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HIS is a new. series of translatlons of all . Ibsens plays.
'I'he translator and ‘editor, -Mr-James. W, :MecFarlane, is.a..
recognized authority on’Scandinavian ‘literature.” The most

- important feature of this edition-is- the quality of the English

text of thé'translated plays. It is theé work of one who
combines-a scholar’s' knowledge -of’ Ibsen s language with a
spare and vigorous style.

In his translations, Mr McFarlane V_has worked from the
original manuscripts. . Each volume has a critical introduc-
tion, a selection of the dramatist’s draft-material, accounts
of early -performances,- blbhographlcal mformatlon, etc: - -.

‘Th1s literary enterprise is "in 1tse1f a great, v1ctory for
Ibsenism, and after - read.mg Mr McFarlane’s translatlons
no-one can seriously doubt’ “that now:‘at’list we 'shall see”
William Archer’s pioneer - work replaced by a modern'
standard edition...which will ‘eventually make serious Ibsen:-
scholarship possible for students without a  knowledge “of -
the Norwegian language. .

...his linguistic and textuall skllls, allied to a sharp eye for
dramatlc structure, build up a standard work.’ .
- The Times (London) ‘
Volumes V and VI have been published - -

Vol. V : PILLARS OF SOCIETY," A ' DoiL’s HOUSE, GHo_s_Is. 3‘03
Acting - edttzons, the ‘text of each play separately, 6s.

Vol. VI:. AN ENEMY OF THE PEOPLE, THE Wn_b Ducx~
ROSMERSHOLM:- = '+ : oo 258
Acting editions, the text of gach separately, Ss.:

Further volumes in preparatzon
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BRHAT-SANKARA-VIJAYA OF
* CITSUKHACARYA AND PRACINA-- .
SANKARA-VIJAYA OF ANANDAGIRI
o A/S ANANDA-JNANA

By Dr. W. R. ANTARKAR,_M.A., LL.B.,Ph.D.

(NOTE : During my research on the life of Srimad
Adya Sankaracarya for the Ph.D. degree of the Poona
University, I was able to collect much new information on
the subject. It is proposed to place this information
before scholars and the public interested in the subject
Jor their opinion and further research.)

/ .
SRI SANKARACARYA has been a very great figure indeed in
Indian history. It was quite natural that many persons were
inspired to write accounts of his life and life-work. Mr. T. N. Narayana
Séstri in his ¢ Age of Sankara’ refers to ten such biographical accounts,
written in Sanskrit.! Out of these, the first two, viz.,(¢)Brhat-Sankara

- Vijaya by Citsukha and (4i) Pracina-Sankara Vijaya by Anandagiri a/s

Anandajiiana did not become available to me even after an intensive
search for them throughout India. - We, however, get references to and

1. The tén works are : )
. (i) Brhat Sankara Vijaya or Guru Vijaya by Citsukhécarya.
" (#) Pracina-Sankara-Vijaya by Anandagiri. '

(1%3) Sankara Vijaya by Anantanandagiri. : .

(iv) San -Vijaya, or Vyasacaliya by Vidyaéankara a/s Sankarananda
afs Vyasacala. | : S
(v) Sankardcaryacaritam or Keraliya Sanikara Vijaya by Govindanatha.

- Sankara-Vijaya-Vilasa by Cidvilasa. .
S.aﬁkarﬁ.blgyudaya by Rajaciidamani-Dixit.
(viti) Sankéepa-San
Sankara-Digvijaya by Sri Vidyaranya.
(iz) Sankara-Digvijaya-Sara by Sadanandayati.
() Acérya-Digvijaya by Vallisahaya. Out of these, I was able to get
only eight, the first two still remaining untraced. In addition to
these eight, I was able to procure the following biographies of Sankara.
Sankaraciryamahims by Balagopalayati.
(#8) Sankara Vijaya or Brhat Sankara Vijaya by Brahmananda Sarasvati.
Acéryavijayacampii by Parameévara Kavi Kanthirava. .
(iv) Sankara Vijaya Sambgraha by Purusottama Bharati, -

(v) Sankarabhyudaya by Tirumala Dixit.

(vi) Guruvamsa-Kavya by Kaséi Laxman Siri.

(vii) SankaramandaraSaurabha by Nilakantha.

ankara-Jaya by Madhavacarya—generally known as
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quotations from both these works, about the genuineness and the very
existence of which scholars are extremely sceptical. I, therefore,
intend to record my findings in regard to these two works.

(i) Br.S. V. of Cit.

We read about this work fl"om-the‘ following sources :

(a) Mr. T. Krsna.ma.can mentions this work as a biography of
Sankara? and following him, the editor of Vyasacala’s Sankara-Vijaya,
refers to it as the 9th blography of Saﬁkara 3

(b) Prof. Baldev Upa.dhyaya refers in two places‘ toa manuscrlpt
of this work and ascrlbes it to Sarva.]na. Citsukha.’

(¢) Theeditor of Citsukhi, published by Udssina Sanskrt Vidyalaya,
Kasi says clearly that * Citsukha has also written one blography of
Sankara and portions thereof are available here and there.’

My efforts to trace these references further, by contactmg the last
three persons personally and by correspondance failed to yield any
fruitful results. : :

)] Susama, a commentary on Guru-ratna-Malika, a list of Gurus
of Kanci-Kamakoti Pitha, distinctly refers to and quotes from' Br.
S.V. of Citsukha, who is described as “Sri Sarvajfia Citsukhicarya
who served the dcarya every minute, was witness to the entire happening
(of Sankara’s life) and associated with him without break throughout his
life.”® Recently, I have been reliably informed that the Mutt’s library
contains even today a manuscript:-copy of the Br. S.V. by Citsukha.’

() The hest evidence is supphed by Mr. T. S. N. Sastri who tells
us that this Br. S.V. consisted of three parts (¢) Pirvicérya-Satpatha,
(ii) Sankaracarya Satpatha and (i) Sureévaraqarya Satpatha, out of

2. History of Classical Sanskrit Litr. p. 836.
8. Introduction-page ii. .
4. Vide his Sri Sankaracarya (Hindi), pp. 9 and 290.

5. Read: facgamm 7 ux Tgdas i s@mw vl
T §B S A AT TIAT ST E11 AFHT or
Introductlonp 15.

6. Read: * STEIVTIIATCATACAT: ESATTATAT:
S mﬁanﬁw a’masrﬁ'agaﬁm'?:
Skl

Susama on st. 14 of G.R.M. .

r
3
g

BRHAT-SANKARA-VIJAYA OF CITSUKHACARYA | 115

which he was able to procure a mutiliated MS. copy of the second part
only.” Mr. Sastri worked on this copy and has given in his incomplete
book, an account ¢f Sankara’s life, upto his meeting with Kumarila
Bhatta, according to the version of Citsukha, and while doing so, he has
given quotations from the original work in many places. He gives the
following information about Citsukha, as culled by him from the said
work. :

In the Upoddhata prakarana of his Br. S.V., Citsukha states that
he was a native of Gokarna in the Kerala state. He came in contact
with Sankara when the latter was a boy of five years only, reading in a
Gurukula. Thereafter, when Saﬁkara started in search of a Guru,
Citsukha joined him on the way at Gokarna and followed him closely
without break till Sankara laid down his body at Kanei, in the temple
of Kamaksi. Citsukha was senior to Sankara by five years and was thus
an eye-witness to his life and doings almost from the beginning to the
end. '

Citsukha’s original name was Vignu$arman while Citsukha was the
name given to him by Sankara himself, when at the former’s request,
he initiated him into the order of Sannyasins and made him his first
disciple. Citsukha has described this incident after narrating the story -
of Sankara’s initiation at the hands of Lord Siva Himself, manifested
as Daksinamiirti, on one of the peaks of mount Kaildsa in the Himalayas.

_ This same Citsukha is said to have ascended later on, the Dvaraka-
Pitha as the 2nd dcarya and a successor of Sri Brahmasvariipacarya

and passed away 24'years thereafter, at the ripe old age of 80 years.

Citsukha’s work is also called Guru-Vijaya because of its very great

“bulk and gives the various works, major as well as minor-including the

devotional hymns written by Sankara, with their occasion, time and place.
The smaller works like hymns are given in full while the longer ones
have only been referred to.

It is 1mportant to note that the mformatlon about Cltsukha,
given by Mr. Sastri corroborates the one given in Susama, reférred to
already, although the latter is not so exhaustive. It is also worth
noting that Citsukha’s version of Sankara’s life as given by Mr. Sastri,
which differs from the versions of the same in all the other biographies in

- Sanskrit, eminently agrees with the one as culled from the quotations

from Br. S.V. in Susami. The quotations in the latter, however, are

7. Vide' Age of Sankara > Part I., Ch. III, p. 87.
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few and far between and are not suﬁiclent for a regular reconstruction of
Sankara s life-account along altogether fresh lines, as found in the work
of Mr. Sastrl This obviates a possible objection that Mr. Sastri has
only based his version on the quotations contained in the Sugama,

which has to. be placed at least 200 years prior to the work of Mr. Sastri

(1916 A.D.). ‘ \

. An interesting piece of information in this connection is supphed
by the works of Cidvilisa and Sadinanda (Sankara—anya-Vllasa and

Sankara-Dlgvuaya-Sara) Sadananda has stated at the very com-’

mencement of his work that he had before him an mrmngt&vm
which he was trymg to summarise for purification of his mind, while
Cidvilasa tells us that he was narrating what was transmitted to him by
his Guru. Mr. Sastri, who had with him these two works also, says that
these two biographers have followed Citsukha’s work, more or less,
though I have found that Sadananda deviates from Citsukha more than
otherwise.

Now, while describing Sankara’s encounter with Kumarila,
Mr. Sastri has quoted a whole passage of 29 stanzas as from Br. S.V. of

Citsukha, in which (passage) Kumarila is said to give an account of his

own previous life to Sankara. Sadananda and Cidvilasa repeat, in
the same context, many ¢f these stanzas almost verbatim, of course
omitting many and making small but very important changes in those

they have adopted. The most important alteration is that the Jainas .

and Vardhamana Mahavira in Citsukha’s version have been replaced in
both by Bauddhas and a Bauddha Gurm® The correspondence,
however, between Citsukha and Cidvilasa and Citsukha and Sadananda
is too obvious to be overlooked - and leads us to infer not only that
- such a work as- Br. S.V. must have existed but also that it was the
same as the one possessed by Mr. Sastn a.nd the one which these two
writers- had before them. :

From the foregoing evidence, it seems fairly well certain that
Br. S.V. was not only a genuinely existiig biography of Sankara, and
not a mere name, but also that the version of Sankara’s life given by
Mr. Sastri as from the same has at least sufficient prima facie claim to
_our attention as one based on the same.

The second work to-be considered is Pr S Jaya of Anandajfiana

-afs Anandagiri.

8. See F.N. 18.
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At the very outset we have to remember that this is different from
another work called Saukara Vijaya by “Anantanandagiri_ (the author s
name sometimes being given wrongly as Anandagiri) and prmted in
1886 in the Bibliotheca Indica Series. I have proved this ‘point at
some length in my thesis and also that most possxbly, this second work
is greatly based on the former. The following pieces of emdence tend
to prove the emstence of this Pr S.v. till recently oo

(1) Mr T, S, N Sastri seems to have had. this work w1th hlm,
though he does not expressly say so. He quotes from it a few stanizas:
Susamd quotes from this work profusely: By curious coincidence,
both Mr. Sastri and Sugama quote as from this same work, an identical
stanza,® relatmg to the derivation of ¢ Govindamuni’, Sankara’s Guru '

(2) Madhava (popularly but wrongly known as 'Vid'yé.‘ra.‘uy:i)
expressly refers to the work Pr. S.V. by name in the very first stanzal®

_ of his work, which he says is going to be an epitome of the same. In

the absence of the original work, it is not possible to say how far he

" has kept to this object but one circumstance, though minor, is worth

noting. While describing the creation of a hot water lake by Sankara

" for his Guru Govindamuni, for daily bath in the cold Himalayan

regions, Mr. Sastri quotes as from Pr. S.V. of Ananda two stanzasi!.in
that connection. Madhava repeats both these stanzas: in’ the same
connection, as Ch. XVI: 101 and 102 but substitutes the word ﬁl’W

‘for fireex in the first stanza. Except for this differenc, the two

stanzas are copied verbatim.

(3) ‘Madhava’ s s.S. Jaya. (miscalled Sankara-DlgWJaya) is ¢om-
mented upon by Acyutara.ya Modak. The commentary was written
_about 1830 A.D. and is known as Advaitardjya-Laxmi. This com-
mentary supplies valuable evidence regardmg the ex1sbence of Pr. S.V.

9. The stanza ‘is:

qad e st o mfa= st g
RECUICEE U wﬁfamf«-n AL

10. Read: mwm q@%mul u

11. The stanzas are:

TfsftaTieaRfrrer deormaTg fesaT
TGH THAY T TEFS AT F AT = 1|

T fragraafaT ﬁr&fsﬁsﬁa. Y qeEToRd TR |
ST et aferaiT aisafy T et aaEar i
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' (¢) While' commenting on the first stanza quoted already- from
Madhava’s work, 'Acyutardya has clearly identified Pr. S. Jaya as
Pr. S. Vijaya, written by Anandajnana a/s Anandagiri, the disciple of
Suddhénanda and the writer of commentaries on Sankara’s Bhagyas.!2

i (43) While.commenting upon XV : 8 of Midilava’s-QV&rk,. Acyut-
-ardya says that th> amplified version of the story (etat-prapancah)

should be seen in the work of Anandajfiina as Anandagiri the disciple

of Suddhananda, which is the basis of the present work (of Madhava).13

After this remark, Acyutaraya actually quotes as from the same Pr. -

S.V., 58 stanzas, which cannot be traced to any of the existing Sankara-
Vl] ayas (about 15 in number) including the printed one by Anantananda-
- giri. . It is-precisely for this reason as also for some others,* that even
though in two other places, the same commentator Acyutaraya seems
to idgntify the two works Pr. S.V. and S.V. of Anandagiri and Anat-
ananda-giri respectively, the idntification has to be ruled out as erron-
eous and the two works have to be kept distinct with two distinct
authors. ' - S '

o0 . .. B . ‘\
(%4) While commenting upon XVI: 108 of Madhava’s work,

Acyutaraya quotes from Sivarahasya and once more refers to the work

of Anandajfiana a/s Anandagiri.’® .~ '

(z'v)_ While commenting on other stanzas .of Médhva;s work,
Acyutaraya names the author or the work or both thus :

(a) ét I: 38, he explains, the ‘ previous poet’ as ¢the author of
Sankara-Vijaya already defined.’1 I ' :

q: IFAMAT AT Aoy : |
Comm. on I:1. -
- 118 ~Read -+ CAAIEY LINBRIN G HIAISAIEH AR - - -
AR AR ggeegiaod a9T—O0n XV :s.
14. Those other réasons have been detai i i i '
poaose Universit'y: 2 . etailed in my thesis spb.xmtted to the
15. Read: QACHAMI® Jgoogifacd T SR AR AT
- fa<fay we=afafa feg On XvI: 10s: ' ‘
It is to be noted that in 14 and 16 the name of Anandagiri’ k is gi
Br. S. V. and not as Pr. S. V. The name of the author is the %amse xs'taig:v‘;i'l: 2:‘
Anantanandagiri is nowhere mentioned as Br. S. V. This name, therefore, is given
either through an oversight for it is properly the name of Citsukha’s work or it is

;: gg;n on ;\Sﬁ?unt of the bulk 91’ the _work of Arx dagiri,v whigh also is repprtgd to

e
16. Read: “WrHfay fraqagfaoasaa1” on1:8.

L%

-

- MS. copy of the same exists even today. in the Kanel
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(b). He refers to Pr. S.V. by name in the prefatofy’words to I:5.%7

(c) At I:28 and I:85, he refers to Sankara Vijayaby Ai)b.ndagi::_i
and Pr. S.V. respectively and gives quotations from that same ‘work;
which again are not traced to any of the existing Sankara-Vijayas.

All these details seem to show beyond doubt not only that - a work
called Pr. §.V. by Anandajfiana a/s Anandagiri existed but also"that
it was before Acyiitardya i 1880 A.D. and that he used it for his conr=
mentary on-Madhava’s work. Dhanapatisiiri, an earlier commentator
of Madhava’s work confirms this finding re : Pr. S.V. as follows: . -

Madhava, as we have seen, is summarising the Pr. $.V. Ch. XV of
Madhava’s work deals with Sankara’s triumphant tour. " Dhanapati-
suri quotes 58 stanzas, 402 stanzas and 851 stanzas respectively in his
commentary on st. 2, st. 4 and stt. 28/29 of this chapter, with the common

introductory remark ¥ATAAU™H and ends the quotations with the
remarks Udcgd GALW A (st. 2), Racfrea  @ag  FeAne

(st. 4) and auaewd wfoansg afeafsfa (st 29). From this, ‘it
seems that according to Dhanapatisiirin, the stanzas quoted were
the relevant portions of Pr. §.V.intended to be summarised by Madhava
in those particular stanzas. . We, however, are not left to surmise only.
The first 58 stanzas, quoted by Dhanapatisiiri, are.the same as the 58

" stanzas A’q'uo,ted by Acyutardyain his commentary on XV : 8 of Madhava’s

work and Acyutaraya, as seen already, hasascribed all of them to Anand-
ajfiina ‘afs Anandagiri; This shows that all 811 stanzas and not
merely 58 quoted by Dhanapatisiiri must have been taken by him from
one and the same work viz. Pr. S.V. by Anandsjfiina afs. Anandagiri.
Not éven one of these 800 and odd stanzas is to be found in any of the
existing Sankara Vijayas nor do they form part of Sankara-Vijaya of
Ananténandagiri in. particular. ‘ C IR :
The conclusion, therefore, seems quite clear that both thq commenta:
tors of Madhava’s work had before them and have utilised, more, or less,
the work called Pr. n.V. of Anandajfiana afs Anandagiri, which formed
the basis of the work of Madhava himself. = The same work has been
drawn upon earlier by Susami and later on by Mr. ‘T. S. N.'Sastri;
both of whom seem: to have had the same with. them in'the original.
Lastly, regarding this work also, I have beern; ,rél.iab_ly‘;infdrme“d that &
Mutt library.

-

. 17. Read;: MWWMWW{ﬁl n
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" It, therefore, can be concluded that there did exist till recently two

such works as Br. S.V. of Citsukhacarya and Pr. S.V. of Anandajfiana

a/s Anandagiri though none of them is available to us today and that
théy are not mere names, as believed by some.

18. The three passages‘
(a) From Br. S. V. of Citsukha :

7 g Waﬁw&nz«g&rmwmuznf
mmmnma&wmmmm’
TETEIR IO AT R | G [ et arasiese FET 030

s ST TR | ARty 3 aresrors aRRnRET 1!
frrffrorml AP TFAEIRIARTT, | Aresiram 9 frar adda fg uwn
fafSriRE ST IRISEATERI | TG T 74T 3¢ 9t Jages 1k
qAENT A g, T G qoigar: | frsade 7 § s gy ne
TEATEIVHATCHT ATETSGAANA: | TrAAeaTIA e At feeg 1en
AT T ATA FEAATETA: T | TSR T FRAfAg AT 1k
i fagrarrsty ITARAEEa | SR eermgE austmfa: 1ol
o SRgEdsafaesafy | OReT @ ARrE sgreyT fesgar ng
SrraTSEEaE RIS Awid AT | spfverfafaegrdatas afgsfeaay 1910
TE quTEH fadoiaeat 79 | AT AqaIE sy TSHAATESTSi: 131
TELEAT AfSTSATERT qa =T Wheerar: | arg=e s Aser frroqaeasy Saamq i ¥
FATEYHE T FECAHSwET | FaROFed fforar wagfasfafaam: ngsn .
iRy fReETRaT: | e afgaasfama: gk
Td STereaTed wEAmw At g AfAR | Y fY garRwseRE =Eea 0ol
qa: graudE ¥ faaes: R ¥ 1 Frgronsgfafa srear weemd awgEan: 1
TR afseear fasy Faweaa: | ot aear gufrsafs A amg ngsn
a7 FYfaaatsafAeam=a qer 1 GHaT 71 Yfased Sfasmai gafeaatiiren
TSR Aetara Fafag | fesmrad ke sy frsa: n e
TR FHTT: rew: Oty | TA: qeIrer FHhawfera=r: TRIGL IR
FEerer A AT NgEw: I I | O FedgaenT: WgEIAar: 13
AR R RagET Af SAYTaa | TFCaTaeae T STHTeaay aEaargy Y
afg 37T ya wERataic Jafe | 2t SRRy 79 U
qAAEIARATR FERT I | qeRATTefTeFarserers: au=regt IRE -
wER Fagveawa gaar qfa | girafng aganfaiaam qoEatz e
mmﬁﬁgmwmnmmmmﬁa nen
wrﬁer;rga FHAN: fea@dr @A)
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(b) From Sankara-Vijaya Vilasa of Cidvitasa: °
(WrmTT W ST sttt 1)
TES X 7 agaTaA: TN LR
qzsr{f?aﬂ a% siataferamrEy | gRefiaeardatas qfegaem 123N

,gtmﬁimwﬁfmmﬁml UIT FATAGEINSET T FHOTH: 11 ¥

WMWW 1
. orgeaq fefag s froqaam @A N2 ,
amﬁm%rw FYERqH=TaT | meﬁrﬁﬁmmm&ﬁm NeEN

TR fReERE: ||, frageEee afedtad: 1Rl

3wammwmq?rﬁm qa: arad ¥ faEas: T T 1L
ﬁama&ﬁmmmﬁm’rml wﬁaﬁvwmﬁﬂ‘ﬁmamﬁnmn
fafrer g gate FRTqERgRa |
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Chapter v

' Abbreviations

Br. §. V.—Brhat Sankara Vx_]aya
..Pr. §. V.—~Pracina-Sankara Vijaya.

§. V..—Sankara Vijaya

Anand.—Anandagiri. *

Anant.—Anantanandagiri.

Sada.—Sadananda.

S. §. Jaya.—Sanksepa Sankara Jaya.
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