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The authors of Dharmasutras are considered to he traditional

and hence it becomes very difficult to know about their lives.

Dr.A.A.Ma cd one11 says that ’History is a weak point in
/ «

Sanskrit literature ”- history of Sankha and Likhita being 

no exception to it,The following are the sources where we find 

references to them.
_ 1 _ Tantravartika categorically states that Dharmasutra of

/ ,

Sankha-Likhita was studied by Yajajsaneyins, the followers

of the sukla Yajurveda.Pathak Sridhar Shastri also mentions
2the same opinion*

The Para sara Smrti-' gives the information about the

highest authorities of Dharmasutras of four different Yugas.

In Krta, Manu; in Treta, G-autama; in Dwapara, Sankha-likhita
— /

and in Kali, Parasara Smrtis were the authorities.
' •#

— 4 / *According to Brahmanda Purana ^ Sankha and Likhita were
— ythe sons of Jaigis&ija and Ekaparna.
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In Mahabharata ( Critical Edition ) Santi parva, Chap.24 
contains the story of the two brothers Sankha and likhita .
The purpose of these verses that describe an incident that 
happened in the Asrama of Sankha. is to elucidate the duties 
of a King ( Raja -Dharma)•

To the question of Yudhisthira regarding Karma, Yyasa
/ »quotes the event of these two brothers Sankha and likhita 

stayed in their Asramas and performed penance. Both of them 
had beautiful gardens, where flowers and fruits were found 
in abundence. Likhita paid a visit to Sankha1 s Asrama during 
his absence. He plucked and ate a ripe fruit^there. dankha 

oil his return saw this. He naturally questioned him " From 
where did you get these fruits ? ” . Likhita told his eldex* 
brother as to how he got them.on $ hearing this Sankha- 
charged him for stealing fruits from his &s$rama. He further 
asked him to go to' the court of King for confession and 
punishment. Likhita did the same. Following Rajadharma 
the King ordered amputation of his arms.After undergoing the

to / opunishment Likhita returned to Sankha.Now Sankha asked
_ _ihim to go to Bahuda river to perform penance.

1. The Quot. No.429 of Reconstructed text reads - * •
The episode of a.L.Narrated in Mbh. refers to Bahuda- river. 
If in above quotation, we interpret the word Bahuda as an 
adjective of the river Narmada, the authors would have 
stayed near Narmada. So Madhya pradesa might have been 
the probable native place of the Authors.
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Kane P»V.(History of Dharma,Y0L.rV®P«737) gives 

information about the different opinions on the identifica­
tion of the river Bahuda,He says " BAHUDA- ( a river 

near Saraswati ) Yayu purana 88,66 states that Yuvanasva

cursed his wife Gauri who became Bahuda* Amarkosa gives 
Saitavahini as a symonyma of Bahuda and Ksirasvamin 
comments that it was broughts down by Kartavirya(who was 
called Bahuda, one who donated much)"*

Purinie finelylopaedia(1979--P-97) mentions Bahuda

as a holy bath*It states that if one stays in this place
for a night in celibacy and fast, one will get the fruits
of performing a sacrifice to Devas(Gods) .Phe modern

investigators say that this place is on the bank of tie 
V- _

river Dhvata which flows near Avadhi. It is mentioned
in Mbh* Sohtiparva Chapter 23 that the hermit Bikhita had
recovered his lost hand, by bathing in this holy place
and giving oblations to his ancestors.
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likhita was grafted "by the river and lie got his arms back. 
Thereafter'he returned to Sankha's Ashrama.
From this story some inferences can be conjectured about two

f jrsis Sankha and likhita.Sankha was the elder brother of 
likhita .Sankha's insistance for bearing the fruits of the 
mistake that likhita had committed reveal that Sankha knew 
Dharmasastra. To him every'one whosoever he may be must be 
punished, if one disobeys the law.

■V\
The king addressed likhita by Bhagavana Brahmar$si,

Vxprfirsi, Brihmanarsabha. This shows what respect he commanded.
_ / / *The reference from Parasara smrti that Sankha-likhita were

m

authorities in Dwaparayuga seems to be correct. After studying 
the society they framed rules, which became prevalent in that
period. The story depicted in the previous paragraph shows the

/ .trust and faith that Sankha had in the penence, and that was 
proved by likhita1s regaining his arms.

/The content of the available reconstructed text of S.l. 
shows the deep study of vedas and other sastras of the authors. 
They have tried to formulate the best.norms and set high values 
for an ideal society, giving much importance to Ahnika.Tarpana 
portion given elaborately by them is not foun'-. in Manu and 
Yajnavalkya smrt is, S.l.hardly differs with dharmasutras of 
Gautama and Apastamba. Sraddha Suddhi etc. area Iso well 
discussed. In Vyavahara they describe in brief the duties 
of the king. But dayabhaga is their important contribution.
In the Prayas c 111 adhy ay a mahapatakas,upapatakas and different
vratas are treated well.
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These two sa^es of B.1.are depicted as Dustakarmas in 

Chapter 1 ) of Jaminiya Asvamedha.looking to the vast striking 

differences in the characteristics of these two sages with 

regard to the earlier referred ones, it may he assumed that
i . i .
dankha and Likhita of A.were different from Sankha and

Likhita of the Baliabharata.


