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Insroductory,

We have geen iun ths foregoing chapters tre econtents of

Purugottama’s works,his dialectics and interpretations mnd

3 '1
1

his exposition of fthe Suddhddvaita,which hed nse expleined in
his voluminous cowsmentaries and move then a score of independent

works., The work of en suthor can however ba_c be sprrecisted,

.

if we try to unders tend him snd the ideas that he put forth in
reletion to the fime end tradition to which he belonged. We
have aslready seen in the first chspler hst Purusottams was
born,when India witnessed feuds and sirifes from #ll the
quarters, ° ;ouv’l India was a drearland of gold in the syesof
foreigners, th re wes no pelitical suability and the strong
regine ol the Moghuls was defied from variqus quarters, i
darkage was looming large over the hesd of Indi ans,forboding)
the grim picture of petty strifes of swall principalities,

The eonditions were slmost on the -verge of being chaotic.

-

Fear and distrust took the place of peace and stabilif&y and
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inspite of the glory of weslth, thers was u?ter ﬁoverty of

-

prosperity eaud welfars, The Hindu soeiety vemeined g

he tegogenious  wmessol a variety of peoplé‘having a
variety of beliefs,Therc were foo neny religious bslie fs
and Hinduisn wos maniioid and yel geiting more and more
conservative., Ther: were ﬁaﬂy thinkers, scholars, authors
snd saicts, all strugeling to do somethicg and the comron
men wes led %o end frc by the conflichingd views,wnids

bhe could not snd therefore did not care %Yo undersitsnd, It

was this age which produced Purusotiana.

We have %o studyAfge gims and schievements of thés
geeat ccholar, who wrote and discussed and tought through-
~out the large span of nis life, How was he.lookeé upon by
his own people? ¥hat did he think sbout them?How could he

_influence them? What did be contridute to the Sampradszya?
ilhat cen possibly be his place in the history of the
Semprad8ya in particular and of Indisn thought in general?
ALl these questions remsin to he snswered, We have 4ried
in the following pages tc give an evaluabion from this point

of view,We have at ofir disposal 1.6 Taetual history of the
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Sampreddya,how it was moulded and how it suffered the ups
and downs in its cheguered career of wbout five hundred
years. We have to depend upon the references in his works,
the references which are rare snd at tiéas net conclusive
either.iie have also ab our ‘in sel some h&ar~sayc a¥1

ona,

=¥

tradit

(i1).

Purusothens sud the Sampradays.
#hile we have co weus to know the relations of
Purasottems with other GoswuEn is of his #ime, thers is every
rezson to believe that his reldtlonq with d?iﬁast some of
then wpvear to be qu;thlur vat cordial. Certain charges
were levelled agsinst him,we do not know by whon nor do we
know whether they wsre levelled in hieg own time or after

his

[ £7]

destn, though the later seems to be more probable,This

great scholar is said to have been jeered at as 'Vedapabu'

~

by his contemporaries.Further a mors serious charge against

i

hin is thet with =11 his efforts $o explsin the principles |

of the SnddhEdvaita ,;Lurnsottans is said to have sdvoeated



‘ -1 "
the 'Apasiddh#htas' or wrong theories,

‘There are three hearssys which go sgainst him.We have
referred to all of them while dealing with Purusottema's

life, It is sgid thet usotuama brought the imsee of

Balskrsna to | urvﬁ, hiding it ip the looxs of his neir.the

(T«?

v R . o e 4.
they two have something to do with his relatiorg with

v

Harirays,One is thet of Ferirfya's ovdering him {o take off
the footwsre Irom the faet of SrinFthaji end the other is
that of the explinetion of one passage in the Subodhini to

purugobtame ty ez old lady'whd just heard the explanation

given by Harirgya.

Thé first of these he§$8ays is ncthing but a myth,because
the ifiol of Balakrsns was broughb to Surat by Trsjersye,who
came to possess the same 88 o résult of the distribution of
the insges. We have detailed the whole ineident in chavpter
11 above., The fact however thet such a fietion has besn
vwoven round the uame of Purusotteme shows that stiempts were

nede in the S&mprad§ka‘td’portray him in not a very good

light, The attempis appesr to have been made deliberately

D S S VR e B T P o 4 A NTH A ST S ANE Bme PSS AP W B TS

1. AvatarsvadavaelI. Hindi Intro.p.6.
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because it is difficult to find out any basis for the
currency of such a trsdition. The two hearseys relsting
Purugottama's'inferiority t0 Herirays were current among the‘
followers of the latteieThe historiéity of both fhe stories
is seriously questionsble.lhe impression that we gét of
Purﬁéottama from his works M¢ is that he wes not caly a very
great scholar}but also very egact and fastidious. How is it
possible that he might have committed such a breach of
diseiplene,when he was hiuwself so very particular sbout
everything?fiven if we adrit that Turugottena was a young
enthusiast when he went to the temple of Srfp§thaji‘and hence
he might have done thisz,the second stovy is still more
unzcceptadble,looking to the &ee§ end penetrating in-sight
that his works show, It is too much.to acsume thst Puragottams
could understandiff the meening off a pacssge from one who
heard it from Harir@ye.On the other Land it is very likely
that both these stories hsve been mazde out by the foila&ers
of Harirays 10 prove the‘superib?ity of their old teacher
over this young man,Was there some sort of rivslry between

these two grea%&en of the system? Harirsya was much older

than Porugottams and it is not likely that he might huve
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cansidered this youth as his rivel.If at all the:e was a
rivelry,it probebly existeé'in the minds of the followers
of Harir&ys. Bub there surely was a differemce in the
thoughts end trestment of these two and both have played
their parts differently iL thé history of the Sampradsdya,
Harir®ya can vest be compared with Gokuianﬁtha and
Vittheleba,He was a devotee and his mission was to explain
the path of devotion to;the masses,His works are mainly
short tracts and most of them are on the SubodhinT,He
baught more of Krsna end his LIL1F,Pusti and Meryadd rather
than Brehmen snd its attributes or the theory of causation,
Purasottama on the other hané discussed and debated the
principbes of the Suddhadvaita philosophy, He was s schol sr
par excellence and he cousidered it his duty to explain the
theories taught by Vailebha by argumentstion =nd anslysis.
ihe works of ﬁariréya do not reveal gbe SGholarship,that is
seen in‘tﬁe wopks of Purugctiama,Purugottema on his part
appears to lack thst emotion and spi®itusl experience of s

devotee,Though he was sincera in his dsvotion,the emotional

side of s devotee was burnt in the white hest of his
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intellectusl feats, Harirdya wés a mystic?a follower of

the Prameya ¥arge,while Purusotiane was ratio&a} and lesping
towsrds the Premdia Marga.ls it likely that the followers of
Barirgya,who did not find tuat brillismnce of eradition in

their own teacher, thougint it proper to circulate such ,

-

stories which would glovify Harirays at the cost pf Purus_ottgq
And what did Purusottams himgelf think of the Sampradaya
es it wes before bim? Purusottsma was bold enongh to assert
that the Sempraddya was Nivrtta. It was due to the 'grece of
Lord Balskrsna who inspired his mind that he could know the
2 vesse
weaning of Anubhasya. The yidkd at the end of the Anubhasya-
-vrakesa clesrly shows thet while Vallsbha and after him
Vié@haleéa wrote certain works,their followsrs did not caref
to understand them much less to emplain them,Vallabke preache
-e%}his theories but he zalled himslef Vallabhs Efkgita and
nob Vallabhe-sedrya. Vitthalebs was meinly responsible for
%he_es%ablishmeﬁt of the SuddhZdvaite as a system.While he
completed the‘works,whieh his father left incomplete,and wrote
2. Kriden §ri Balskrsash pargmakafuqayé maumansh prersyitva,
Bhasyarthem yo' $igldham prekatitem akarot sempredzye

Niv?tte.
Concluding V.1.4,B.P.p. 1441,
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some independent works also, he did not devote his time so

7

much to the writing of works 6 s to the propagation and
systemgﬁisation of tue SuddhFvaits ss a Samprayadaya, which
could open its doors even Lo the ig aora&t masses, The
worship of the idol of God came 1o be s full-fledged afffair,
fven Vittheleéa in his works gave much more importance to.
the precticsl rather than fhe theovetical side. Ile was
followed by CGokulen@the,Kelysnaraya, Hariradya, and meny
ovhers who taught ,talked and wrote of the 1718 of the Lord,
It wes the age of intense intelliectusl sctivity in India snd
scores of scholars cene out to support apd dencllsh various
theories, Purusottama could see that whateveé night have been
the¢ effeet of the Sfmpradiyic teeching on the masses, it was
necessary to face the ccholars on ;vual ground s if &t all
the Suddhﬁdvaita a3 g sysﬁem.wauted to sufvive.Furugottéma
could furtne see that many imporiant points were left 4f/ -
obscure by Yallabhs and tha t hlissful cbscayltv was kept

intact by bis descendants, The tesk before Purugottoma was

-

thus not aely to comment upon the works of Vallabha and

Vittheleda but also o explain, analyse end Ffind out he

exact significanse of m-ny of the the s teught by Vallabha
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with & comparative study of the theories of others,The

groatest contribution of Purusottama to the Sampradays is
this;He explained the doctrines end what is mofe~he put the

whole system on a dislectical basis, so that the opponents

could be met on their éﬁngroundsiln deing S0 he had to be
an srgumegntabor snd could not afford to go on telking

about the halks of Heaven. Niven while commenting upon the

sixteentl tracts, Purusottame has this very approach end
this perhaps esrned for him the honerific title of'Vedapaéu',

because naturally none would have liked the bold statement

' Sempredaye ﬁivytte'.ﬁﬁe charge of Purusottsma's having
taught the apassiddhantas is very serious indeed, but
cufiously none had seid what apasidihsnta hes been taught

by him eand how, We havé in the precediug chepier givaﬁ in
detail the Suddhadvaita docirines as expounded by Purusottsma

and we have found that Purugottama arkives at the bslief in
Trdgtmya: 'Phedgsahishur abhedsh,'as the teaching of Vallebha,
But this is a natursl corrollary to which any student of

Vallabha would be driven and there is nothing wrong in i+,

Or is it that it is sll mirvaculous =nd one should uot even

try to understand it? Purusottema never refutes Vsllsbha or
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VitthaleSa, he never goes sgainst them &t any point while
writing;not only so but he defends them-even though at
timeé he appears to be defending what csn not be defended,

We have referred above inJChapter V.to the statement of
(iridhera, who says that the understanding of pure monism

is the best, while the Bhed&bheda is understood by the
wadhysmes,Purusottana has mginly taught toe Medhyams Paksa,
while it hes been shown at places by Vellsbhe, Cen *his be
teken as a clue %o the ssid charge of spssiddhsnta? AnyF way
there is no apasiddhante in whael Purusottama has taught,

If Vallebha's philosophical teaching is to be understood
from the point of view of resscn, the Suddha-sdvaity is

nothing more,nor snything less then 18d&tmys.

Purusottema very often does not subscribe to the
treditional line adopted by his predecessors,'ihus for

inetence he is the only widéer in the Sampradd@ya who pays

homage to GopinZtha, the elder son of Vallabha.éﬂe calls him |

the Vallabha-Pretinidhi. The relation between Viithaleda snd

. 45 ot 2 o S U S S O 0 T A I D D S S0 S Tl A D i S

P s T . on - e
3. Suddhzdveita MErtande, V,34-38,Apvendix ,to Suddnadvei-

-tasiddh@ntapredipa. p. 226.
4, AB.P.Intro.V,5,.p.1.

i
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Gopindtha was fairly cordiol but after the desth of

60pih§t§a,therg was some quarrel between his wife and
Vitthaleda. s = resuld of this perhaps acd also becaﬁse
COplnatha did not eajoy a long life so as to he able to
do something for the sgstem,he was completely forgotten
by the scholers.of the Sempreddys. Any way Purusottame
thought it to be sheer 1n«3ustnee end thas he mentioned
him even before ththaleéa Curiously enough this has ledd

to a traditional belief in the Sampradiya thet Copindthe

e

: 5
was reborn as Purusottama,

Purusottema sgein is completely conservative in his
outlesk like a typical Brabmin asuthor of -wedizeval days,
He does not like that even the éﬁ&ras and womesn should be
given freedom o get knowledgs »s much a8 a menber of the

three higher classes,After Vitthslede there wer a tendency

-

smoging the teschers of the Samprad@ya to appeal to the
Lower strata of ignorant messes and o explain to fhem
tLe Bhggavate, the Vﬂb“bhara a and such other works.

Purusoty fama tries to put e check on this and says that

e . Ak o DD K B M ot . S0 W St A SNSRI W YR Al TR e R S Sy S AN G A S < K P e T AR K WO T o i AR A S N RO

5. Cf.Pustimfrgansm peicaso varsa.Pert.Il.p.2
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the Sddres snd women may be allowed to study these works
but only those portions which do not treat of Brahmean.He

discusses the whole point and argues out why they should not

~

be.allowed to do 50.6

A very important point, which should be noted in this
connection,is that Purusottama was very cereful in énmphahi-
-sing o high moral stsndard for he pe@plg.?urugotfama has
ﬁiseusée& thefﬁhole question of Indriya-nigraha very
forcefully end at length in his Eﬁaraqabhaﬁga.2Purusottgma
w;s also unheppy at the wsy in which foreiga lénéuage and
dress were wholehea:tedly vieléomed by his own people.He
called them fools.%?uru@’ctama had thus something of é

reformer in him and he tried hard to point oubt that

laxity of morals should never be tolarated in any case,

T s o D W T DO e ABnb S S T ST B W WO Wt B P1 KB 0 T W SR S Bt O AN I T U B G O A R W 00 S S s VS o VO P S e g S W s D A e S,

6. A.B.P.pp.442r844,
7. T.Sn.Ab.V.338.pp. 184-186.

8. Etena ye mirkhd angpady epi mlecchédiveéabhégéﬂikam

rocayente svikurbanti ca te’pi tetheti bodhyam,

T.Sn.-(‘xb.}). 163‘
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%o remove the ignorsnce of his own people and %o

-

refute the'eharges against the Sampradsya, Purusottama goes
to the extent of discussing even the practicéuof the Brahms-
-sambandha and the prose passage connedted with it. He
explains the Brahmssembandhe as ™Brshmasembandho n@ms
sarvesmin bhegavatsvamikatvartupsh samband;ah;tasyakarégam
n8ma bhagsavat'a &dcarysén pnati.gadyenokto‘ya atnassmarpana-

proksrah; tedritys bhegaveti svAitmesehitasviyesarvapadsrtha-
-n8m bhagavati tathZtvevi iépenam,'Sa vei naive reme'iti

sruteh, 'kridarthem dtmens idan trijagatk?tam te svemyam

tu  tatrs kudhiyo para Tda kuryar' ity adivakydc es,

vastutah sarvasya Dbhsgavediyatve'di 'ss vai naiva'itysdi
Erutya ramanarthan dvitiyenirpenddibravendt tenFpadits yF
tattatpaddrthe jIvasye svatvasviyatvabhimapih tstparitys-
. S -— . ., - - - : 9 TRTE.
-geria tesu bhsgavadiystvesya vijng@pensm @ti y&vat,” While
discussing the prose patsage ,Purusobiama knows tiat he is
10t meintaining the secrecy of the Ssmpradaya.He is
epologetic for this, He ssys :"Yal puash pracinsir stra

o SO D . S et B Bt B Bt WY D SR o S WS AR G W e S Y S e M W WS Y A Sut W W i G A S A SRS SCUR WK v S0 W A O ol e A e SR T W S

9.Purusovtema’s Viverana on Sidahantershesys.p.39,
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kim api noktam tetrasitadgopyatvem eva bijam., Maya tu yad
idam uktenm ted bahirmukhémukha&hvansértﬁam eveti ns tad-
—viroﬂho dosaya, Yady api maduktau mérgarahasﬁaprakééané;
~-paradha aysti, tethapi pﬁiakééanasyényeﬁaiva kgteﬁvena;
tad arthasendehavaranasyaiva matk?titayé svoﬁkaréaprakééané-
«“ihétvﬁbhévét bhagavan érima&ﬁcéryacérapéé ca madaperadhem

A 10
ksamenth iti dik."

Purugottams trests sll his predecessors with due
respectd.This is particulsrly noticeable iﬁ his comnentaries
on the sixteen tracts, where he refers io the diversity of
interpretations given by the earlier writers of the
Sempradaya, It is imgportent 0 note thot in these' csses8

Purusottame does not refufe those who hsve given different

interpretations, He just refere to them snd then he' appears

to give his own view with some hesitation, A typical

example of this is found i his comrentary on the
BhektiverdhinT,when he says that he was inepired by the

Lord to explain in that wsy. He says :"Prafcas tu kecid-

imam bhanem Bsaktilaksenaetven®huh.Anye punar ¥yassna-

o W e Y o W 5. S T S T S e G S S S o A G W R D S T W ST B SISl W A G U N T G TR S S A M A VA S Y SO T A s s e -

10, TPurusottama's Viverana on Siddhantarahasys.p.37.
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laksanatvena, Artham ca svasvarityd tamftam Shuh.Mema tu
bhagavan evam preritavin iti mayaivam vgyskhyatam.Crhaiyaga
evacaryanem gdayasya sphutatvad iti}%

To wind up the whole discussion we may again bréefly
indicate Purusottame's contribution to the Suddhddvaita.
Firstly Purusottema hes for the first time enslysed and
explained those principles of the Suddh#dvaita,which have
so far been neglected by his pregecessors,Secondly Purusottama
for the first. time put the Suddhsdvaite System ou a dialecti-
-cal basis,on a par with other systems of the Vedanta snd
outside the VedzZnta,Thirdly Purusotitsma tried to rsise the

moral stsndard of the people.

(I11).

Turusottana's influence on the Sampradayva.

-~ "

Purugottems's voluminous works,commenteries and indepen-
-dent tracts,opened the eyes of latter scholers of the system.
They considered it therefore their duty to focus their
attention on the principal works of the ﬁudﬁhEﬁvaita,
Anubhgsya, Tattvadipenibandha and 1o a lesser extent the

Vidvanmendana, They shw that these works should no longer be

KA N - - 7 - - - e AV V- —. " oo " NSk > - - o) - " - 0 D s ST W S Db T Y B W - A s WA e o S gt O B
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neglected and efforts were ma@e to study them and to

explain them by writing commentaries on them. Thls is surely
an/ achiévement for Pdrusottama because none of his
predecessors expleined those works end they were content
with commenting upon the sixteen tracts and some parts of
the Subodhini slone., The deep and penetrating insight found
in tﬁé works of Purasottama however shows that he set a
very high stenderd of scholarship,which could not be achieved
by the scholars who followed him,Those commentstors followed
the voluminous works of Purusottama end many of them apnear
to have given nothing more then simple short explanations,
abridged and culied from the g;akﬁéa or Suvarnasitrs or

Avaranebhalga,

Out of the successors of Purugettama,&o§sévara can be
colled the most outstanding writer and scholar in the
Sanmpradaya.Bven his father Cokulotsava,who was born in
V.S.1815,was a very good scholar and was called Vidvat-
-iromsni and Yﬁk-oéturi—dhuﬁiﬁa.?e have seen thst
Purhsottama gave his properiy to another Puru?ottama,san
of Murslidhsrs.This Purugottsme's son Goverdhaneda also

died sonless,His wife Meb@rsuiveahuji sdopted Gokuletsavs
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in V,5.185), Gokulotsava is said to have written some

comentaries;Shri C.H.Shastri gave me a list of some of the
works written by him,They are :(I)Saundaryaﬁadyatiké,

(2) Vivekadheiryaérayatiks, (3) Ssunyasanirnayatiks, (4) Siddhan-
~tarahesyatiksd and (5)S;hgérarasamaqdanatiké; It is séid

that Cokulotsava was a very good speaker,

(Gopeévara,bora in V.S, 1835,was the eldest son of

Gokulotsava.On sccouat of Cokulotssva's adoption to the

pontificel chair in Surat,Copebvara eould acquire all the

works, that were in possession of Purusottama,It was a
literary heritege and (opeSvara took the grestest adventage
of i%.5hri, C.H.Shastri could find out & list of his works,
in his own hspdwriting.lRis works ss stated in the list
ere a8 fol lows: -
(1)Vedanavarthitiks,
(2)Brhal&ranyaka-brehnen adbaya-11ks,
(3)Chandogysnuvik-vyskhys, h
(4)Etmebodhopsanisat-4ika,
(5)éloko.,.with commer bary(Some letters are missing here
in the lis%,found by C.H,Shastri),
(G)Sadyuktimaqi,
(7)Bhagtimartauda,
(8)Fourth Adhysya of the Adhikarenamzla,
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(9) Atmavada,

(10)Perivrdhastakaiiks,

(11) Svapnedarésnatiks,

(12)Sub-éommentary on the commentary of the Vivarang-
-karikas,on'Kethd imaste...?,

(13)Bhaktirstna,

(14)Bhaktiretnstiks,

(15)Rabmi,

(18)Peficapadt,
and (

(17) Teiministtvavetti,

Rafmi is s voluminous sub-commentary on the Bhasya~
-prakdds of Purusottame,Shri ¥,T,Telivala says aboub it
thus: "The author of Rafmi thoroughly esplains not only

— A ,' —y— t et .
the Bhzsyaprakabs of Sri Purusottamajl but even supplies

‘

the want,which was felt by the readers of Prakada,
S . A -
Prakasaksra took for granted that readres of Anubhzsys,
understood the literal sense of the Anubhssya and hence
we ravely find him explaining the literal text of the
Anubhasya,For this reason,the author of Reémi in all
places whepe he finds that 5rY PurusottamajT has not

éxplained the Anubh@sya,tries to give the literal meening
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12
of all the passeges of the Anubh&gya." gopebvara was called

"yogi' and 'sarvavettd! ,while Purusottana was called
'Pendita Pursndaregffd! and 'Dade-Biganta-vijayE! A comparism
between Purusottams and Gopebvara need not be attempted, but

it must be said that Gopeévare was recognised by the Sempre-
-daya as a sincere devotee ,besides being recognised as a

great écholar,while Purugottama was eppreciated anly as a
scholar,

It Will(be a point of interest to compare the Bhakti-
-martanda of GoPeévafa with the Prasthanarstnakara of
Purusottama.like the Prasth@naratngkara,it slso contains
four chapters on Premane,Prameya,S@dhena and Phals,But there
is an importent point of difference.Purusoftama’s aim is
to explain the theories of the Suddhadvaite,wheress Copebvara

sets out to explain the Bhakti,es he himself says in the

..o 13
beginning,” Thus he begins not with an explanation of the

theory of knowledge or the means of proof,but with a

T B W I ST W T - T K W G Y S S S W GO S AR T A0 T S S IS SR G S S e U S S A SO RS S WS i S G P S B S TR S G S S T AR

12.4.B. with P.&.R.IIL.i.Intro.p,10.
13.Vedadi sarvabastrarthabhiitan brahmisthadurlabham,

Bhaktim veksye ysthadastram prabhubhir vibadikrtam,
Bhektimartanda, Intro.V.5,p.1.
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question as to how Bhakti can be understood as the meaning
of all the S@stras.Similariy the Prameyaprakaranas is also
written with the express -purpose of explaining Bhakti.14Tbe
Szdhanaprekarana is to show tha% Bhekti is the main Sathana,
aud the fruit obbaingd by means of @t is -expleined in the
last chapter.Copeévera discusses other t0pics‘also,e.g,the
concept of ak§ara,15that of Abheda,lsete,but one will find
that these discuseions are subordinated to the discussion on
Bhakti,Again many of - them are bodily found in, the works of

Purusottama.A typical example of this is Purusottems's
defence of Bh#skara against Vacaspati in the Anubhasyaprakaéa,

The whole passage is almo$t guoted in the Bha&timértagﬁa.17

Thus we find thet in his works GopeS8vara discusses more

about Bhakti,Pusti,Lila end all thet than Purusottema.If

Purusottema can be compared with Vallebhs,fopedvara shonld be

14, Atha bhektiéabd&rthan nirnetum prameyapraicarsnam
arabhyste. Bhaktimartenda.p. 0.

15.Bhaktimartande,p. 109, fF,
16.Bhaktimgrtande,p. 116, 1,

17.Cf,Bhaktinsrtenda, p. 205, ff,end 4,B,P.pp.93-95,
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compared with Vitthaleda, Even in the colophons one may rote -

that while Purusottema generally rerers to Vellabha,Gopeévara,

refers to Yitﬁhaleéa.la

We have noted sbove how (okulotsava came to Surat,after
being edopted by Msharanivshuji,wife of Covardhesneba. His
déeesndants were also good scholars and sinceras devotees,
Suret thus remasins a seet of learﬂiné. Just now the Bad g-
~mendir in Surat ie sdored by His Holiness Shri.Vrajargtna—
~lelji Eahéréj,who was born in V,3,1952.He is a very good
scholer himself aad s éiacere devotee.Due to his efforts the
Akhilaﬁﬁharatija.Shri Balakrishns Shd@ddhadvaita shasabha
was established in Surat in V.Sf1882.Many works of the
Sempraddys have been published by the ssid asssogiation,The
Mahssabha is also conducting éXaminations on the SuddhFdwmita,
One Shuddhadvaita Veishnava school has heen established in
Medras in V,S.2008.There is also a Vallabha-Vedata prize,
bearing his nsme in the Gujarat University.

(1I7).
Purusoitama's place in Indian Philosophy,

The late Pendit Gattulalji of Bombay is Said to have

" 18.See,Colophons,in A, B,with P,&.R. :
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compared Purusottema with the famous Jain scholar Hemacandra,
described es Kalikslesarvajia,and with Sayana ¥adhava,He
called Purusottema a 'Sarbatsntrasvataentral The title of

Ssrvatentrasvatantra, though so much in vogue smong sncient
scholars,hasfnot~often_been understood exactly as regerds the
ﬁeaﬂiﬂg,iﬁ coﬁvéys.Sarvatantra@ may mean one who knows all
the Tentras,.'Sorvéhi tantrani adhige vede %5.'Together with
this is sdded 'Sva-tantra'which shows thet such a scholar

is not only a very good student of all the systems,but is

e indepéndént thinker himself,Thus he.has both the scholar-

N

-ship and originelity of thinking,

Hé&acandre;perhaps the greatest Jsin scholar,who ever
wrote in Senskrit and Prskrit,was not just a philosopher or
"teacﬁer of Jsinism,.He was a pbet, gramgarian,rhetorician,
historiean,writer of a work on prosody,end what not.,Purugottsma
_slso was a profound.séholar of all the branches of Senskrit
literaturé and philosophy, We have seen that he rerers to
meny wofks end systems and has so'many things of his own to
‘say regar@ing them,One mey perhaps feel that Purusottema,

though a prolific writer,has writiten everything by wey of
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explaining the ‘Suddhadvaita theories and prectices, while
for Hemachndra it may be said that he has written on sll the

brenches of lidérsypure indspendengly.

- Purusottama should be compered with grest commentators
like Vacaspati Miéra;Sudarbana Bhatta,and Jayetirtha,All
these. scholars were éuthdrs of standard comentaries on the
Bhasyas of their res;ective masters, Even amang*fhese,the
figure of Vicaspati Miéra stands aloof.He can really be
called Sarvatentmasvatsentra, becau he has written scholarly
. ?
and authentic co mentarigs on .elmost all the orthodox systems
of Indian Philosophy. Eeghas written Nygyakenika, Tattva-
samiksd, Tettvabindu, Nyﬂyav Zritik atatparyatlka Sznkhy a-

~tattvakanmudd, TaﬁﬁV&éSfﬂdl and Bhamafi. Thus he wrote on

all the bystemq of 1nd15n PhllOSOphy except .the Vaidesika,

It is noteworthy that VanaSPatl though a follower of
Samkara shows hzmself an 1ndepen&ent thlnker owing alegganee
to no single system in a dogged menner,Purusoitama is surely
an independent thinker(Svatantra),and has passed his own
comments on the concepts of othef systems also,but he is

a follower of the éuddhédvaita,from the first to the last,
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Quriously however thers is one commen point between the two,

I3

Just es Purugsottema was charged with having taught the

Apasiddhinte,even Vicaspati wes taken- to task by some for

i

saying something sgainst the Bhasya of Sefkers, Amalanends

-

gives a spiritec defence of Vicaspati,when he says :

—-

gcsspetimatam Bhisyaviruddhen iti keiScid ayukiem

=1

" g smad
1 a2
uktem,Kin cs -

Agiatve bh?aﬁtataOObad srpksat paranedvaram,

o
0

) R - - . — )
Eted bha§yarthatattvarzho vEcaspativ sgBdhadhil,”

Purusott=ma’° tssi however as a commentstor of Vallabhs
woe more diffiecult theu thst of VAcaspati,Sudarbana, or
Jﬁyatfrtha;gamkara,Réﬁéhﬁja end fedbva were clear and exact,
while Vallabhea vas not at all clear,at times very obscure,
The difficulty of Purugobtama thus lsy in the terse laconie
style of Vallabha, Hence whereas Vicespati and others were.
concerned with advencing the arguments for the positioms,
sccepted by their respective Eééryas,ﬁurﬁgot*ﬂma had to
explein the theories of Vellabha, enalyse them snd then
indulge in srgumentastion,
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19, Kelpateru on Brehmaglitras,1,1i.22,qupted by U, 4,Shestri
in 'AivihEsike banéadhana.‘p.lzﬁ.
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The real contribution of Purusottama to Indien
Philosophy is his work {or the Sempradfye.lHe could see that
it was an ege of Cheos, in which the system of Vallabha could
flourishgd only if it was properly explained and argued. out.

Otherwise it would go down in the eyes of scholsrs,Purusottama -

did what wes needed. His name will be remembered in the.

] )]

History of Indian Thought a8 the strougest end sreatest
exponent of the Suf”naovnlte which wss hitherto not undep-
~-5t00d end was therefore mis-understood and neglected;If one

wants to study the system of Vallabhs,one should read the

oul ;
works not of Vallebhe end his son;but one should also resd
' {

with them the commentaries of Purusottsma,besides hig
‘ !

independent worgs,It is reslly a misfortune thet s schoiar

like Puruscttans shouid have been jeered at znd cslled Veda—

B

-pafu' by those for whom he wrote and debated ord arvued

i
i
The best zppreclation of Furugottama was made ﬁy Pr%
8, G, Shastri,who foncded 2n ss. ocistion called '5rT Puruqottamﬁ
Mendala' in Bowbay in 1985 A,D.8very week end Prof.Shastri
czme from Poona to Bowmbay end delivered Lectures on the

works of Vallsbha snd Purusottema., It is interesting to note

that in 1926 A,D.the members of the Qald essozistion
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expressed their feeling of gratitude to the Lesrned Professor
by presenting him sn address end a Gold Medal in the
Madhsvbeg,Bombay.

The precent writsr hes seen a copy of the picpure of

P

f‘-}

sottems and is wrepare@ %o endorse readily what Shri,

M(

N.

'.w

Jehts Lias ssid sbout him,Shri Mehta who happened to see
one such copy reparks thet his forehead is brimming with

profoudd thoughts sud his lerge eyés sppear o accent the
DLOR &, 21 D

objections of the o¢pronents with an open mind,The pointed
tip of his nose shows his ability to refute those objections

with subtle srgumente,and hie shin shows the strength of

ig firm determirnetion.”

At the end of this study,l would like to quote two
traditional verses regerding Furusobiama:

(1) &rTnedvellabhadTkeitehvaysharer vendysnvaye sappamas
TatkFrunyasudhabhisekavikasatsanbhagyabhlinodayah,
brpyeddurnsdevadividvadibhadugkitokbikumbhasthal I-

Sadyobhall jenakelikesarigatih PItEnbarasyatna jah,
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20,CEHe, T, Meh te, Hinda ””tUVaneuﬂho 1tih&sa,Vol,11.p. 260,
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(2)1izsid ena samah samastanigamasmrbysditetivarthavid
Veltd cBpratimah sadahsu vidus@m 2dyspi bhimau budheh,
Yah servsm navelaksspedyskemitepraudheprabendbam vysdhst

$o Sriwsn Purusottame Vijaystam Aedryscldimanih.




