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‘Brzhman heretic in the disguise of a Jaina. Accordiogly
this pious teacher conspired with his other pupils, and resolved

" K igs plain from this}that fadkara died in the year Rakiakshi,
corresponding to the year 2137 of the Yudhishihira Saka {according to
the Jains)—the year (2157 +468) 2625 of the Kali Yuga corresponding
to 477 B. C,—which is exactly the date given of Sankara’s death in all
the various Saskara Vijayas. We know that Saskara died in his 32nd
vear, and so he must have been born in the year 2393 of the Kali Yuga,
2631 of the Yudhishthira Saka (according to the Hindus), 2125 of the
Yudhishthira Saka (according to the Jains), corresponding o 509 B. C.

Tastly referring fo this extraordinary meeting of Saskara and
Kumarila on his funeral pyre, the Jina Vijaya declares :

, ~—{Vide Ibid. p. 6)
“qzarq dusy af awwy 1Y afy
WETATIFATES g5id Faar s u”

“ ‘Fhereupon, when 15 years had elapsed from his birth, Saskara met
Bhattachirya for the first and the last time.”

It will be, thus seen, that Sankara met Kumérila in Ruddhapura
near Prayiga in the act of seif-immolation in his 16th vear, that is
about 493 8. C- in which year, therefore, Kumarila Bhatia, the great
advocate of the Karma-Mimamss passed away from the world,

Kumarila | Bhatta mmst bave been therefore a contemporary of
Mahsvira Vardhamana himself, the Founder of the Jaina religion and
philosophy, as stated in the Jina Vijaya and in Chitsukha’s Byihat
Sankara-Vijaya.

in conclusion, the Jina Viaya refers to King Sudhanvan, as a
. contemporary . of Kumirila and Saikara, and speaks of him, in
unmistakable terms, as a wicked king and as a persecutor of the
pious Jainas, In fact it says:

o geegATaEr T WS ge TR i
. Towmat 99 qrgat &4 Fa agggr n "
(Vide 1bid, p. 6).
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that instead of allowing him to go away in possession of all

their secret of doctrines and the weak points of their philosphy
and religion, and turn their own logic against themselves,

they will be acting well if they do away with him alto-

gether. One day, when they were all seated on the bigh
terrace of their Teacher’s grand palace, chitchatting and
playing with one another in the bright moonlight, they
received a hint from their venerable teacher and managed
to throw him out of the terrace; and poor Kumirila,
bewildered at this sudden turn, fell shouting ‘*If the holy
Vedas are true revelations—they will save me from death.”
He came to the ground guite unhart, though one of his eyes
got slightly injured, on sccount of its having come in
contact with a hard substance. The biographers add * His
eye was injured, because he had some doubt about the
revelation of the Vadas,” for he used the expression **If the
holy Védas.”” However, somehow or other, Kuomirila
managed to escape with his life from his Guru’s place; and
ever since that time, he became an uncompromising oppeneat
and the bitterest enemy of the Jainas, He carrizd on a
regular war with them-—driving them from court to court
with the help of many mighty potentates and kings such as
Sudhanvan, King of Dvaraks in Saurashtra, whom he con-
verted to the religion of the Vedic-Karma-Marga which he
preached from ope end of the country to the other.

Maiadhava gives an interesting account of what Kumarila
did in the court of king Sudbanvan, at the very commence.

¢ Even that wicked king named Sudhanvan fiourished af the same time.
It was under his reign that the terrible persecution of the pious Jains
took place.” '

- - From this long quotation it will be clear that Xumarila’s oppone-
nts were Jains and not Buddhists, and that he carried on a ruthiess
war of a controversy against the followers of Mahavira, -
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ment of his Biography (Sarga I, Verses 28 to 98), though

incidentally we are told that the celebrated Bhatta had

visited many other courts before arriving there. We cannot

say that the account given by Madhava has altogether no
historical valus. There cannot be any doubt after perusing
the Tamrapatranuszsana issued by " King Sudhanvan
addressed to $ankara Bhagavatpada himself on the 15th
day of the bright half of the month of A¢vina in the year
2663 of the Yudhishthira $aka, corresponding to 478 B.C.,
agd after duly considering the adverse account given in the
Yina .Vi_iaya, that the story of Kumirila Bhatta is mainly based
on historical facts, though there is, undoubtedly, a good deal
of exaggeration and even misrepresentation of facts with re-
gard to some minor matters in many of the Sankara Vijayas.
Mzdhava gives a somewhat extraordinary account of the
birth and early’life of Kumarila—and especially a remarkable
ancedote of what happened in the court of King Sudhanvan,
a descendant of Yudhishthira and King of Dvaraks (Sau-
rashira) and that time, who had early embraced the Jaipism
of Mahavira and who had given special encouragement to this
new sect of Nirgranthi-Yainas, by bestowing upon them all the
chief offices in his kingdom,~-such as his chief priests and
councillors. We would have certainly passed over the said
account as somewhat incredible and sectarian, had it not
been for the fact that it is substantially corroborated by
Anpandagiri in bis Prachina $adkara Vijaya from which
Madhava and Sadananda appear to have taken the account

of Kumgrila’s life, word by word, and even verse by verse,

without any material alterations either in the diction or in

1 The fuli text of King Sudhanvan’s Copper Plate Grant has:

been published by His Holiness the late Sri Sankarichirva of the
Dviraka Matha at p, 29 of his *“ Vimartsa,”
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the style, even at the risk of subjecting themselves to the
charge of plagiarism ' and repetition.

In the vey first Sarga of his work, Amnandagiri begins.
with an account of King Sudhanvan and Kumarila Bhatta,.
whom ha respectively considers to be an incarnation of Indra-
the King of the Gods, and Subrahmanya the Commander-
in-chief of their forces ; and as the work is still in manu~
cripts, we give its full text below, only so far as the account
of these two personages are concerned, with a view to enable
our readers to compare the same with the respective”

‘accounts given by both Madhava and Sadananda in the-
very first chapter of their respective Sankara Vijayas-—S8ti-

mat Sankara Digvijaya and Sri Sankara Digvijaya Sira—
published each with a commeantary of Dhanapati Suri in the-
Dévanagari character.  Anandagiri says :— '

AR qafy dar T gHY AT |

FEEAAAT T WIUCgeadad gai: |

v$ A comparison of the very first Sarga of our so-called Madhava«-
chéaraya’s (Sri Vidyaragya’s) Sankara Vijaya with the first Sarga of
Sadananda’s Sankura Viiaya, clearly shows that more than half the
number of stanzas contained in the one are found in tfact, without
the slightest change, in the other; while the major portion of the rest
found in the other. For instance, compare the stanzas 1, 28, 30 {o 34,

40, 41, 43, 45, 48, 49, 53 to 56, 58 to 70, and 72 of the first Sarga of
Midhava's Sadkara Vijaya with stanzas 4, 5, 7to 10, 12,14, 19 to 2i,.

25 to 26 of the first Sarga of Sadinanda’s Digvijaya Sara, In fact the
number of stanzas that are common to both the works are so many
that it will be easier to point out which stanzas are exceptionally the
property of each of these authors.  Of course, the introductory portion:

is different in each,
One or other of these authors must clearly be guilty of plagiarism &

but it might be said that the famous Vidyiranya Madhavicharya could.
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e gread] saer wawrEl @ wafa
fad s qfd} @yl wauEd 1

q qIe0 QT AT gAT qEATOAT: |
fAuedy s aswy 33 fagaq T 0

TasT sewaal ey styaggastaa: |
SATTATE: FISATT FSATHTE GITITH 0

-not be guilty of such a charge and that the poor Sadananda, of unknown
-fame, must have copied his work from Madhavéchirva's. But a fuorther
- comparison of these stanzas with those found in the frsl Sarga of
Anandagiri's Prachina Saskara Vijaya—and especially with the
stanzas quoted above from the said work, which s admitted by
‘both Midhava and Sadinanda as the main source of their respective.
" works, and which they evidently copy in profusion, clearly and unmis-
takably shows that both these writers—M3adhava and Sadinanda—are
equally guilty of plagiarism. ¥t must, however, be said in fairness to
Sadananda that he copies the stanzas from Préchina Sankara Vijava
without much modification, but Madhava here and there makes slight
verbal modifications and additions to set off his own pectical talents @
and is, for that very reason,—as the celebrated poet Biyga Bhatta
- says in his famous introduction to the Harsba Charita—

“ et aeafag frga:
TRt At wed Wiy w9y fawreay 07—

more casily found out as a plagiarist—as a Chorg kavi, Compare
also my analysis of Canto If of Madhava’s Sankara Vilaya given at
pages 35 and 36 of my ‘Successors of Bankaracharya’. Of course, all
references to Kanchi Matha contained in the Prachina Sadkara Vijaya
and Vyasachaliva have been carefully omitied by these authors, and
. opportunities have been taken to substitute the name of the Spiageri
Math wherever it was possible.

Tt is beiter, once for all, to comsider at this place if Miadhava's
Sankara Vijaya bad been really written by the well-known 5ri
Vidyaragya Madhavachérya, What evidence is there to show that
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ga: g areErvify il 9ga |
Werarfaar aeg ur fRaggar v o

-

this Satkara Vijaya was actually written by that famous and prolific
writer of more than one hundred works on the two Mimamsis?

In the body of the work itself there is nothing to show that this -

%apkara Vijaya was writien by Vidydragpys Miagdhaviachirya. The
work was first published with a commentary called *Dipndima’ undf:r
the name of Madhavicharya on the title-page in Nigari character in
Ganapat Krishoaji Press at Bombay in 1863, and in Te}.ugu character in
the Book Depot Press at Bangalore in 1864, The publishers of both
these editions had not fhen the boldness to ascribe the work to
Vidyiragya., Finding that the book passed off without much objection
for ane of the works of Madhavachirys, it was published & second
time in the Anandidrama Series with a number of omissions and
additions in the body of the work in 1891 at Poona with two commen-
tarics—Advaita-Samréjya-Lakshmi  and Diaglizrlla—as t?{e work of
Vidysragya  himself, and was described in the ftitle-page a$

“ b faefag: fnsenfafasa:”’ Nowhere in the

body of the work itseif is the name of Medhavachirya or Vidyirapya
to be found as the author of the work. In the last verse of each
of the sixteen Sargas of the sald composition, the author simply calls
himself as ‘ Madhava’ without any honorific prefix or suflix, and the
work itself is called under the more modest name of * Samkshépa<
Sankarajaya’, implying thereby that the work was merely an

abridgment from a larger work or works that existed prior to the time’
of the author. Compare, for instance, the last verse of the first and -

the last Sargas, which run respectively as follows r
« gfi st @ - gUTIFATL |
deiraEsE aut sF ggHy swIg_ u
zfy sfargdld § - SBTETSIET: |
deiaiaead i quisf e 0
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Referring to this Sankara Vijaya, the late Pandit N, Bhashyie
charya in his ¢ Age of Sri Sankaracharya * (p. 10, says :—

*“This work is said to have been written by Madhavachirya,
It cannot be the famouns Madhavacharya; for it is usual for him to give
gat, at the beginning or end of every one of his works, the name of his
Guru and his geneclogy, or some other description regarding himseif,
Such is not the case with the present writer; and further there is a great
diference between the two as regards the sivie. The writer of this
work must cvidently be some modern author of that name: and he
must, we think, have belonged to the Sringzri Math from the fact that
hie gives undue prominence to that Math ”

We know from very reliable sources that this Madhaviva Saskara
Vijaya was compiled by a well-known Samskrit scholar who passed
away from this world just about cight vears ago, under the pseudonym
of "*Madhava "-—a synonym for ‘ Nirayana —specially to extol the
-greatness of the Spingéri Math, whose authority bad been_seriously
questioned by the Kumbhakopam Math, the Achiryas of the latter
Math claiming exclusive privilege of being entitled to the title of
¢ Jagadgurus * for the whole of India, as being the direct Successors of
bri Sankara Bhagavatpida’s own Math, established by him at Kanchi,
the greatness of which had been unnecessarily extolled by Raja-
chagimasgi Dikshita, Vallisahsya Kavi and Veakatarima Sarman in
their respective works, Sadkarabhudaya, Acharya Digvijaya and
Sarkara Bhagavatpida Charitra.
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fraifeady Fraredat ar< avesdafivary |

frrl =roregeET wEE g3 T 0

fecar gfmgarion sSafigraamfary |

q AZAAT ol Fraearer gavag 1
STAEIEY AT QU TETT |

Tyafass faatdt farafaa <ames 0
oo g R qar: qely esonr |
EHFHATHIT FATATUATL )

About fifty years ago, in thls very city of Madras, as many may
still remember, a fierce controversy raged between the adherents of the
Kumbhakopam Math on the one hand, and those of the Sringeri
Math headed by Bangalore Siddhanti Subrahmapya Sastri and the two
#ble brothers - Kumbhakonam I1Srinivasa Sistri and Kumbhakosam
Narayana Sastri—sons of Ramasvimi $3stri, a profege of the ‘Sringeri
Math, on the other.  We have very strong reasons to believe that.
this Sankara Digvijaya ascribed to Madhava, the Saikara Vijaya Vilisa
ascribed to Chidvilasa, and the Sankara Digvijaya Sara, ascribed to
Sadananda, had all been brought into existence by one or other of
these three scholars, about that period, in answer to the Sankara
Vijayas aseribed to Rajachidamani Dikshita and Valiisahsya Kavi.

Though the author of this Sankara Vijaya in question allowed his
composition to pass off for that of the famous Midhavicharya, he.
had been very careful,—as he himself had personally told us——to leave
unmistakable marks of his ladividuality and identity sufficiently
preserved in the work itself. Though in the very first stanza of this
work, the author wants us to believe that he is the famous Misdhavie
charya, the disciple of Vidyatirtha, the Paramagur of Vidyara pya, by
the expression * Srividyatirtha.ripigam *, he is cautious enough to
suggest his own meaning of the expression in the commentary, really
written by himself, but ascribed to one Dhanapati Sori—an imaginary
name, The first stapza, as a matter of fact runs as follows: '
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ga: sefugdy G39q agarfaad |
A FEAT AT-AHIE TRy o
qaTd s g faerad sarat
a: afgzar f =g qarg w3 ad eaq |
fsifeg YgETHTd GREIY WSIHAT, |
fewryer &g TwA aar Aredg A faw

« gf Far: gurel & farg &1 7w ¥ @
zoraeT A qenrg fi: g fgsaa o

—

o sqarey qRARAT e e 1
ST /I gy q4r n”

'The commentator after explainipg the apparent meaning of ‘Vidys-
tirtha’ as applied to the so-called Parama Guru of Miadhavichirya,
gocs on to explain the author’s own real meaning by saying:

“agr, Afgaddsie,  aifEeiasfad: fad
W ferdrparar: B gt aasaEr
frar “srgrfaar” fawar gaa:; Afqadg: 7

By this, he clearly wants us to understand the expression ‘Vidyatirtha’,
not as referring to the Paramacharya of Sri Vidyirapya, but as referring
to the author's owan revered brother and teacher, (the great advocate
of Hinduism and the editor of that bilingual monthly journal ©* Brahma .
Vidya *' which continued to be published in Samskrit aad Tamil, until
the very last days of his death.

In the 2nd stanza, which is advisedly omitted in the printed
editions but is preserved in ihe manuscript copy written by the author
himself and placed under the name [of Sadskara Vijaya Sirain the
Adyar Libray (Vide, General No, 1784, Shelf No. XX—1, 51 of the
Adyar Libragy}e =~ : : L
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vATETg WAFAT FE wEEsEn 0} nt—
the author plainly desires to acknbwieége that e was only making an

abstract from writers like Vyisachala Pandita ete,, of old; but in the
printed editions “ Vyasachala ™ which is found in stanza §7-

R I it N EIE G R E UK T B |
srfeq A9 wEART @ ATAT TESTE - |
aastaarefy < e, aea HTened Fdl
gely saTaTAGEiaa T, aapfasned e n

—is attempted to be identified with the author Midhava himself,
thereby suggesting that Vyasachala was the name of no author of a
separate work on the Life of Sankara, as has been plainly stated by
Atmabodhindra in his commentary on Jagadgurn Rainaméii. The
stanza was evidently intended by the author to praise the greatness of
the poet Vyasichala and his work known as Vvisachaliva Sankara
Vijaya; but the admission of the existence of such a work which
really pointed to the advocates of the Bringsri Math—at whoss
jnstance our author was obliged fo compile this peem;—and 50

the author by commenting “Wﬁ”{ﬁ’_@'ﬁfﬂ'ﬁ'(:_f’ ) as meating
T 3 o feaeeaTt wfrde SfpemaraesiaEad
79T HaFc: | makes it as an attribute of "Madhaya’ himself.

1f this explanation be accepted, the author- will:; nndoubtedly be guilty
of self-praise. To be consistent with this explanation, the 3rd stanza
. o

i M
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For the same reason, the following sranza {st. 73 which appears hefore

fie stanza beginning with ¢ Cf%ﬁ% i
= EI e ‘ '
in the printed editions anﬂ. He 8 200 omitted

" aaRaAFEfraint sfio
Tifesraraty g ey e
e‘iwii faea gwor aiver gzt
T&: T3 Tafawr: aaeam 1)

Further, the first and the scventeenth stanzas themselves clearly show
that the author though undoubtedly possessed of a master mind—

which was able to “ompose more than 100 works before his eighteenth

Kumbhakopam Maszh,

It is noteworthy that even the
R so-called commentator Dy
8ori simply calls the author as Madhava, and nowhere thmugt?::tp ;:Iti

T e R N A A
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gfad waar A7 gadsasi arfaa:
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commentary does he identify this Madhava with the famous Miadhavge
chirya or Vidyarapys, whose commentaries on the Vedas and Upani-
shads themselves are sufficient to fill up the shelves of a big library,
1t is clear {rom the following stanza (st. 7} in the printed edition:

“ gemreata g AeT g d-
A AT UTHIIAFARAEIOR : |
ferat ¥ fae wer FwrEReEYERT:
TGS L denarf whe 1"

what sort of life the auwthor was leading in his early years, and
how he yearned to atone for his previous career as the writer of
popular plays at the dictate of persons of vulgar faste, sullied by
‘bazaar dramas of ephemeral evenings®; and how he had taken an
active part even in enacling -such plays. It is also clear from

stanza 8-— _
“geegrgaadfaurnagagEfadfiezagr-
g arfaare g teTaTeaT |
wgrofy wAfyaraarty afew Siared-
A faadadriaedgn T ey u ' —

what a master of the dramatic art the author was, and how easily
he drew his figures from Dramaturgy,

Nowhere do we learn that Sri Vidysranys Madhavichsrya was
ever an actor or a playwright. In the following stanza (st, 9);

“ P T RN F ST E-
ST HAHE NS A AR |




© . ¥apdits of hig time, It also shows that he was the author of a
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the author calls himself “Nava Kalidasa "--a new incarnation of
‘ Katidasa, the great Dramatist,—and such an epithet never appears (o

Jave been apg:iied to 8ri VidySranya, who may be perhaps called
«Nava Sankara”--an incarnation of Adi Saskarichirya himself.

- 7The stanza further shows how fully conscicus, the real author was,,.

of his great poetical talents and how confident he was of satisfying the
sumber of poetical works—chiefly dramas,
‘The next éfanza {I~10} :
- egrE Wil quad afearaees |
et <Prafaar frafire s @ifer
- ar auy Fagrerataar aeifsaar genfa-
g fAerel Beda fagar 99 sgess faa

~_ shows that our author obtained the titles of * Pandita Sudariana’

and ‘Bhattadri® ‘Balasarasvail”™ at Benares, Bengal and Kiimir
and that his work was composed when the “Cow Question™ was
enpaging the verious aftention of the inhabitants of the city of Madras.

. The. commentator, who.is really the author himself, after explaining

the ordinary meaning of the stanza, goes on to explain the innes
meaning contained in the foilowing terms:

“ gdsar gaR AT aamsiegmae figer

AN A1 T HAIAT GHEE W oy freww
fagar e wragmiE STar Beaerd: o grad fify,

S
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Tt is clear from this that the author Madhava—oniy a pscudonym fot
Narayana—-obtained three tities (1) Pandita Sudarkana * from the
hands of the Pandits of Benares (Avimukta-Kshetra), (2)  Bhattasei
from the Pandits of Bengal-—the fiesh-cating Brahmanas of Calcutta,—
and (3) “ Balasarsvart  from the Pandits of Kaimir; and if the
commentator was not the author himself, we will not be in a position
io get out this inner meaning from the above stanza.

The following two stanzas (15 and iTy:

wgad gaaprl: gafE? Fansg gy Y
- fagsaifa! feufad an 7 & gl |
“gegaTHr 497 gorfraad) ars s 9919,
geged gy s, FE a0 TEH 1
- wwTgeATgTEm Aonfaraom-
e R R P A GER-CIE A EE
sfrvrot wfaaaal SfaT: wEA g T,
zrar! Tar gaw fraafaad Yofg areft 79 0
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show that the author was with great difficalty persuaded by hig
el_derSWpr?babiy by his own father and elder brother to associate
himself with thig plagiarism and fabrication, and that he consented
to compose this nefarious work much against his own will and
conscience.  The first of these stanzas clearly indicates how unwilling
the at_uthor was to undertake this work and how he was forced
by his elder brother—probably by his father also who was getting
a decent h?norarium every month from the Sridgéri Math-—to set his
hand to this reprehensible and discreditable undertaking. The second
stanza shows how unwilling the author was to copy out from the

“io.rks of other poets, whom he considered to be far inferior to
himself,

) .These references are guiet sufficient, we think, to Justify any
cr:fzc to come to the conclusion that this Sankara Viiaya, ascribed to
.Mfdhava, could not be the composition of the famous Vidyaranya
Madhavacharya and the pseudonym might after all be a mere synozz‘ym
for the author’s own real name. Further, it is clear from the work itsel{
that tk'le author—who was really bent upon making his poem amusive
and instructive—makes Sankara, without any scruples whatsoever,
A contermporary of Nilakantha, Haradatta, Bhattabhaskara, Abhinava-~
gupta, Muriii Mis'ra, Udayanacharya and Dharmagupta. The great
teacher is also said to have met Bipa, Dandin, Maytra and Sriharsha,
the author of the Khapdana Khapdakhidya, Naishadhiyacharita,
and other works, We know from reliable sources that these severai
authors lived in difierent periods between the first and the thirteenth
ceeturies A.D., and these could never have all been contemporaries
of the great Saskara, who lived oniy for 32 years on this earth. The
late Pandit N. Bhishyichirya has given his reasons for showing that
all these persons mentioned by Madhava in his poer, could not be
contemporaries of Sadkarachirya, and we would simply refer our
readers to pages 9 and 10 of his “ Age of &ri Sankarichirya ”. The

MAIN INCIDENTS OF S'ANKARA'S LIFE 167

q@T WA q gad i o
FATCAIEFAATE T qrEg |
o are feear arg g Awfol |
qa=it g e gawr A7 geEaE o
weT T WETTT! ATRTO o EISd
A1 FoaT: /94 g7, WA gerufada o
ST ST Ao & FgarfaT: |
afg wfean: e gan g g o
freearfeagesl fraedasaaian |
saT &I qar wwr e sfatafger o
qaT wiaq T faug qeENaH |
FremmgraeT gfgest aFad 1 n
TR ETTOT AT ST qd gy gan )
s o qvrsAr fsar eacaEasiFaar

gAY q9 geeq g3 afedy a1
Furlsragar=re eraad fT afewy o

gratfeieRn g3y Mgl 1
fasreqg wads AReran guqaa: n”

agthor in his great enthusiasm to write something of these poets and
writers makes them all contemporaries of Saﬁ.kara on the modc::t of
Bhoja Prabandha. To attribute such inconsistenf:zes and anachronisms
to 5ri Vidyarapya Madhavichirya would be simply monstrous and

blasphemous.




168 : THE AGE OF SANKARA

'-f'?‘F- -
It will be unnecessary for us to give here a full trans

slation of the above passage from Prachina Sankara Yijaya ;-

and the following shart summary of the corresponding
Passage from 'Madhava’s Sankara Digvijaya as given by
l‘:tfr C. N. Krishnaswami Aiyarin his ““ Life and Times of
511 Saskaracharya ** will be sufficient to give an idea of the
passage to our readers \—

- “He (Kumarila Bhatta) somechow escaped with his
hf‘e,k and from that moment, bacame the most UTICOMmPro«
mfsn':zg opponent of the Jfain faith and made in his
misston to carry on ‘a ruthless war of controversy against
it§ followers. We have, only the account of what he
did at the Court of King Sudhanvan, though incidentally
wc-a}-e told that he had invisited many other courts before
amvmg there. Here ensued a mighty confroversy between
the :Fam teachers at the King’s Court (the King was also
fi Ia{n) and Bhatta; the uproar and din caussed by which
is s:axd to have shook the very heavens! Bhatta exposed
their foibles and fallacies with relentless logic, shaitered
all their strongholds and vanquished them e’verywhem.
‘Then he explained to the King his chief tenets—that the
Vedas wete true and repeated verbally even as they are
and that they, therefore formed the bast proof of their
own authority as well as the touchstons of the authority
of the Smritls, Puaranas and other Scriptural books,
CHATITEI, 98 q. ¥ HIWH | He held that the earlier part
of the Ve-das relating to the sacrifices was alone capable
of salw:'agmg men so that the really religious part of life
according to him was to perform the rites enjoined in
the Karma Kanda of the Veda. But the King’s turn for
abstract reason was apparently only of indifferent excellence
and so he bluntly said;—** In matters of dialectics succcs;
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depends on the amount of ones knowledge and the strength

of ones polemical’power; and I therefore declare that Ishall
hold for the faith of that man among you ta be true

and enduring, who, throwing himself from the top of the

adjacent hill remains unscathed !1”° Here upon the Jains

merely kept looking at each other but the Brahmin readily

accepted the challenge and took the risk. The ordeal was
accordingly gone through before a large concourse of people.
Kumarila leaped down the hill and soft-landed, ‘likea
pillow stuffed with down.’

““ The Jains, however argued that it was not the right
test in setting the veracity of faiths, for the body in such
cases would be protected from mishap by means of charms,
drugs, or yogic practices. The King was wroth and
proposed a second test as a kind of ultimatum. He ordered
a jar to be brought into the assembly with its mouth
carefully covered and sealed and declared that he would
embrace the faith of that party which could divulge
exactly what was inside the covered jar. The parties met
next morning and the Jains declared that the jar contained

a snake, while Bhatta, emphatically said it was god Vishau -

reclining on his serpent couch, At these words the King's
face, wore a wan look like the lotus that withers in a
dry pond. From the awkward predicament the King was

soon relieved ; for an oracle from the air proclaimed that

the Bhatta was right, and the other party was wrong!
The King rid of his doubts instantaneously issued the
memorable edict:— Let all those my subjects be slain
who fail to oust the heretics whether they be old or young
from the snow-capped mountain 1o the bridge of Rama !’ ™

We cannot attach much importance to this version
about Kamarila Bhatta given either by Anandagiri or
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