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