
CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

INTRODUCTORY:

The Purinas are a type of mytho-historical 
literature which hase for many centuries played a unique 
role in the development of Indian Society and culture. 
They are now accepted as one of the important sources of 
Indian history,1 as "they constitute an important 

source of the cultural history of India as they throw a 
flood of light on the various aspects of the life and 
time. They occupy an intermediate position, broadly 
speaking between the Vedic age and the period of classical 
literature. They have been influencing the life of the 
people throughout the centuries and are valuable as

Pusalkar A.D., Presidential Address, History Section, 
Proceedings and Transactions of the AIOC, XTTCII 
Session, Annamalainagar, December, 1955, Part I,
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supplying the materials for the study of such diverse 
subjects as religion and philosophy, folklore and ethnology, 
literature and sciences, history and geography, politics

pand sociology."

The MKP is no exception to the general nature of 
the Puranas as stated above. It supplies valuable 
data on various aspects of ancient Indian culture. In 
the present thesis the social, religious and mythological 
material which is predominent in the Purina is critically 

' studied and evaluated. Besides, this Purina Is considered 
as the ’Bible’ by the followers of the Devi-cult which is 
as important an aspect of Hinduism as Yaisnavism and

i -Saivism, The Devi-worship forms a very important section 
of Indian religion with a great influence on Indian society 
which can even be seen in present times.

The study of the Purina from the abovementioned 
three points of view is thus very useful for understanding 
and evaluating Indian culture as well as modern Indian
2 Pusalkar A.D., Op.Cit., Introduction, p. xviiij for the 

historical value of the Puranas, vide Ibid, pp.lxvi- lxviii; Dikshitar V.R.R. ,PI, *Vol.I, Introduction,pp.xxxff.
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society in some of its important aspects.

EARLIER MD LATER PARTS:

• Before we start to examine the Purina in 

details it is necessary to see whether the Purana is a 
' unitary composition or i^s capable of dividing into its 

later and earlier parts. The detailed study of the 
Purana shows that it is divisible into five parts,3 viz.:-

(I) Chaps 1-9, in which Markandeya directs 
Jaimini, Vyasa’s disciple, to four learned and wise Birds 
living in a cave of the Tindhya mountain, and they solve

3 This has already been noticed by Dr. K. M. Banerji 
(The Markandeya-Purana, BIIntroduction, p.l), 
Prof. F. 'Pargiter’ (The Markandeya-Purana, E.Tr., 
Introduction, pp. IVff) and Dr. V. S. Agrawala 
(£he Markandeya- Purana, Eka S-amsk-rti-k-a Adhyayana, Gita-Sande^a).



to him the four questions about the Mbh, and some allied 
topics.

(II) Ghaps. 10-41, where, though Jaimini asks 
some further questions and the Birds reply them, the real 
narrators are Sumati alias Jada and his father.

(III) Chaps. 42-77, where, though the Birds are 
the nominal speakers, the real interlocutors are Markandeya 
and his disciple Kraustuki.

(IY) Ghaps. 78-90, the DM in which the real 
interlocutors are sage Sumedhas and King Suratha, and the 
dialogue is only narrated by Markandeya to Kraustuki.

(V) Chaps. 91-133» where Markandeya and 
Kraustuki resume their dialogue from chap.77*

The concluding 134th chapter is a necessary 
corollary to the first part of the MKP.

It has already been concluded by F.E.Pargiter 
that only the third and fifth of these parts constituted 
the original MKP and the first and second parts and the . 
DM were composed afterwards and then added to . Parana



lLproper. Over and above bis arguments the following 
points also tend to supplement his view as regards the 
first, second, third and fifth parts:-

The first and second parts (i.e.first forty-one
chapters) although they make some reference to Markandeya,
are related by the Birds to whom Jaimini was directed by
Markandeya. But actually they are neither the words
nor a report of the words of Markandeya. While in third ehajjs Ml-')'Oy\Ccba)[>s qi-i33)Land fifth^arts though the Birds are relating, they are giv 

-ing a report of what Markandeya once related to his 
disciple Kraustuki. Moreover, the proper topics of the 
Puranas viz. sarga, pratisarga etc., start here only. 
Obviously it is clear that the first and second parts 
foanu a separate section added to the Harkandeya-Kraustuki 
dialogue (i.e. the third and fifth parts) which formed 
probably the original 1EP.

Furthermore the considerations of language and
\

style of^the above-mentioned sections strengthen the

4 For his arguments vide The Markandeya-Purana, E.Tr., 
Introduction, pp. iv-viii. Di-,R. Bhandarkar does not 
approve off the existence of the DM as independent of the IIP; vide his article on ”the Date of the MEP", 
JBB1AS, Yol. XXIII, pp. 73ff.
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above view, e.g. the first and second parts abound in
c gmany * compounds ‘? and 'rupakas' which are comparatively 

few in the third and fifth parts.

DATE:

Amongst the eighteen MaKa-Puranas the 1EP is
\ '

probably one of the oldest works of the whole Purana 
literature.^ The problem of its date has already been 

discussed by certain eminent scholars like H. H. Wilson,
3T. B. Pargiter, Dr. E. C. Hazra and others, and except ,
H. H. Wilson, almost all of them are agreed at least to 
assign it to a period of 7th century A.D. or even earlier. 
There are, however, minor differences in the assignment 
of dates to certain chapters of the present Purana and 
they are noted here.

5 A few samples of compounds are noted here, viz. 
vismayotphullalocanah (1.23 etc.), mithonispadya- 
vastusu (2.7), ksaraksatajabibhatsam (2.9)» kopa- marsavivrttaksah*(2.1^), atamravaktranayanam (2.14), 
nirvanangaravaracasam (2.24).

6 1.10-11; 1.43; 3-58ff; 16.9cd -11; 35.6ff etc.

7 Winternitz M., History of.Indian Literature, Vol.I, 
p.559; vide Hazra E.O., Studies-in the Puranic Records 
on Hindu Sites and Customs, p.8; Majumdar E.C. and Pusalkar A.D. (Ed.), The Classical Age, p.293»



It was H. H. Wilson who for the first^tried to

fix the date of the MKP. He opines that the Parana is
later than the Mbh hut it is anterior to the Brahma, Padma
and Haradiya Puranas and conjectures that it may he placed

8in the 9th or'-'lOth century A.D. But this date was
challenged hy P. E. Pargiter who assigned three different
periods to three layers of the MKP. Ihus according to
him the DM (chaps. 78-90), the latest part of the MKP was

certainly complete in the 9th century and very prohahly in
the 5th or 6th century A.D. , Phe third (chaps. 42-77)

pen-itS
and fifth parts (chaps. 91-133)t> which constituted the
original Purina, were very prohahly in existence in the

?rd century A. D. and perdaps even earlier; and the first
(chaps. 1-9) and the second pacts (chaps. 10-42)Lwere

ocomposed between these two periods.7 Dr..1. 0. Hazra

remarkably agrees with F. E. Pargiter as he assigns chaps.

12-15 and 25-32, except chap. 30.8ff to $t<1 century A.D.
and chap. 30.8ff to the latter half of the 5th century

10A.D. or even earlier. J. N. Farquer also places
8 Ihe Yisnu-Purana, E.Tr.,Preface, p. lviii.
9 Op.Cit., Introduction, p. XX.
10 Studies in the Puranic Records on Hindu Rites and 

Customs, pp.8-12.



the earlier portion of tiie MEP(i.e. chaps. 42-77 and

91-153) and the DM portion (chaps. 78-90) between 200 A.D.
to 500 A.D.10 MM. Dr. P. V. lane places the MKP

between 500 A. D. and 600 A.D.^2 M. A. Mahendale also

15assigns it to a period earlier than 7th century A.D. ^ 

Durgashankar Shastri puts it in the' 7th century A.D.

D. R. Bhandarkar also asserts that the MEP in its recast
• ^ 14

form was in existence long before 608 A.D.

Prom the hforegoing brief survey of the date of 

the MKP it is quite clear (as already noted above) that 

inspite of the minor individual differences about the 

probable dates of the three different layers of the MEP, 

all the scholars agree at least in assigning the present 

Purana to a period of 7th century A.D. or even earlier.

It may be noted here that the considerations of 
jp0\| ow'iKjg +wo

seme of the Beii.ga.oue points in the Mfi? also tend to

11 An outline of the Religious Literature of India, 
pp. 140, 148, 150, 152.

12 HDS, 7ol.IV, Chronological fable, p. X.

13 Ma^umdar R.C. and Pusalkar A.D. (Ed.), The Classical 
Age, p. 299-

14 Vide his article on "The Date of The Markandeya- 
PurSna”, JBBRAS,, Vol,XXIII, pp.73ff.

i



support the above view of assigning the MEP to the
beginning centuries of the' Christian era, e.g. the

— 15Purana alludes to the concept of vyuha (4.43ff) 

which is datable to the second century A.D. Further
it also alludes to Dattatreya-worship which can not have

\

originated later than the first centuries of the Christian 
era.*6

HOME;

The problem of the place of origin of the MKP 
has already been discussed by F.E.Pargiter and MM, Dr.
H. P. Shastri. Their views are as follows.s-

F. 1. Pargiter opines that chaps. 1-77 and 91-133 
of the. MKP plainly emanated from western India in the 
middle portion of the Narmada and Tapty valleys whereas the
DM originated at Mandhatal7 on the Narmada.18 V. R. R.
15 For details see under Visnu, Chap.IV, Sec.?.,
16 Kane P. ?., Op.Cit., Vol.II, p.726.
17 Its anotherename is Mahismati and it was the capital of 

South Avanti. It is situated on the river Narmada 
between the Vindhya and ?k§a mountains; for details 
vide Daw B.C., Historical Geography of Ancient India,
p.322.

18 Op.Cit., Introduction, pp. viii-xiii.



Dikshitar also puts forward a similar view with reference 
to the home of the chaps. 1-77 and 91-133.19

i

MM, Dr. H. P. Shastri positively asserts that 
the MKP was certainly written in the Vindhya regions 
where the Birds - Opening narrators of the MKP - used to 
live and where the heroes of Candi or DM, King Suratha 
and the Vaisya Samadhl worshipped. Durga in the Autumn 
season on the hanks of Narmada.20 It may be noted 
here that the latter point is not strictly warranted by 
the textual evidence, since the DM nowhere specifically 
speaks bf the King and the Vaisya to have worshipped the 
Devi on the banks of Narmada. It merely states that 
both of them worshipped an earthen image of the Devi 
(Amba) on the sandy banks of a river (90.6). 21

19 Vide his article on "The Pur anas - a Study”, IHQ, 
Vol. VIII, p.757.

20 A Descriptive catalogue of Sanskrit' MSS in the 
collections & the Asiatic Society of Bengal, Vol.V, 
(Purina MSS), Preface, p. CXIV.

21 For details see under the Devi-worship, Chap.Ill,
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THE MKP AS A FPRAHA.ITB PLACE ETC.!
*

Ah brief synopsis of the MKP is given in 
Appendix I of the present thesis. Let us now see how
far the MKP fulfills the classical Panca-Laksana defini-

• *

tion of the Puranas. According to the classical defi
nition, a Purina is supposed to deal with five topics 
(Pancaiaksjana), vis. (1) Sarga or creation of the universe} 
(2) pratisarga or recreation after destruction; (3) vamsa 
or genealogy; (4) manvantara or the great periods of time 
with Manu as the primal ancestor; and (5) vamsanuearita or 
the history of the dynasties, both solar and lunar.But 
the texts that have come down to us under the title Purina 
hardly confirm to this definition since they contain 
either something more or something less than the limitations 
set by it. It is happy to note that the MKP fulfils these 
Panca-Laksanas. For example, the sarga is dealt with in 

chaps.42-4£; the pratisarga in ch.4^- the materials1 <regarding the vamsa in eh<a£.49. The chg.50, 58-64,
22 cf.jSargas* ca pratisargas,Jca vamglo manvantarini ca / 

vaijis anucaritam caiva purinam paiftcalaksanam // MKP 
134.13. The same definition is also found in other 
puranas, e.g. KP 1.1.12; BrP 1.1.37-38 etc. Amarasimha (5th century A.D^} says’puranam panca-laksanam*, 
Ama§co^a, 1.6.6. ’ ’



L

66, 77, 91-97 deal, with-the manvantara and insert stories
about the birth , of the Manus. The vamsanucarita is

*

dealt with in c§s. 98; 108-133.

There are also chapters on the bhuvanakosavarnana. 
(51-57). The chapter 55 called Kurmanivesa contains a 
list of countries and people of India arranged according 

^ to the .position of the Bharatavarsa.conceived as a tortoise 

looking eastwards. "This conception fits well with out 
present knowledge of the topography of India."23 This 
arrangement is based on earlier astronomical work^ like
11,-4; Pft-*-Ss'ftyci and _ Cchofy-14)those of ^asd Varahamihlrs^.24

The Purana contains, reference to only the 
Vais ala dynasty that descended, from Svayambhuva Mahu*s 
son Dista. The chief., princess of. it were Yatsapri, 
Khanitra, Khaninetra, Karandhama, Aviksit, and 
Marutta, (chaps. 140-133). and Rajyavardhana 
(chaps. 106-107). This dynasty is also given by

23 Law B.C., Historical Geography of Ancient India, 
Introduction, p.2. ,

24 Vide Appendix III, fn. 1



six other Purinas viz. BrP 3.61.3-18 & 8.35.7; VP 
86.3-22; LP 1.16.53; 71SP 4.1.15-19; GP 1.138.5-13; 
and BGP 9.2.23-26).25 The MKP narrates at length 

the doings of these kings but only down to Rajya- 
vardhana.26

Besides the traditional topics of the Purina,the
MKP contains a good deal of information on rajadharmas(Chap.
24), varnasramadharmas (chap.27), sadacSra (chap.31),¥ar5ya-
var;Jya (chap.32),. sraddha (chaps.27-30). It is thus a rich 

/— the
mine of dharmasastra matters,^it sheds a flood of light on£

25 For details vide Pargiter F.E., AIHT, pp*96-97.

26 MKP, chaps. 106-107, 110-133.



development $: religious beliefs and practices in the ancient 

-umdlosnab -and India. It is needless to say that
these topics are also dealt with in other Purinas also.^

The Dharma-sastra material of the MKP has been 
drawn upon by later Dharma-sastra writers like Apararka in 
Ms commentary on the YS, Ballalasena in his Adbhutasagara, 
and Danasagara, Devaaabhatta in his Smrti-candrika, Hemadri 
in his caturvargacintamani, and Sridatta Up'adhyaya in his 
Krtyacara and others,.^®

It may be noted that some of the verses of the 
MKP regarding social, religious and mythological data etc*

V
are either identical aj&d, verbatim or approximate to those 

of the MBh, Ham, BG, Paraskara and certain other Grbya- 
sutras, YDS, C^Sj YS, ^raddha-sutra of Katyayama etc.

It also appears that in certain places the views of the MKP 

are similar to those of some,of the Grhyasutras, the Dharma- 
sastras or the Smrtis. This has been shown in the course

21 For the concordance of the contents of different 
Pur anas, vide Tandan Yashpal, A concordance of 
Purina-contents; MM. Dr. P.V.Kane has also given a 
table showing which Dharmasastra topics are dealt 
with in which Purina, Op.Cit., Vol.I, pp,164ff.

v \

28. For details vide Hazra R.C., Op.Cit., pp.266-269.



of the present thesis at proper places.

Incidentally the elassificatory nomenclature 
of the, Puranas may be briefly alluded to. Thev Maha- 
Puranas have been sutwdiyided into s"attvika, rajasa and 
timasa according to their preferential treatment to TTisnu,
iSiva and other deities. Thus in the MP 53.68-69, the 
Puranas glorifying Hari are styled as slttvika, those 
glorifying Brahma as rajasa and those glorifying Agni and 
Siva both as tamasa, whereas those glorifying Sarasvati and 
manes as ssflykirna.22

The PP-distribution is as under:-

(1) Sattvika - Visnu, Naradiya, Bhagavata,
Garuda, Padma and Varahaj

(2) Tamasa - Matsya, Kurma, Linga, Siva,
Agni and Skanda;

(3) Rajasa - Brahtoanda, Brahmavaivarta,Markandeya,Brahma^ VUmana and Bhavl?ya.
. 29 SaWikesu purSnesu mahatmya^hikam hareh / rajasesu "ca 

mahatmyamjadhikam'brahmano viduh // Tadvadiagnes1 ca _ 
maHatmyam tamasesu 4ivasya ca 7 safjkirnesu sarasvatyah pltrnam ca nigadyate // MP 53.68-69.

30 Matsyam kaurmam tatha lalhgam. saivam skandam tathaiva ea //jtgneyam ca. sadetani tamasani (nfl»bodha me / Vaisna- 
vam naradiyam ca tatha bhagavatam subham // Garudanf ca 
tatha jDadmam* varahara subhadarcane / slttyikani puranani 
vijneyani ^ubhani vai // Brahmandam brahmavaivartam 
markandeyam tathaiva ca / bhavisyam vamanam brabmam r&jaslihi nibodha me // PP, Uttarakhanda, 263.81-84.
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The SKP enumerates ten Purahas as describing 

the greatness of Siva,four of Brahma and two each of DevT 
and Hari.31

MM. Dr. Haraprasad Shastri divides the eighteen 
Maha-Puranas into six groups according to their character

(1) Encyclopaedia of literatures- Garuda, Agni,
Barada;

(2) Tirtha and Vratas- Skanda, Padma and Bhavisya$
(3) ¥ith two revisions apparent:- Brahma, 

Bhagavata and Brahmavaivartaj
(4) Historical:- Brahmanda, lost Vayu and Visnu.
(5) Sectarians- Linga, Yamuna and Markandeyaj
(6) Old Purinas revised out of existence:- 

Varaha, Kurma and Matsya.3^
V.

It may be noted here that the MKP is comparatively 
?; free from the sectarian element which so often predominat
es in the other,Puranas._. .Among the deities, Indra and
31 Astada^apuranesu dajabhir giyate sivah / caturbhih 

bhagavSh brahma dvabhyam devi tatha harih // SKP’, 
Kedarakhanda, 1. v

32> The Maha-Puranas, JBOES, XIV, pp.330-337.



Brahma are mentioned, offfenest; next stand Visnu and Siva; 

then Dattatreya, Sun and Agni; and last Dharma others. 

Indra is mentioned most often in the first apri fifth 

parts, and Brahma in the third and fifth parts; while
i

Visnu and Siva do not show any particular preponderance. 

Dattatreya is mentioned in second section. If the 

Devi-Mahatmya is put aside, the Sun is the deity that 

receives the most special adoration, and his stoiy .is 

related twice, first briefly in chaps. 74 and 75 and after

wards with fullness in chaps. 99-107. Io this may he 

added the cognate worship of Agni in chaps. 96 and 97.

Prom the above it would he quite clear that the 

MKP occupies an important place in the Puranie literature 

and it plays an important role in the study of ancient 

Indian culture from several points of view.


