


BATE OF THS SAffKHA-LIKHITA SMRTI;
************ ***##***-*-sf-*******#**

S^nlike some classical Sanskrit Scholars, the writers 
of Dharmasastra^ Hfcprmally do not mention anything about 

themselves in their works.As a consequence thereof, it 
becomes difficult to know about their lives in details.
In almost all cases for this we have to depend on inferences 
drawn from whatever little information is available from 

various sources.
There are no two opinions about accepting sutra

type prose form of literature as an earlier oneV^

■while the Smrtis written in verses are of later period.
S.1.had two versions the earlier and the later one. The
version found in prose and verse form is definiteljr an
earlier one , while the version purely in verse form is

t »a later one S.H.Dasgupta opines that " The versified Sankha
is probably a work of later date thougn it may have had an

\earlier version."

Some ancient authors refer to S.L.or the quotations of

S.L.Dharmasutra. The commentators like Visvarupa (about 
800-825 A.D.) gives quotations from S.L.Dharmasutra.

1« Dasgupta S.H.A history of SK.Lit.Vol.1 (Introduction)P.25. 
2. This date is given by Mm.Br.P.Y.Kane, cf.Hist.of Bharma, 

Vol.I.P.263.



In Padataditakam"* caturbhani composed by the poet 

/ _ i ,Syamilaka, enumerates Sankha and Likhita In the list
of the Writers of Dharmasastras. This text was composed during 
410 to 415 A.D** 2 Prom this we can safely infere that 

flourished before 410 A.D. Any author to attain high position 
may take 100 to 200 years. On considering this point we may 
conjecture that £3.1.would have been before 200 A.D.

The Treatment of the Subjects— ^-he internal part of the 

text- gives invaluable help in fixing the date.
Mm.Dr.P.V.Kane discusses the problem of date in the 

introduction of the Deconstruction of S.1.Dharmasastra 
published by Journal of BORI , Poonaj(Vol VI & VIl),To fix

up the probable date ‘of ^.L.he argues On the following lines.
/
S.l.agrees very closely .with the Dharmasutras 

of Gautama and Apastamba and some times reads same Sutras 
as in those works, e.g.c.f,Gautama with SutrasUo.35,36,39 
62,133;135 and Mo.95 , 105, 116 & 276 for Baudhayana.

1 * 'MT,; ^Civ1
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Syamilaka (Bd.Moti candra ) Caturbhani 4P- • f

2. Ibid * ( Bhumika ) P.7 .



— / »In some s&$tras we find that Sankha sometimes expresses
for more advanced opinions in comparision to Gautama, Apastanfe a

_ „ / .and Baudhayana. With regard to Dayabhaga,Sankha gives more
details than Apastamba and Baudhayana.In S.L.the limits of 
Aryavarta (Quot ,Eo.7) are more extensive towards the east and 
west than shown in' Baudhayana (1.1.25) and Vasistha (1.8.9)

C /The style of the /?wpk of S.1.resembles with that of
)Kautilyarather than that of Gautama and Apastamba (243.245)

The quotations hardly exhibit any ungrammatical form. 
Yajnavalkya Smrti (in verse form) it~"self has cited S.L. 

as an ancient authorities on Dharmasastras.This would mean that 
we can easily assign 8.1.to the period earlier to Yajnavalkya 
Smrti, Some other topics such as Rights of woman etc. show that 
S.1.Dharmasutra is much earlier than the extent Yajnavalkya 

Smrti, though it is certainly later than Gautama and Apastamba 
The prose Quotations from S.ii.refer to the Yedangas, Sankhya 

Yoga and Dharmasastras (Quotat4«n Ifo. 455).
S.1.recognised eight forms of marriage (Quot.132.134)0 

The views of 8.1.about the status of the offspring of mixed 
marriages differ from those of Baudhayana and hanu, and are 
intermediate between the later two.(Quot,Ho.173)*

The Tarapana (Quotho.288) which resembles that in Baudhaya- 
na Dharmasutra refers to the six vedahgas, to Bharata but not 
Kahi.bh.arat a, to twenty writers an Dharmasutra and contains 
numferous details about geography, mythology, and cosmogony 
which are generally found in the Puranas.

S _The S .1 .Dharmasutra refers to the opinions of others in the
words of EKE t



It mentions by name the views of Tama, Katyayana,
Prajapati etc. The Complete list is given in Appendix ho. 3.

Mm.Dr.P.Y.Kane concludes from the above points, " It 
would not be far from the truth if the Dharmasutra of S.l.be jfc

__ j)placed some where between 300 B.G.to 100 A.B.
/ tSankha himself states that after studying Iuanu Smrti 

thoroughly he has composed his sutras based on Yedas (^uot.
1).This undoubtedly puts him after Manu.S*1.might be referring

__ /to g^yambhuva Kami of 4th Century B.C.Bo the date of 3.L.
may be placed later than 4th Century B.C.A.A.Macdonell
opine.s 11 Although the chronology of the legal literature
is uncertain, it can be assumed with probability that the
older Dharmasutras belonging to the vedic schools date
from between 800 and 300 B.C." ^

The Sutra style was prevalent during 3rd century B.C.
Kautialya *s Arthasastra is composed in Sutra style.S.l.
is also written in the same style .Hence it can be concluded 

/that S.L.might have been composed between 300 B.C.to 100 A.. .

1. Macdonell .-x.A. India's Past P.166.


