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CHAPTER : II

DATE, HOME AND AUTHORSHIP OF THE iS.

The LS. is a part of the Lalitopakhyana (LP) which is one

e e e

"‘ L L]

? of the apoerypha 0f the - Brahmanda Purana. Since it is the
apocrypha of the Brmd.P., the date of the Brmd.P. camnot be
accepted as the date of either the LP. or the 1IS. Thus, it is

e e e S B

very difficult to get the accurate date either of the LP. or the
IS. But on the basis of some availabe sources an attempt can ;
be made to find out the approximate period of the work in question.

It has been stated in the first Chapter that in the colophon’

of: the IS. it is declared that the IS. forms a part of the LP.,

S

the date of the LP., therefore, would decide the date of the IS.
The date of the LP. which consists of (1) the LP., (2) the IS.

and (3) the UF. (Lalita Trisati), is fixed in successive stages

by Dr.B.Datta, in his learned articlel.

 Dr.B.Datta puts forth following arguments : (1) The LP.is notz

included in different editions of the Brmd.P. (viz. Bangabasi.ed.,

Javanese ed. etc.) and also it is not mentioned in any of the :
lists of content available in the different Puranas (like Agni, f
Matsya, Skanda and §1Va).‘This apparently shows that the LP. by tﬁe
time~of compilation of the lists did not either form a part of,

or was added to the Brmd.P. But this is in"sufficient evidence

to conclude that by the time the LP. was not composed as these

| editions are deficient in their complete volume®.

e et i S i P R o

i
t
e

[P - - o a5 IS [



M R e N A N b i et
)

i

. e v R T AR S W AR R A A e

o

PRRT————

{
E
(2) The posterior date of the LP. can be accepted as helongixilg
to the Brmd.P., which is sux;plied by Bhaskararaya (Bh.). He |
:tr;equently quotes from the LP. under the name of the Brmd.P.. i‘
This evidently proves that by the time of Bh.{(1718 A.D.) the LP. E
!

formed an interal part of the Brmd.P..

%
1 i

. (3) Again the three works;the LP., the IS. and the IT., . :

appear to have been composed in the following Qrder.

(1) The LP. (2) the IS. and (3) the LP..As, the 1ntroductorye
verses of the IS. declae "Kathitah lalitadevyascaritaxﬁ paxmadbhu-
tah... .4, which seems identical with the LP..Again +the verses
in the LI. "rahasyanama sahasram api tvattah srut af maya...."2,
narrate that the IF.. existed prior to the days of éaﬂ:arsesrya
as' it has been commented upon by him. Hence date of the LP.,
would be earlier than the 850 A.D., the date of éaﬁkaraa. But !
this is possible only when we accept that Safkara, the Vedamtin, |
is the same who wrote the commentary on the Ir'., with Satkara i
who wrote the commentary on the Brahma-sutras. But due to very

great divergence in the treatment of the subject and the thought, |

the two authors appear not to be identical. Thus considering the |

e
-

above fact it appears that the date suggested above (i.e.850 A.D,);
cannot be the date of the LP. . , ;

- ‘_
(4) The 'Hayagriva' Sakta Darsana and the 'Agastya Salbi

‘Sutras', which are assigned to Hayagr'iva and Agastya respectively.!
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As the LP. is a dialogue between them, it can be later than the
former (J’..e.LP.) Both the works (i.e.Ag.Sh.Su and H.Sa.D.) 4

defaJ. in)(Sutra form with the subjects common to the LP. and hence
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both the works appear to be the works in the same line of

SO |

triadition. They appear later than the LP. as they record LP.'s :
teaching in nutshell and also supply some philosophical details

e A e -y ow

absent in the LP. These two (i.e. the LP. and the two sutra

works ), seem to be identical as far as the ritualistic represent

-4

H

the
tions of,school are concerned. Again thewe two works appear to

contain a summary of the principal tenets of the LP. in the

S A T b 48

Sutra form.
- e 1
Now though the "Hayagriva sakta Darsana" is assigned to

a'time before 8th century A.D. by Prof.Abhyankar, this date

- TR AR A S P

seems to be earlier as we find a reference to the Bhagavata. .

in the 'Agastya E':akti Sutra'.: Hence the date of the LP. should

be yet later than the date of the Bhagavata. The sutras of ;
Agastya are not posterior but earlier to Hayagr'i'va"s S"a'.ktd Dars;an")a
as the Agastya Sakti S@tra is more religious and the later is

more philosophical in treatment. It is found that philosophical !
basis of a particular sect is always developed later than the |
sect which is established more after its rituals. Thus, Agasiya
Sakti Sutra, the work dealing with religious aspect preceeds the |

' - L™ 1
Hayagriva Sakta Darshana. 'z :u« ’ !

Further the mention of Hayagriva (i.e.Hayanana)as a teacher

' -
in Agastya Sakti Sutras should not finally decide its date

later than the Hayagriva Sakta Darsana. Because Hayagriva

in the Agastya Sakti Shtra is shown to be a teacher practising 3
the philosophy of indifferentism®. Hence Hayagriva of Sakta %
Dgréana who is identified with Hayagriva, the preacher of the LP.%
|

who was identical with Janardana Visnu need not be identical

- O -
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with the former (i.e.Hayagriva mentioned in Agastya Sakti Sutra).

- Thus these two sutras relate the tradition of the two locutors

of the LP. Thus Agastya Sakb:. Sutra appear 10 have been written
atter the narration of the LP..If this postulagtion is accepted
tﬁén the date of the LP. nged not be earlier than the 10th-1llth
cent.A.D., especially when a later date in view of the date of
tﬁe Bhagavata is possible for the Agastya Sakti Sﬁtzja.

Dr.B.Datta also states some internal evidences for the date

of the LP. They are as follows :

(1) The name Lalita as also Tripura occurs among the differ-
ent names of Bhadrakall ,who appeared before Rama Jamadagnya,
while he was fighting with Her devotee Suchandra. The mention
o:ft the epithet Lalita in this context makes upto surmise that
the anthor of the Bhargavopakhyana was familiar with the LP.
of Brmd.P. or was gacquainted with the Lalita cult. The chapter
ment ioning falita in the Bhargavopakhyana Was perhaps added to
1t only after the LP. was finally appended to and accepted as
an 1ntegra1 part of the Brmd.P. ‘

(2) The author of the LP. refers to the Candika Sapbasati
which should be identified Wwith the Durga Saptasatil®of Merka.P.
This Devi Mahatmya is pr@cisely dated to the 5th or 6th cent.A.D.
by Hazra'l. Thus if both are identified, this could by far serve

as the anterior date for the composition of the LP.

Further the number of vidyas referred to in the different
texts of Tantras have the tendency of gradual increase in their
» - R ad ' -
number. Thus we find that the ’Nityas‘zoc‘laﬁikargavam'menbione
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eight vidyas and the 'Yogini hrdaya' makes the total nine. In
JﬁZn'érgaVals the number is increased upto twelve vidyas. The LP.

refers to ten vidyas and it should, on that score, be supposed to

o (h W 4 e

ococupy a place between the Yoginihrdaya and the Jﬁ'an'érx‘zava.'But

if is again difficult to date these two books. waever' the ante—
3 - ]

rior date of the Yoginihrdaya would be fixed by the Nitya.gox}asi—

M S S R e

kKarnava, which is believed to be the farerunner of the Yogini

hrdaya, as the former mentions one vidya less than those mentioned

N - ' - i
16 the latter. The Nityasodesikarnava is dated 9th cent.a.D.'*

e

Tlie Yoginihrdaya. on the whole is an ancient work and cannot
be dated much later, approximately a century later, the N;ityas.:o-

1 - C S .
(}aSikarpava. The date of Jnanargava appears to be the 13th cent.

L ol L

A.D.to 15th Cent.A.D. Hence the date of the LP. falls somewhere
between the 9th and the 12th cent.A.D. Gopinatha Kaviraja, too,

P P

assigns the wame probable date to this work.

(4) Again, the LP. recounts the ten incarnations of NErEyaxg%s

which are said to have come out of fingernails of Lalita, to

e e Kt

fight against those demons who were created by Bhanda. They are
(1) Adikarma, (2) Mahavaraha, (3) Nrsimha, (4) Vamana,. (5) Rama-

R

Jamadagnya, (6) Rama,- | i)'éﬁ;arath'i, (7) Talafka, (8) Vasudeva,
(9) Saikarasana, (10) Pradydmna, (11) Aniruddha and (12) Kalaki.
Though they number 12, they should be reaccounted as ten only
after tradition. In that case We have 10 recount the Vasudeva

-Vyuha of last four as two only, by including the second and

fourth into. first and third. ]

s

Now this Vyuha theory of was actually promulgated by the

Paficaratra school of Vaisnavism. It is not mentioned in the Vismu
* e M P 2
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Purana. First of all it is to:tetraced to N'ér'éyaq'iyopé'khy&a
ot the Mshabharata®
Pur3na 17

the Vyuha-Theory with secterian details

and is also mentioned in the Bhagavata

. Moreover, the Ahirbudhanya Sathita clearly mentions
18 sccording to Dr.K.D.
Pandey the Vyuha-Theory appears to be a part of the Pancaratra

school and also accepted by the Pur'égaslg.

Thus this theory seems to be fully developed by the time
of the Ahirbudhanya Saihita (8th cent.A.D.) and it could have
beien adoptgd a century or two later by different works of other
cﬁlts. Thus the date of the LP. may coincide with the date of
the Pancaratra school i.e.llth to 13th cent.A.D.

i

The most important evidemce to assign LP. to 1lth to 12th
cent.A.D. is supplied by Ir.B.Datta is as follows :

(5) The LP. narrates that the gods prayed to the Goddess
Lalita to stay permanently at Kanei. The Goddess agreed with
alacrity to their proposal and three shrines were erected, for

Brahma and Sarasvati to the South, for Vismu and Laksmi to the .
"North and Central heing for Lalita Mahesvara. Now if this

event of erecting the temple for permanent stay of Lalita at
Kafel is taken to0 be identical with the erection of an Amman

t - i -
shrine at Ekamresvara, the site of Kailasanabha temple at Kanci

by Rajaraja, the cola emperer . (985-1014 A.D.), then some precise

date for the composition of the LP. can be determined and this

aiso can .further explain the purpose of the composition of. this

work. In this way, Dr.B.Datta assigns LP, to the 1lth to 12th
eént.A.D.
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. It has already been stated that the LS. forms an integral

o

part of the LP..Again, we find an internal evidence in the 4th

chapt@r, V.v.20. There it is mentioned, "Tattu sahasranamadhyaye

B T

vaksy'a'mi....“.On the basis of all these arguments we can affirm ;

that LS. formed an integral part of the LP. Thus the above date

e R S e

can’ be accepted as the date of IS. too.

Home and Authorship of the IS.

e R— A Rk

| AS far as the anthorship of the LS. is concerned there is
no direct evidence, But the detail study of the LP. and IS. leads
us to conclude that the amthor of LS. belonged to Kanel.

The t8xt of the LP. specifically records that the Upakhyana

was related by Hayagriva to Agastya at Kafici2®. This shows

B RENE e A MR AT NEBE T 7R W

that the author of the LP. was probably a permanent native of
Kanci itself or else he had settled down there.

That he Was the local man of Kaiel is again pointed out by

extra\orainary praise and respect that he showers on river kamp'é%

- ‘q,eum-.n-—j,«»!m..- o AR T "

On the basis of all such evidences it can be said that

the author belonged to Kahei.

Further the detail study of the Akhyana as well as the LS.
shows that the author was the master of poetic art ;xnd also

an ardent devotee of the Goddess Lalita. He has given detailed
exposition of the S'rI Lalita Cult. More@over, in‘ the LS. he has

e A g ST P AT SRR AT T3 e R

it

suimmarised almost all the fundamental doctrines of the Lalita~cult!

e o

' ' -— ]
- (i.e.Srividya cult). In want of the int8rnal evidence Wwe can't
/—"‘—-"\-\ A

» express our decision about the authorship of the 1S. Buf as the

%
|

_ IS _is an apocrypha of the LP.if..can ub&surmisedmthatmthemau’bhor“"}
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of the LP. may be some Sahkaracarya or his competent follower
at the Kggcipitha. There is a tradition to corroborate this
conclusion. In the South there are three main Fithas.

(i) The Goddess K‘ém‘ékg'i’ at K'éﬁ“eip'{yha, who is called

- - - - ko ' -
Maharajni or Rajarajesvari.

(2) The Goddess MinaksI at Madura,who is called Maitrini

foem -
or Syamala.

[ - ) ' - ) -
(3) The Goddess Akhilandesvari at Tiruvannaikka who is

called Daggini or Dag(}an;thﬁ.

Now the ear ornament (Tataikas) oz Akh;;agdeévari' is of a
special significance as Kdi—S'aﬁ\kara is known to have performed
Tatailka Pratistha with the Sricakra on it (Tataika). Moreover,
recently in 1909 A.D. H.H.Sri Candresekharendra Sarasvatl of
Kancikamakoti-pIitha had performed the Tatahka pratistha again

in connection with Mahakumbhabhiseka of Tiruvanaikka temple?Z.

This shows the connection of Kancipitha with the cult of
the Goddess Lalita. Hemce it will not be far from it to connect
the authorship of the LP. ani the LS. with the pontifs of this

p-:ii.:ha.
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