirg after T EHA cannot be imagined,
s, a3 shows above, lved sbout 650 A. C. and hsiled
frem tre nasth of Inda.  grrerellae lived in Bengel in the
beginning of the Sth centurv.  Now, we cannot, with any
stretch of our imazination, srroeceive that within half a
century such & progress condd be possible In those days of
hard commaniontion, qﬁqﬁﬁ becomes sufficiently famous,
his works are camne d to Kashmir, thers grReg utilises them
for writing his own work, then he also becomes well-known,
his work maxhes Bengal and 1 devoured by giracfga—and
all this was ~czomplizhed withip half a century ! It seems to
be hardly porgible.  'We have no ceason, therefore, to doubt
WIARTZ TS Statement (hat Z7y wes ucquaintsd with ATHE's
work, so that £00 A.C. can b safely taken to be the lower
Bmit of ATAE's date,

But what should be his upper limit 7 The fore-going
discussion has shown that WTHE was familiar with the
views, which are, on the suthority of gTreqf3fipy, sscribed

o ﬁw I We hive further shown that his views some-
times correspond with those which are found in sqrqeyg |
Nanjio! and Takzkusu® ascribe this work to a‘rmﬁa } But
Pandit Vidhudekbars Bhartachdrya thinks that Nanjio * has

cases mwmbumﬁm in phrmﬁulc}g} is a&wtu be mted qﬁaﬁrﬁ'
has, bowever, got such a division in gETeaTa g,

1. ..asjic's Catalogue of the Chinese Tripitala, p. 270,
Nos. 1223, 1224

#. A Record of the Buddhist Religion by Itsing, pp. 177,
185, .



made B misiake o rendering the name wto Saoshey. Toe
ramz, a8 gvenoin Chinese in tne book itself, 8 Y3 faa, the
sansirit equivaient of which is Diardge "t But, aczording 1o
Sugura? and Ul? rgraoie s attniatel by the Chinese
radition 10 FFTWHT | frgawt's wors, wcconli~z to this
viow, wal  FOTHE, it ditiret from sgragEsy. D
Randie® seas ' no reuscn 3 doabs the comrectnzas of the
Chinese attributio. of the ;qrgre to Uinnfiza.  That being
the cass, 1t 1 mpossible that Dinudga should have besn the
aathor of sgroaay. ~  Bat we s2e no reasop to Joubt the
correctness of the Tibetan attribution of the sgragmym to
ﬁ:@m i if that be the case, it iz impossible that any other
person but g should have hesn the author of the
wTRaRe] | Besides many cogent arguments so ably pot forward
by Pandis  Vilhugekhars Hhapicharve® for proving that
FTaaEE was the work of &g;"ﬂm, one thing appears to turn
the scale to a very great extest. [t is a curious fact that
WFCEATH] was not knowr to either Houen Tsang or tsing.
The Tibetan texts are guite iznotaut of his uvame. The
Tibeten translation of the Chinese trans atioz of sqvayERg
clearly shows thet at that time even the Chinese did not
know of ggreaAt) It is redly ifuexglicable how they
came, later on, to associate bis name with Fgmudy | There
seems to be some bsffling confnsion, lurking somewhere or
other. Unless and until this mystery is cleared up, we
shall not knew the real ground of its attribution by the

i. * The Nyiya Pravesa of Diiniga, ' Indian Historical
Quarterly, Vol. I11, p. 154,

2. Hiodu Logic as preserved in China and Japan, pp. 36-37.
Vaisesika Philosophy, p. 68.
tragments from Dinniga, p. 61.
[ndian Historical Quartetly, Vol. 1L, pp. 154~159.

R
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Chingse to ggremmti  Bat 50 far as the Tihetan Testd

azeditel B Parde WVijlnorhar 5?“&‘.‘&'”5‘4&“%'3, is ooncerned,
it 33 mmore than probadde that it s e wad *a"ﬁifgﬂmg Tha
tear ol oditnr has comgarrd i with the Chinese and Sanskrit
Verseas  wod doos noy porhaps find materal  differencs
between them Sm what B¢ said of the Tibetan version
with rezard to vy vathership, may he. therefora, trus of other
verass my well? We have every hope that this pugzling
erigma wal b elearsd v v Proozpsl Dhrova's Iutroduction
o the Sensket Versoo of he SIpRET? )
it does not, however, matter much for us even if
WETHETHT was to be groved rhe author of sqguEg | He i
gaid to have Deen ths pupd of ﬁa&yrm and consequently
must have been RS yomoger contemporary. So when we
Bnd clesr cecemblancs of cenain views and expressions in
qAgs work from the works of RwAm aud FprauEwy, we
can, without besitation, say that ﬁ?frm 5 date will furnish the
apper limit to WIAE's age.
The date of fgwam depends npon the date of hig
teacher, gga=g | Nanpo infums us that FRITHT wrote
a life of Fgaegt Letocen A C. 401 aud 409 aod qq:qm,
who lived between A C 4%y and 380, wrote another.’ From

1. Gaskwad Oviental Sem*sy XX‘&IX Part I

3. v N. D Miooroy contributes a paper oo © Ditniga’s
Nyiya Praveda and Harthadra's commentary on ity to the
voitimie presemted to Dr, Garbe.  We have not as yet Seen jt, but
From the title we may assums that he s also inclined to attribute
v w0 fe |

% G O. 8 XXXIX Part L

4 Namja'y Catalyrue of tha Chinese Tripiiaka, app. 1. 64.

3. loid No. 1463
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gTaTT  w¢ Kwow tha Fggeg wes e oonlempamry of
Premifgeay, who is identified by V. A Smith? with Chandra
éeots Tof the Gupts Dyaasty, 1 this line of argument is
followal, 85 has been Jome by VA, Smizh?¥ apd M. Perit,
AgT, who dizd, it 15 s81d, st the age of 50, will be {ound
¢o bave been Nving Favwesn 235-350 AC.  But anfortunately
ol scholars are nat st ome. Different scholars assign
different dates to THETHY | The other most important view
is that which places im between 420300 A. C.P  Bat
the majonty of the scholars® appesrs to be inclined towards
the former view. Undeohtadly that view appears, to say
the lesst, much more probahis. If we were to subscribe te
the cther view, the whole subsequent chronoiogy becomes
awfolly disturbed. Then we have to lock upon ZTHEAA's
sLife of Vasubsndhn' as a myth and dishelieve the
traditions which make gggqeyq one of the Patriarchs and his
work as having bee translated into Chinese by gl |

S0 we have seen above that there is every probability
of ggavg having lived between 280 and 360 A. C. Now
E{@fﬁﬂ, being his pupl, must have been his jucior
coptemporary sud s6 must have lived somewhere befote
400. Now, if 400 A C.is to be the approximate date of
ﬁf@mj that date must also bz considered to furnish the
upper limit to grR’s date. We may, therefore, safely say

Takalkusu, J. R. A. 8., 1305, p. 44.

Early History of India, 3rd Eda., p. 320,

Ibid, pp. 328 ff.

Bull, de 1.’ Eccle francaise d’ Extreme-orient, XI. 355 ff.

Vidyibhiizaya’s History of Indian Logie, pp. 266—267.
Keith—Iudian Logic and Atomism, p. g8, Buddhist
Peilosophy p. 155 + B. Bharscharya's Fureword 10 aeagug

(@& 0. 5. XXX) pp. LXVI—-LXXX.

g b
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that grepg must have bved batwess the lstes of frgam
and grm, vz, Dutwoen 400 and OG0 AL C, " A
if we sk to be 4 Litle mmofe exact with regard to W
date of yrRE. we should try to find out whether he wy
DEArer 10 ﬁ{mr or to aRwtr | We have already show
that his views correspond much more with those of &gm
than those of sTR®HPA | We have further shown that he v
ivisg fn an «ge when the old teachers were not as yy
forgotten.  This fast can be forther borme out by o carefy
sompsrison of hi: work with the extant works of thas
tenchers. At some places he has referred the reader for
details to other works which are not found perhaps &
frwmpT's works We have further 1o take into consideratios
that @rEE's fame muast have taken some time for becoming
o much ripe a3 to induce a poet of Kanouj, as quym indeed
was, te become alqguainted with the wark of the grewmt
Kashmirmn, If we may be permitied to allow a century
for it, we shall be, we thibk, nov wrosg in placing wrag
before 500 A. C. But the way be writes, the atmosphere bs
breathes, the cowpany be keeps,—all these leave us stil
ungatisfied. We are very much tempeed to think that he
was not fer removed from ﬁ?;fﬂ’ﬂ', though we cannot
positively prove it by direct evidesce.  The oith chapter of
his #EEIAER, teeming so0 mach with philosophical logic,
rather smacking much more, as it were, of polemics, makes
ns believe that ke was [iviig in an age which was permeated
with debate and controversy in every quarter. Such «
period in Indisn History was possibie only with such scholars
8s AFART 1 We know from accounts?, preserved here and

1. Lama Tarioitha's Geschichte des Buddhismus voe
Schierfner, pp. 1j0—135; Vidydbhusna's History of Indian Logic,
Pp. 372-374



qe creat |TETE spe-t his whole life ¢ vehemant

hero thay if
y;mw wmoaied rontroversy amd Jehate, He was hnown e
b wme &5 ARGE or 8 fghtiny hull  But such au age
I3 nne last foroa looe time B the Yime of goved, mwﬁt&ﬂ'
vr sstilieg the bopir of peotry, vtk was eovshicred so very
e S3ufT oA aTpeolaze ‘noa wark on Poetics by owqiEe,
camee to he consplered as 6 ussirss $¥mﬁm1 | Evenin
the tme of gy, we fnd noandieat icn nof the continuation
of fZanT's nge of passiorale debste and heated controversy,
Further, oo mdwation £ that offect has bees furnished even
be the 3th and fth cenrury nsoointions of the Guptas.  Thus
we are not far wiong in batizving that that age of controsersy
plmost came to an end with f"'%ﬂﬂ‘!’i Hence we may

conclude that 9THE  was either a contemporary of or
camne  umimedictely sfter ﬁ"g,i;rm, who, we know, became
wilely kuown throughout the country on mecount of his
cnsequenthy

r

-

cezzant wanderys on controversy tonrs® C
we may state that Wg was, with all probamiity, living
gbout 400 A. C. or, if sqUgmayg happens to be proved the

work of TIETEFTHT, o few yeurs later,
HATHE'S WORKS

It 15 indeed very difficult—if not wholly impossible—~
to determine whether our author had written any other
work besides the well-known grsqrage ) We find, no doubt,
the mame of WHE assaciated with  cerfain  guotations
which are not traceable in the ETAT@EE | THIAAE, in his
commentary, BaMataET, on HfgEAmA, quotes twice

in the name of WTHAE extracts which are nowhere to be
found in the mrgTEgMC | One of them appears to have
i faum: w TERTERA B S-SR

4. Tirininha'’s Geschichle des Buddhismus von Schiefner.
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been taken from 4 aork on Metrcs! and the other frog
e WO M Eelont, T datter seizage, Lunensly
emiph, - witiw hosozht modiiate neoan the AT
TEHE 1 ZET vl 05 wxample o RIEGUEIE | Some Jok
are (acted by SITEMAT v lis comimmentary on TFTHTET
in the mams of Qg 1 These seem Yo have besn takes
imm W OWDTE 40 eietr hEL

—————————

L Wﬁ i “fﬁ:’_"ﬂ‘ ?ﬁmﬁ‘p 4. ( Fo are
gdition ).

8. s TR S Syl | A
ofea semEEERAr iR 1 SRR W ERdtEeed o
¥ gy Fewry ;amvrfaﬁﬁws WA AT &R
g g p. 10

3. =T wHE—

WIWE‘% ﬁ&mﬁqaﬁm

Benares Edition).
T AR~
TS B ¥ i |
# i Fm fream: eqfafich mmrsht ar g
m—@ﬁ?mﬁﬁmﬁﬁwﬁmwmm
ftf Ft formrsd st R 23 A
® sl g1 Fasirat SR % o mmg@
ﬁwwﬁwmﬁ:ﬁﬁu
AT wt v T Saea Bt W g R A
wﬁmmwﬁmﬁw.wmﬁml
vari} aw wﬁmmmmammu

JeEm po 7.
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Tiemdes these extracts, coming Jown to us in th: aime
uf AgTAg, presumably tuken from works now whally lnst.
ar tu: g wellbknown commertairr on gYHRUEE, the
Prakiriz firatamar wriften 1n swras oy gegfa, It is called
mﬁﬁ;ﬁﬂ'rm anlis onrsiler:1 to be the cldest commentey

now extantt,

W have no diract evilence te prove or disprove that it
was the suthor of Er=qTAEIC whe wrote the works referred
to above,  Who can say if there were nol several persons
benting the same common appillation? But it is ust every
pers.n bearing 2 simidar came who is equally famous.  The
suthor of the OIHAAATEAT, Soweser, hus heen identified by
somenith the writer of FIENTFE. Dr. Fischel® following
Patersun® dil net even doubt, that the two @rHgs might be
different.  He says— Der ilteste commentator is Bharaha,
eia Easchmirer, der auch Rhetor und Dichier war. " As far
as we can see, their opinion seems to bave been based upen
the hearsay of the Pandits. Howsouver reliable their views
may be, we would very much wish that they were backed
by historical evidence, so that they could be pronounced as
parfectly detinite.  But it appears at the same time simply
impessible to believe that such a versatile scholar, ws the
author of eRIEATAFIT secwns to heve been, could have
remsined perfectly idle before or after the writing of his
brilliant work on Rhetoric.  So, in a word, we do not find
ourselves in & position to pronounce any definite opinion
either this way or that way.

1. Pischel's Grammatik der Prakrit Sprachen, p. 35.
2. Ibid,
% mﬁmzaﬁ‘ p. 79; See also Aufrechi’s Catalogus Catalogo-
rum and Pischel's Rudrata p, 6 £
(3
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WWW
muca that we ovld discuss thoreughl,
Poothe Tezrrzl oand intercsting contesy
of the sEgr@Ee, it the corsideration of spuce does o
permit B 1o enlarge upon this topic at eny great length. It
iz enough to remember hove that "yAg has divided his wor
ks six qﬁ'@aﬁ o zectiors treating of five topics. The

fre Bs yrilEr—

We wish sore
AT CRRTE e S P07

P

1. zﬁﬁm?ﬁr. T thiz goctien A0 yerses have hess
deveted.  They dispoee of & s general questions abou
poatry, its use, ﬂ:‘;ﬁm:ﬁum sba s

2. mmgs, This trpic consists of the definitions and

ilustrarons F the Thoures of Speech, 13 s interesting &
mest here with a few nomes of ports who are now wholl
ppkioown.  Tios poartinn covers 150 verses 3

3. 3773, Here ATHE diveusses the demerits of post
etmpositions in 5 verses ;

4. rgrgfiey - Hers he tries o setdle the  logicd
fourdation of poetry. Rually speaking, this section and the
section following form parts of tha fisoussions on the Jemerits
of compositions DBut .z Lepo nd Grammar appear to
have been revwgning supreme in his davs, the anthor was led
to davote, wnlike murs others, special soctio
This section has jor its share 71! vorses ;

geyfg—Here the ambor tries to instruct the
would be poets ts take care of and nveid the grammatical

mistakes which are ever 5o prone to cresp in.  This section
has 60 versesl,

1.

ons to them.

WRE bimeelf hos summed uwp the whole thing at the end

ofbismw@n_
Wwﬁﬁﬁwmmgﬁn

gETVAT (TRl Herar RTEteE: i
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wmg—Hiz Prace 18 THE HISTORY OF SANERBIT

Parrics,

We have 3gep, at the wverv cutset, in what s great
esteer WTHE s ail alony been held by almost all the great
writars an Ssusart Potios Ble = foard gquntsd in' the
warke o IET, WA, THAT, Wraegwad, staaaga, ame
ard wranv others of Dffzrent times ard divergent visws,
Witk equal sevard he has heen oftzn referred to by such
writers of emirence a8 the anthors of ggﬁm‘(ﬂﬁ"ﬁr. quﬁw,
ggrgEr and others?. This fact cannot Lut rouse s sense
of inguistvencss it oar Buarts lo smd; the work of AIRE
ity s ie ted gt biz omerlis of such a stable and

Ca

as LI

cadnring sutraction. But fmi s sl an casy thiog a3 it will

neesatinte s tharcugh resiow of the impued Al karika works
for comparism az wil as hr traciny thoir judehtcdness
to cur poeticia.  Buat the covellemtion of thiz topic may
find & fitting place in & History e fb“ :shit Foeros and not
ina paper ke this. Al thitwe can Qo is to take a brief
historical survey of our subje-t a4l determine az correctly

83 passlb]e the placn oceupied therein by mqg ]

qeIT T5T%4 gf‘a: =TEFT T, |
s vzfi: wiesivim mm

For the detriled descriplinn of the contents, see Kine's
Inteoduntion to gr%q'—;im, pp. XVI-XVII; for a ecritical
review of the contents the reader is referred to Trivedi's
excelleat paper “Some Notes on Bhimaha™ in Bhandarkar
Commemoration Volume and Dr. De's History of Saoskrit

Poetics, Val, 11, pp go1--412.

1. For such details ses Trivedi’s article in lndian Antiguary,
Vol. XLIT (1913} and also his lotroduction to gareg-

TN,
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The worship of am:ﬁ-—tha service of the Poeti
Mure—has beor, from vere arly times sne of the favourie
hobbirs of the Ar}av poopie. Even the oldest attempt
st paofry by the primeval ancestors of the human race~
the ﬁﬁq-—cm‘mns many sparkling gems of genuine poetry,
1t appesrs that the Aryans had unloubtedly an artistic
conception of postry from the very beginning, for we mes
even . the earhast puems, with  expressions ol such
exquisite assthetic charm a3 have been later on elsborately
sreated of in the works of Poetics a5 W&TCs or figures of

zpeechl,

We #rd a treatment ol guaAl in the g5 of a1ER?, whe,
at gne pince, refors to a2 goite workable definition of this
fgure given by WRAT 4 AR gives further such divisions
of BUAT* which seem to have been the fore-runners of the
sbtle distinctions made later on. By the time of qrfinfy
such technical words as :gl:m'm!'gqﬁ*zz ete.  had bhecome
perfectly well-established®. We find further s refarence to

1. See wEwg L. 124, v 1. 164 20; L 164,
1. See also gorqlew L 3 3. and gregriaa 11 2 3
Besides theve, wa may also refer to the several Bymns
contuinieg charming dia'ogues, koown ag By bymns
found in the =TT,

Hee especially X. 108 ; HI 33
These hymnos have been considered as the fore-runners
of the Sanskrit Lrama by Dr. Oldenberg and others,

2 La4sDE 1318:; IX. G

3 VWA FGRT T, FRTHHIG ek | R = wrger ar
O ST A1 ST AreaTd IahRir, sty s
AR | —Few, 1 13,

4. TIL 15.28; TX, 6.

5. Sec qrfelR s e AL 1 530564 11 3. 72,
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#ZEHS in the grammer cf qIFfA? which, whatever their
chamcter, must have bad something to do with the actors,
Further, tradition credits qifnfa «ith the suthorship of two
AETEISES known as UTATRIESAR and JIWREAT fa=m?® though,
it ia sthlan open rjuestion whether the Gramarisn and the Poet
weeo one and the same®, Frem the G0AT of Frayas
it 15 esilent that such a dwvision of £1%9 rs SiT=gTQERT had
aleeady come into emisterce*. gARfE, the author of the
gERIEY o Panin’s Sutras, bes fortunately left manviclyes by
which cne can sefely surmise that literary activities had been
the charasteristic  of that age. Fe refers to cne Agimsg?
three WIEAIGET? and two AZF:" by name, besides many
juotstions and references of urdonbted literary significance®.
Theze early zrammatical works, as we have seen above
do rot fail to meke us infer that the secular literature had
bezun to thrive somewhat luxuriotly even in the early
perinds of ocur anciert history. We find additional support
te this hvpothesis from the sTH{=M and the AETATTA which

LogwERETEAt  fagmmmam, V. 3o, -
gmraTiifa:, IV. 3. nir.

z. Winlernitz :  Geschichte der indjschen Litteratur,
Vol IIL p. 32,

3. Dr. Peterson: JBRAS. XVII {158g), 57, I.R\A.S, 1891,
3I1. [ Pischel: ZDMG, 39. (1885) 935 f.; R.G.
Bhardarkar, JBRAS, XV, 344

3 gATEREETAT ageA, on the @, aifimy B gey |
5. AR g8 A9 A ST AT FreAw, ¢ Agraren Vol, 11,p 315
6. They are Iraag=T, @ARTST and $aedt, mgraT=aVol LII.

P 313 .
7. 9 ArEa At WHT WA o maat,
ek 3 afs araawify | Vol I, p. 34 and 36,
8. Indian Historical Quatterly Val I1, pp. 464—4%0




aomta i a ey Tz st of B aaris passages. Same
gf thess are §ore 1o oo T o e tafor itk rtative. WOTRS on
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e o b cmnnleral s A FIE both from
e frﬂma wad e enatten, Lo b vl called ar srrfEETey

s ., Y. cmeiae L
Varoome o 1w T Toel nETI -l tD

I

fwse two epics by
Thool. ghaner TIRTET 1 the Ath
mataey TS T "'ZE‘{WL’WU %"f'.}ﬁ”.‘?‘:a? caniamas a4 number
; ce of literary
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Te ir =t samecieahly vhat with the writing of so much
“nproalnt tFw nature, function, Aivision

2 v on side Dy oside. That
wa sre rorowroag o Ininlzdag iv such an inderence can be
giearly weds rurt by loclng ©ote the ®BEEs and ATTEs of
spgaiTt and by the Ineiriptions  dating 2ed  century
on wards.

£ Sce £3RATAIE, £0 63, 123, 238 cod TN LTE, SewT IV

3. D Jarsti : Das Ramavana

3 Sps Whinternitz : Geschiobte der indicohes Litteratur, Bd.
1. p 3%, Ses aleo waaTs {0y and Schmidt's Fdn.
p. 145 £

4. The cantemrs #f kI worh s fiily Bear vt the  suoposition
that Be wws Comversant with the dicta of HALTEATE,

Y wrees are 3w Jed Dt |75 which, as required, have

different maiees in the end. His fragmentary dramatic
work is caled by Wmeel o mwm jus 4 his two extant
grems wre stiled Az ugyRTsms,  These few points along
wmith many other minor pnes, are quit® §ignificant in
the cae ofa Buddhist preacher. For details see Kine
Indinn Antigusry  Tgra.p.  fz7 ; alsa Winternitz—
Guacliichte der indischen Litterstur, Vol, 11T pp. 43 34-
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The jnscriptions of &ZFTsT} which may be considered
pevond 1 doubt the esriiest of such iiterary inscriptions
petray Dotk b from their form and eontents thelr acquaintance
with spesuintiond cu Poetizs,  Thouch no wrrk has actually
some down 1o s, we cer Lol ot frem toe TTETIE of
@ and Jdewdedly fram SEIIEE of WrEE? that a very
large number of th- writers on the subject had already
eantributed thelr quolz for formulsting regular theorics of
Poetics and Dramaturgy. It is not pu:sxhle to determine
with perfect satisfaction a3 to which of the twu-—Poetics
apd  Draumaturgy—preceded  the  other. There  seems
to be, however, some pro mhility that the Drzamaturgy

1. Se: Espigraghiza Indica Vel ViLL 36 The inscription
which s mot uweflsl for oor purposs is found at

Juvagarh asd dited 1530 A.C. It is uot only written in a
poetic style of o hizh merit but coutsins many words
and phrwees which clealy beiso- thelr unmistakable
woquaintance with seme exiinet works on Poetics, The
following few words niev De taken by way of spucimen,

SomfainesymRrasiEL Tl ataREl SadieT-
TF AR AETATT Al wEdle aremm
Frermeamtagedtaar - rneeTmRfEey
FATIRIF WO S ARETEAVATS S
THETEHTEANGTE  TErAAT EFIEAr | Jo this
connectiuvn the Gupta Inscriptions are also of great
inferest.

2. The pre-ent text, ¢ven though going by the name of
wq, scarcely seems to be the work of one man  Its
contents betray frequent handling and rebandling and
the incorporation of matters by persons of different
dates. See P. R. Bhindarkar—Indian  Antiquary
Vol, XLI ; Kane—Indian Aatiguary, Vol XLV

3. Trivedi—Introduction to vaeErEn  and  Indian
Antiquery, Vol. XLIL
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weat semewhat shoml of Poetics,  The conception of &
ERMPIELE ekt 5 ke poonar v e 1l deamatie? and conss-
quangly Bherrlogr <;~ cfalbwrnie i fodds of Dramatuegy %,
Buc witg s wath od Deraccre, @13 could uot abwaye
fEMAIG #07 5 fyient o dramas it claimed an independent
c‘maﬂmmz:m fizr it-clfy =0 that 53 course of time it began to
mmoiude draross within 15 cwn fﬁ& 3,

T foetnr - of Ssezleic Poetles can, therefore, he cun-
venien v il o thes o three :iages, viz, () the frst stags
when the cwoseduatio, of Rhetore f2ll uader Dramaturgy,
{ity the seeond stage when the twe clsimced independently

ERLATaty (UL EE Atiun’i“. ciii; the third siage when Dramaturgy
came tn D@ cousidored uweler Peetics,  The first stage was
chamntsnzol by the simple and the crude specalations as is
guite natural for « growing science at its outset, The third
stage covers the porod of  specnlative elaboration and
cms&qmmig of n relsaive pa:rfﬁ::timﬁ.

no Ses SrETENG, \“W ng fq-:rmmm Eriiu.,n) The theory

is mpbeld by qree 1o his grsammprag® L 3. 30-32 and :ﬂﬁ:ma:m

n Bz wiamaated (Chapter V) where he <ays——prse ArAvgEgay

TIEEREHRIR |- - aaaearsy f§ mftmr w1 dessinfefoarty
i

2. The §15% may be taken to be, according 1o w¥d, one of

the four constituents of a drama. It is called I8, and is said ta
bave been derived trom YT ( Sse wzrmm L 17

1t is for this
reason that mﬁ, s, WSERS efe. claim only a partial treatment
in the WZUAIR | See Mo g XV
wiirgora, Caaprer 337 and wTTgeagen qfesyz VL
4. Sceumg's wRATEER 1 2

5. Really speaking the conception of vy may be taken to
ba the determicing Inctor of thess varicus stages, [t wasat

fst thought that complete wwTHqfA was possible from only a
dramatic work by way of a (cmbined effeet of disloguessongs



It was in the sccond stage that the real formative work
was undertaken and accomplished.! This stage zan be
further considered under two sub-stages, the first of which bad
much fo do with speculations on what is called the [T
and the second on the mERT of poetry. It was A
gefarend, the well-known poetician of Kashmir, who initinted -
and laid a frm fowndaticn of the theory abeut the ;AT
of poetry, namely, 5T

We have no data to determine the name and time of
the anthor who, for the [irst time, undertook a sclentific
srudy of the I of poetry. We may, however, claim

and acting. The F1=4, even after teconing a little more indepen-
dently popular, could only be thought as generating the a@eH

of w5z and #f and not of g | This explains why we miss the )
treatment of @ in the werks of %17g, E'Eé?’ arHd and others.(,/
But with the advent of the wafe Schoul of wF=add. a new
conception of v stepped in and decided the fate of the later
development, The 7 was 0o mere to te theught of as gyd or HT™

by means of a dramatic action but as 3379, being suggested
primarily by the wcrds tbemrelies,  See srfimawmEt oo
Aveagma (Chapter V1), .

1. The bistrionic coosiderations bad such an upperhand
over pther elements that the writers In the first stage could devaie
peither time nor att enticn to a detailed study of g7e | Theatrical
managements and stage arrangements alcog with the treatment
of wfiasm and Gaite 1o 2ll their elaborately worked-out details, could
neither allow them much space nor time for anything else, It has
been quite natural in the growlh of every science and art that
as 5000 as it becomes liberated from a subordinate position vnder
its genre, it begins to claim attention from all sides and conss-
quently to achieve wide ramificaiions. Such has also been the
case with our 1% |

9
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from the evidence of the later writers of note that the great
expanent of guch rheroriial spraulatioss was no other person
than the great WIFE himself, There 15 no doubt that a
ramber of writers on thissubjeet) preceded sTHE but perhape
the qualey of their work 23 shown by the neglizence showe
to them by even the earlier writers of subsequent times, 4
rot reach o very hogh water-mark.,  And it is quite natusal
We canrot expezt 10 find that scientific treatment in the
mfanty of 4 sublact which bscomes a necessary characteristic
of it as ¥ cradually  levelopz.  So we should not be
wrong, if. from the reverevce shown to grEg and negligeuce
to his pradecsssnrs, we were to infor that the frst work on
Fpetics written 2n a strictlv gcientific plan was that of WIAT |
He seemz to have judiciously sssimilated the materisl
availshle in the writings® of his predecessors 2nd with the
help of & credive genins which he undoubtedly possessed,
arzazged them on a sound basis with duee elaboraticn and
ftting hmitation. The employment of this methal has been
in lis case, as shown by the result, an unqualified success.
The views which he held, the theories which he propsunded,
mostly stond the test of time gnd criticism to such an extent
that they were tater on upheld by the greatest masters of the

e - e ——

1. WP refers to TARTAL in Hreare, I 1y, 58, tofardt in
I1 49, 88, to gr@ada 11 47. We meet with a number
of names which have been referred 24 as high authorities
on Postics in the greggiuior of sragme ! Some of
them are these—gaeey, §UTRYE, sOUTFATY, Hfefn and
wTeg ¢ No work has come down to us under their

BAMEE, )

2 e refers to Asgdray of qragt in 11 19, 38, to yafa

of sremndd o 11 43, 111, 10 and to ao anpoymous worck

celled @R o [11, B,
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It will not be, we Lhink, out of place to take this
spportunity and point out the salient features of ArmE's work
by refercing to a faw instances of such 2 nature.

The definition of poetry ( &r=w ) has all along been
a matier of great controversy with the writers on Sanskrit
Poetics. The easiest and the mest convenient expression
for denoting what broadly speaking =g represents has been
gives by ATAE which is El’_f{l’iﬁ wEaEl | Itis given by
AFRE?, the author of FHESHIY, with certin qualifications.
It is in fact 10 these qualifications® that the germs of diver-
gence, whick different schools of Poetics shew in point of
wiews they propound, exist.

The same observatition may be mude with regard to
the divison of Igags.  The 7Jms as givea in JTF's AZTMET*
as akso in the wEaEy of ZFts are ten in number. RS
doubles the number by assigning them both to g1ez and gy |
But all the leter poeticians of note have had only three qqs
inclading all the others in them?. But the first person who
could point cut that the three gms—-—m‘gé. ﬁfﬁﬂ_alid q4g
—were all-in-all was ¥t@ES | There bas been no doubt,

e

1, FEATSENR 1. 16.

2. FRAYFTH Chapter 1.

3. See wWgga=a's commentary on a?a;r{aah:a p. 4 {Triven:
drum Edn.) He writes thus...fafawet zegral sreue 1
a3, dfied aAgas, SaTEaE, ST gETte a9 qn o

4 ¥RIATEA p, 211 (Benares Edn. ).

5 Wr{ﬁ Chapter L.

6. FrEATREFEFNEA

7. See HTEATHIT Chapter VIII, ANEeaZ9 Chapter VIIL.
3. Freegr 1L 1-3.
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snme differonce of opininn! regavling the meaning of thess
words but as far as the comprehensiveness of the dwvision s
erroprnsd WIAE & Vies s Des 5105 well.

The nest thite which we are to note in this connection
5 the sonederation of WIS by WIAE | GHRIREE has played
a~ woporiast part o the history of Sanskrit Poetics. I we
were to ke intn Lonsideration the various modes and forms
whizh gertfE Ras assumed  in different times, it may be sald
to have a history of 5ts own. It was indeed FHeAH who
made much  of weRifs  and founded a new school
by woting bis gmifwEifaa 2 0 But oas for as owr
krowizdge goes, WIEE has been the first person o
speak of gFifes | waifen, as treated of by w3, bas not
veactiy the same signification as it bad with F#a% but he
was wudoubtedly the fore-runner of A% In recogaising it
at fesst a5 a vital element of poetic comtpositions®,

The few instances cited sbove will be, it iz believed,
sufficient to convince any intellient person of the high
abiity and genuine origivality of @THE s expositions. This
conviction is beought home to us with greater insistence by
. his clear statements® that he duly exercised his critical
intelligence before Be wrote any thing. Coupled with this
high sense of real scholarship, he had, as is evident from
his examples, Poetic powers of no meap order. It is indeed

L. Seo @IoRIEYH, Chapter VIII.
2. Two Chapters of this work have been ably edited by
Dr. 5 K. De in Calcutta Oriental Series.
3 wEEmER, 1. 85,
4 For detailed information about gwifws, See the learsed
Introdustion of Ur. 5. K. De to ymresitm |

5 FIETSER, 11L. 58, VL. 64.
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5 rare combination that a persoun is gifted with profeund
scholarship, sound critical acumen, aud with the abilities of
a clear-headed losicizn, a clever gramemarian and abets all
s master poet.  There iz no wonder, therefcre, that ail the
writers on Sanskrit Peetics—including even th: humble
writers of this humble paper—should bow down their heals
with & heart full of Jeep reverence and zrateful appreciation
hefore such an august personality.






II THE PRESENT EDITION

The text of WHESs HEMBEL, as presented in
this edition, is based upon the collation of three
manuseripts and the printed text which was publizhed
as an appendixz to sATTERAURYTY by Mr. K. P, Trivedi
i#i the Bombay Sanskrit Series. All the three manus-
gripts are undoubtedly the transcripts but we are notin
g position to indieats veryelearly when and where these
franseripts were made, We may, however, assume that
their originals must have hailed from the Scuth. If
we ware to compare the various roadings, we shall have
litlle doubt that the differences are nowhere to be
found of & vory serious nature, They can be easily
soeounted for as the inaceuracies of the copyists or
the corrections made by their owners. It seems to be
qaite probable that orginally there was only one manus-
eript svailable fromn which all transcipts have been
made from time to time, It might have been the one
which was depaosited in the Maharaja’s Sanskrit Li-
brary, Trivandrum. Howsoever it muy be, the material
&t our disposal, has, let us hope, enabled us to present a
fairly tolerable text. The three manuscripts, which are
reprosented in our foot-notes as F, & and =, have
#ery greatly helped us in understanding the text and
slearing many obseure readings, Mr.Trivedi’s fext, re-
forred to b us as 7 ( along with his foot-notes ) has also
boen of great help'in making the selection of suitabale
zeadnigs, How far we have been successful in having
the most appropriate readings, we cannob exactly say,
X the tearned readars find our text of aay help to them
'wg shall feel amply rewarded,
1. The only thing which now remains, is the pleasant
safy of expressing our heart—felt gratitude to all those
geitlemen from whom we have derived help in some
shaps or other, Rirgt of all, we offex our most respectfal
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thunks 1o all shose scholars, departed or living, whis!
writings hwe been utilised by us in some way a
ntlwr, Thesides these, we should acknowledge withs,
deey sunwe of obligation, the help of all those friends
by havipe liscussions with whom, we have m:
predited, We tske this opportunity foracknowledging th'
belp which our esteemed friend, Pandit Kedava ?rami,‘:
Migra has rendered to us by lending his manuscript o
qAE '« wsuT=ER, Our thanks are alsodue to Babn Ja,
Krisnu Dag Gupta, the Proprietor of the Ghowkhamh'
Sanskrit Series, whose untiring energy has always besi.
of great hielp 1o us, not only in bringing out such worky'
but also proonring the manuscripts and other requw
materials, -

We ghall be, indeed, failing in vur duty, if we w‘m
tofurget in this connection to mention very particolark
the t&0 mat revered uames—iwe mean those of Princips.
A B, I'hvava and Prineipal . N, Kaviraj, Principd|
Lhiava, in spite of many and varions calls upon his
precions time,has elways ungrudgingly allowed us mm@
advantage of his wide erudition, mature intellect and rip.
expericncs, DBesides his nniformly affectionate kindnes
towawrds us, he has found time for contribating a}
Foreword to the present work, We have gra@d,‘
preasare in having this opportunity of offering -em
vere cordial and respeetful thanks to him, We 4!
et koow how fo express the feelings of our hew&q
whivh we entertain towards Pandit Gopinath Kavirg.
It is a mater of great satisfaction to us that wo fied
waraclves amongst thoss few perseus who have reafised|
whit he veally is. Our heard goss up to himin srimj
with a ymf@nn& feeling of sincere gratituds, :gvumg
admirstion snd heart-felt veveronce,
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