
The popularity,enjoyed by the Pustimargiya Vaianaviso in 
(iujarat and other parts of Western India,naturally attirets

the attention of a student to attempt- a complete study of the 

doctrines of this particular school of the Vedanta.Pallabha is 
however very brief in his writing,to the extent that it is

difficult to understand his works without the help of a 

commentary.His son Vitthalenatha, though a nan of genius and 
ability,appears to have been concerned with the propagation of 

the Sampradaya more than a thorough- explanation of the theories 

propounded by his father.Looking to the long line of' the 

P-osvamis who followed them,one can see that Purusottama was 
the most prolific writer in the school. He gave us voluminous 
works in a fairly large number and essayed to explain the 

fundamentals of the philosophy of his school.After Purusottama 
many works,critical and explanatory,were written by the 
followers of the school,but before him, the Acaryas of the 

Sampradaya like Gokulanafha and Hariraya were more or less 
concerned I'jith the teaching and propagation oi the path of 
devotion to the masses.Thus purusottama occupies a unique 
piece in the history of th® Sampradaya.If one studies the 
works of Purusottama,then alone one can fully unlerstand the
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feuddhadvaits.If again some light ia thrown on the life and

times of Purusottains.it will be very helpful from the point of 
view of the history of the Sampradaya as a whole.Hence the 

thesis, "Purus ottamji*- A Study."

To a student of history,mediaeval India presents a very 
hazy picture full of thousand figures.There was a large number
of saints and teachers and pandit$(3 belonging to various schools 

of thought^ ome established their own schools also. There were 
also many Princes and lings. A halo of myths and legends was 

woven round the names of great teachers and scholars.This being 

the position,it is very difficult to give an exact account of 
the life of any teacher.Purusfcttam* is no exception to this. 
Purusottama’s life is described by Shri. M.T.Telivals in an 

article in the PusiibhaktisudKa. Yol.T.Eo.3 and by Shri. H.O. 

Sh&stri in his Hindi Introduction to the nvatarsvadavail and 

ia a Gujarati work,’purusottamjf Maharajanun earitra*. I 

examined these sources in the light of whatever other information 
I could gather from various other sources and I have tried to 
give as much information as possible,with a view to be as near 
to the truth as I could. I have also recorded as many traditions 

as I came to know.

Another difficulty was in securing his works. Thanks
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however, to the help and guidance of ray teacher prof. G.H.

Bhett and the co-operation of His Holiness Shri.Vrajratnalalji 

raaharaj and Shri. C.H.Shastri of Surat, that I could secure 

most of his works. Purusottama is said to have written so much 

that caae can never be definite as to the exact number of 

works,written by him. The lists given by Shri.lelivalo and 

Shri. H.0.Shiastri may or may not be conclusive. Some of the 

works, listed there, could not be found by me. Some works are 

sgain said to have been fathered upon others by himself.I had 

therefore to satisfy myself with as many as works as I could get. 

Some of- them had to be. examined from the point of view of 

authorship also.I had also to beer in mind the traditional 

view-point regarding some of them. I.should also make it 

clear that I did not examine the works from the textual point 

of view. As Purusottama is a recent author, the question of 
interpolations and all that does not arise to a very great 

extent.
I studied the works/of purusottama from three points of 

vieiv as follows;-
As I found Purusottama to be a very good arguments!or in 

the Sampradaya ,1 tried to study his ^ad&paddhaii. His method
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of carefully analysing the theories of his own school,comparing 

them with those of other schools and criticising the latter, 

is worthy of a critical study.

Secondly purusottama is mainly an interpreter. It is 
therefore necessary to see how he interpreted the works,he has 
commented upon. The Acaryas of various schools of the Vedanta 
raised their systems of thought on the basis of the Prasthahas

t

viz.the ferutis,the Pita,the Brahmasutras and the Bhagavata 

Puranaj/, the last being included in the list by Vallabha. It is 
thus a topic of study as to how the Acaryas have interpreted

the prasthahas. In the Thesis I have tried to examine some of 
the interpretation of Vellabha in the light of what Purusottama

has said with regard to them. Here ofcourse I have mainly 

discussed the interpretations of the ferutis and the Sutras.

Thirdly Purusottama is a very capable exponent of the 

feuddhadvaita system of philosophy.Vsllabha*s theories have been 

explained in various works. Thus for instance Prin.S.M.Dasgupta 

has devoted one chapter to it in histHistory of Indian 

Philosophy’ V61.IV.In Gujarati, perhaps the best explanation 

of the feuddhadvaita theories is given by Prof.M.G.Shastri. in

his’ feuddhadvaita-Siddhahts-Prsdlpa’. I have however followed
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purusottama’s exposition of the ’ISuddhadvaita and have triesJ 

to show where his analysis leads us, after comparing the

doctrines of this school with those of iSamkara and Ramanuja 

and others also whenever necessary.

At the end I have tried to give an evaldati on of Purusottanm, 

especially his place in the Ssmpradaya and in the history of 

Indian thought.What did purusottama think of the conditions 

prevailing in the Ssmpradaya at that time?What did he do for 

it?How was he understood and appreciated by others?How could* 

he influence the Semprsdaya? All these questions, I have tried 

to answer on the basis of his works and the hearsays about 

him.

The life end works of Purusottama have not been studied 

so far, and thus the Thesis contains ay humble contribution 

to the knowledge of Sanskrit Literature and Philosophy.


