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INTRODUCTION

X. THE PLACE oF sfima.g K THE PURANAS

The Juta-Safhitd forms a part of the voluminous 3kanda-

Purdna which consista of six Samhitis nemely, 1. Sapatkumira-
safihita (55,000 versea), 2. 3 ta-Safhita (6,000 verses]},

3, Satkara.Safhita (30, 000 verses}, 4. Vaisnava-Sathitd {5,000
verses), 5. Brihma_Safhita (3,000 verses) and 6. Saura-Sadhitd
(1,000 ve:sea).l These Zafmhitéz altegether consisting of ona
lakh of verses are unequally divided into a total number of fifty
Khandas - of which twenty-five belony to the Sanatkumdra-Safhitd
alone, four to the 3Tta-Safhitd and twenty-cne to the fadkara-

2
(p-1]

Sajhhita.
XXXX

R,.C.Hazra finds a Aiscrepancy in the Jita-Sakhita
regarding the number of verses constituting the Skapda-Purana.
Although it explicitly states that the Skanda-Purdna consists of
one lakh of verses, he says, the total number of verses of all

the 3athit@s as furnished by it comes to 86,000 only.3 But there

is ro such error in any of the printed editions of the Siita-Sahhita.

The scholar has made this criticism on the basis of a manuscript
of the Sita.Safhitd in the collection of the India Offiece Library,
London, which gives an incorrect reading "grant‘habaé cailva zat-
trizléat-sa'haarer_mpa-laks_iti" (36,000} in place of "granthatah
panca-pancdzat~sahasrendbhinirmitd® (55, 000) while recounting the

number of verses in the sagat]ggm‘ga—aarhhué.‘ [p- 1]
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The opinlon of scholars is greatly divided on the question
of the genuine portions of this Purdna., Referring to the views
of Vans Kemnedy that the Safhitds and the Khandas may be admitted
to be gepuine but the Mahatmyas have a cuestionable character,
H.H.Wilson, the picneer of Purdnic studies, doubts very much
whether any of them was ever a part of this ﬂ:ir}g.a M,Winternitz
also feels that the anclent version of this Purana is probably
completaly lost and that vhat we have now are only later addi-

[pp. 3-4]

tians .9

XXXX

In a Sanskrit introduction to the S!ganga—Purg_qg published
by the Veﬁkai;eévara Preas, Bombay, which consists of the seven
Khandas - Mihesvara, etc., - referred to above, the editor,
Srikrishna Das, has mede ygreat efforts to establiah that the

Skands-Purina divided into Kbandas is a Mahapurama whereas the

one divided into Sahhitas is an Upapurdpa of the same name, 12

[pp. 4-5]
% w.H.Wileon, Visnu-Pugina, pp.45-46 (preface)
® M.Winternitz, A History of Indian Literaturs, vol.I, pp.S7Off.

XXXX
12 wayi mahE-minya-gajjapa-&iromspayah! skandah nama purdnah
rivad avividhah — ekah skipdammahd-purnafh, dvitIyam skdndah
nimopapurdnam. tatrdstddada-mahd-puranesu yat trayodafah
skindah nima mahi-puranah parigapitah tad stad eva - yasyaisa
prastavand 'dhund érimadbhih paryalocya krtarthIkriyate.....
atha ca yat skandah namanyadapyekah purdpah sat-satnitztmakah
pafcigat_khanda-manditah laksa-grantha-é 1cka _aamkhyopanibaddham
eees. samupmlabhyate tat tn skandah ndmopapurznam iti
nifcayendvagAntavyam. .. ... Stena sanatkumdra-samhitadi-saura-
safihitanta-gat-saithititmakah skindah nima upapurdnam anyat,
mahedvarddi-prabhisanta-sapta-khapjatmakah skandam ndma
maha-purdpah _canyad iti sudhiyo nihsaddehak vibhavayantu.
itthath hi skinda-purdnasya mahapurapatvopapuranatva-vigaye
nirastah sahdehah.®

— SriXrishna Dms, Skapda-Purdna, pp.7-12ff (prastivand}.
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[p- 22]
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All the remaining passages quoted by the editor from
different sources, including the Skanda-Purdpa edited by him, only
give an impreasion that there is an ymEurE:;ng by the name of Skanda,
but they certeinly do not offer sufficient evidence to prove that
the Safihitds constitute that Upapurdna. Hazra, who made a critical
survey of the entire Upapyzana literature, has conclusively shown
that the third Upapugrdna sometimes called Skanda is only another
name of Nanda (or Nandl) - a S3kta-Upapurdna - which is now lost,'®

[pp. 5-6]

XXXX

Takiny into account what the Sathitds have to say on
this topic, it is beyend doubt that they consider themselves as
belonging to the Mahapurdna: i) The 3hta_Sathitf in the first
chapter of its ﬁmqg, hefore proceediny to specify
the 3athitSs constituting the Skapda-Purdna, mentiona the name of
this Pyrdna in the list of Mahipuramas only and not in that of
M:g')};a_grzo 11) The Skapda-Puriina is generally assigned the
thirteenth position among the eiyhteen Mahdpurdnag and the $afkara-
Safthitd clearly states that the six SathitSs belong to the
Skapda-Purdna which is the thirteenth in order;2! 1ii) MIahavamantrl,
the commentator of the S{ta-Sathita, also writes that the Samhitds
enlisted by the text are the divisions of the thirteenth Purdna
known as Skanda.2? thereby confirming that the Safhitis were
considered to be an integral part of the Skapda-Mabapugdna as early
as the 14th century A.D. Hazra also endorses the view that though
the Khanda division of the Skanda-Purana is supported by the
Faradiva-Purdna, its real digision seems to have been made into six
Sahitds, Sapatkumiira, etc., and that the Khandas which constitute
the Bombay edition of the Skapda-Pupana originally belonged to one

= 23

or other of these Sahhjités. [pp. 7-8]

16 R.c.Hazra, Studies in the Upapugdnas, vol.II, pp.476-78.
= e _Pu ﬁ. c Records Hindu Rites an

R.C.Hazra, Studie n
Customs, pp.158, 163.
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II. DATE OF THE sTUra_saPHITA

About the date of the Suta_Sathith nething definite can be
gald as is the case with most of the extant works in ancient
Indian Literature, Neverthelass, attempts have been made to
unravel the mystery of the past. The dates so far agsigned by
acholars ahould, however, be taken with some reservations, A
very old manuscript of this Pugrana written in Gupta character was
discovered in Nepal by Cecil Bendall and Haraprasada Shastri, both
of whom carefully studied the palaesgraphy of the manuscript and
ceme to the concluajon that it nmust have been copled before

24

659 A.D. The discovery of the manuseript drew the attention

0f many scholars vwho jumped to the conclusion that the Skanda-

Purapa nust be older than they had hitherto supposed. On the
assumption that the Zhta_Sakhitad formed an integral portion of
the manuseript of this Purana, M.Naraysnaswami Iyer, the only
scholar to write an article exclusively on the Slita-Sadhjta,
pushed back the date of the Skapda-Purane to the begirning of the

25

Christian ara. The German Indologist, H.W.Schomerus, eager to

[p- 91

24 Haraprasada Shastri, A Catalogue of Palm-leaf and Selected Paper

Mas. belonging to the Durbar Iibrary, Nepal, 1905, p.52 praface)

25 e 35ta-Safhith, perhaps the most favourite beok among Indian
Safmyasins, forms part of the huge Skapda_Purdna.... This
Purdna, owing to its strong Salvite biag and the large number
of 3aivite shrines it mentions, has genmrally been put in the

nineth or l0th century A,C. by Western scholars. Apd it must
have been with a shock of surprise that they would have received

{continued)
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[p. 23]
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1. PRAKRTA-SARGA (Ifvara-kartrka) E&aw GUED]

4— abuddhipurvaka buddhip;rvakn —

W

avidya

= 1. tamas, 2. moha, 3. maha-moha
4. t@misra & 5. andha-t&misra.

(dormant)

i) mahat ii) tanmatras (samagti) 1ii) vaikarika-sarga

indriyas (samasti) devatas

Evolution of the various sense organs and the gods

from the five tanmatras

(a)

tanmatras indriyas (samagti) devatas

o sattva —» jRana-dakti — drotra (ear) — Dik
Fabda (soud(rajas —» kriy&-Sakti — vBk (mouth) — Agni

rajas —— kriya-gakti

sattva —» jiana-sakti~
.“i-:rujau —— kriya-dakti

dha—58ttva — Jjiana-daktis”
~~rajas — kriya-dakti

-, attva —» jAAna-dakti — tvak (skin) — Vayu
Hpﬁr’a(tO“Chﬁajaa —= kriyZ-dakti papi (hands) —= Indra
- 1 sattva — jhdna-dakti cakgus (eyes) —=+ Arka
rupa (co m‘"')::rajaa — kriya-dakti ' pada (feet) ~» Trivikrama
———sattva — j¥&na-fakti — jihva (tongue) —» Varupa
g e S i o By — payu (anus)  — Mitra
gandha (ame11)=—"%2ttva —* jHina-dakti — ghriga (nose) —> Prthivi
rajas — kriy8-dakti — upastha (genital—> Pra japati
- | organ)
(b) \ =
‘.bda/sattvn —_— j'n'ina-éakti-..__ | lirqjl-?-rblu‘(\lram)
~——rajas ~— kriya-gakti_ = ~|_ Vo TERRNL
- > ‘I-- - ~,
. sattva ——+ jhana-sakti- -
sparsa<. =l 2 = ==—==Fypantabkarana
“~rajas —— kriyd-dakti -z (samasti)
ipa {aattvn —— jH@na-sakti— N i

g. wiEaat (fasgs)
sty |
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