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The Relative DUstes of Relevant Purdnas .-

After having enslyzed the sources of Msh3bhagavats-~
Puréga we now proceed bto consider the comparative dates of some
twelve Fur%éas in their bhistorical order.

() Vayu-Purdno :-

According to the opinion of Dr .Bhandarksr Vayu-Furans
seems to be the oldest of 211 the Purdnas and Matsys-Furena
sppeers to follow it closely in Point of time. In his oPinion
V§yu—fur§ge nust have been comfosed Possibly in 300 A.D., According
to 2 reference in Vayu-FPursna 99,258 which resds : The righteous

_famous Adhisimskrsne is (ruling) now (i.e. st Present). AdhisTma-
K§§§a flourished in 300 A.D. His empire existed in the times of
Samudregupta. Hence the history preceding him is not found in
the Fﬁréga under discussion. In the opinicn of Bsladevs Upéahyéya
end Ur.Bhendarkar the Vayu-Pursne is definitely very old. UThis
Purdns is free from narrovw sectarisn biss. It is elso free from
the influence of Tantrs. The Véyu—fhr§ga wos very Forular during
the sth ahd ?th centuries.2

(2) Vignu-Furdne :-

On the basis of the brief nsrrztion of the legends of
Dhruvs, Vene, Prthu, Frohléde, Jadasbhersts in Visnu-Purdns and

1  AdhisIma-Krsno dhsrmztna

uampreto yanm maheyasah,
( Vdyu-Pursna ;.
99,258

2 Vide "Vshastrl and Dr. @damqa Hbaarakar;%gggha Pandit Maha@féé)
i_ Bharatiya Sanskrt@ K % “M%Khanda~8 410 Sheniwasr Pethy
Punc-411830, .597.
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2 -
their amplification in Srimed Bhigevsts it becowmes evident that

Vienu -Puréna precedes Phagavats.
e & 14

In Vi§§upnr§§a 2.9.16 the counting of the conshellations
Eegins with constellation K?ttikﬁ, which is corroborated by the
ststement of Varahmihirs as prevalent in olden times. But in the
times of Vsrahmihirae (spproximstely 550 A.D.), €he counting of
constellations started with constellation AsvinT. As o result
Vi§§u~Fhr§ga which establishes thtikg ss the initisl constellation
deserves to be older than 500 4.D. Similarly there sre nany
refereaces to the gigns of the zofliac in Vi§qupuﬁ5§a SeBe 3.8.28,
2:8.30, 2.8.41, 42, 2.8.62-6%, The first reference to the sirns
of the zodiac in Bsnskrit works is found in y3jflevalkys Smfti
which was cempo&ed in the second century ss a8 result Viﬁgupuf@?a

connot be older than second cennury.5

On the evidence of ?écsspati Higra regsrding Vi§gu,ur§g@‘s
being onteﬂ in Yogs Ebégya it appears proper to consider it to
belong to the Perioé preceéing the first century. From the
reference in ﬁagi tlekhalal it becomes abgolutely clear that in the
Tamil country in those daoys lectures snd recitation of Phr§§as
before genersl Public wes done to uplift their morslity. This
state of affsirs waes prevsiling'in the second century A.D. The
referance to Vi§§uPur§ga in Moni Mekhelsi indicstes thst it wes

selected on scecount of its importance end itg Povularity.

%  Vide Dr.Hazers R.C., "The Date of Vis§u~9hr§ga", anﬁggls of
the Bhandsrksr Orientsl Resesrch Institute, Port 18+193%6-37.
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Consequently the Vi§2upur5§a or its majority portion nmust have
been composed in the first century A.D, According to the opinion
of Balsdevs Up56hy§ya Vi§gupur§§a must hsve been composed in
the second century before e¢hrist.
(3) | Devf;ﬁhégavatapuréga e

Fargghar takes DeviuBhégaQatapuréga to belong to the
period ranging from 900 to 1350 A.D. According to the remsrk of
Dr.R.C.Hazra the date of compilation of this work mentioned sbove
is fully supporte@ by its Tantric elements as well as by the
non utilisation of its contents by the commentators snd Nibandha

writers.4

T.K.Ramachandrsn Flaces the dste of the Devi-Bhagavets
not lster than the Gth century A.D. by taking the story of Ksra-
N§r§ya§s‘s pensnce s given in Devi-Bhagevata Sksndhs IV
Adhysyss 5-10 to be the bsgis of the scenes of Penance of these
two sages in the ezstern niche of the Gupta temple of Deogsrh in
the Jhangl district. But between the story of their Penance ag
described in Devi-Bh3gavets and the Deogsrh relief there are more
?oints of difference than those of sgreement. Hencé in the oFinion
of Dr.Hazrs this story con never be taken to be the source of the
relief.5 As a matter of fact this story comes from a very late
Perlod end is a definitely later version, with certain striking
ivnovations and mention of Adi~Sakt1 and Tantric Bijss, then that
found in Vamenapuraga Chapters VI-VII with which the DevIi-Bhagavata

4  Hagrs R.C.,LStudies in The Upa?urégas,jvol.II, Chapter-1V,
P.a27.

5  Ibid., P.428.
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has a good number of verses in common., As .the present Vimena-
Pur§pa cannot be dated earlier than 700 A.,D., the Devi-Bhagsvata
ruegt have been written later than at least 750 A.D.6 However
Dr.Hazra thinks that the Devi-Bhagsvats was compiled probably in

th

the 11 or 12th century A.D.7

(4) Vamsnepurdpa :-

As tbis purzna esﬁablisheé\the incernestion of Vamans it
is in its originsl form a8 Vaisnsva Pursne. But ot sometime this
Ehrﬁga was trsnsformed as a’%aiva Pufﬁga,whtch is its Popular form
in these dasys. Consegpently the biogrsphy of Lord %ivs and
goddess Parvetl ic described in detsils in it in rhetoriesl style.
Vémanapur§ga is decorated in its descriptions by rhebtorical
figures of sFeech end is influenced especially by Kumarassmbhsva
of K3lidasa on account of the similarity of the object of
descriptionqs As 2 result of the influence of Kalid3sa on
Vémanapuréga its date of comPosition can be the time subsequent

to K31lid8sa i.e. between 600 -~ 900 A.D.
(5) E5likspurdns -
While discussing the dste of the earlier Kéliképurggs

Dr.Hazre pesses the following remsrks. In his Caturvarge-

P

give a list of 18 Purfnass including the Kaliks which is called

Cintémeni, Hemsdri quotes from the Eélikéyuréga five lines which
<

N — P - -
the, originsl Bhagsvaets, So the esrlier Kalikapuré@a which thus

& Dr.Hazras R.C., Studies In the Upspurdnas, Vol.II, P.433%,
Ibid., P.427,
8 For detslled similsrities between the two works refer to

Upsdhysys Baeldev, Purdna Vimersa, Chowkhemba Vidyé@bhavans,
Varénesi-1, P,560. )
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18id claim to the position of Bhggavaﬁa?uréns must have bheen
written at a time when the Position of the lstter had slready
become enviable. Ag the Bhﬁgavata-puréna is to be assigned to

the 608

century A.D. and most Probably to the former half of thet
century, the earlier Kéliképur§ga could not have been written
earlier thon 600 A.D. Horeover the numerous quotstions made from
the Kélik§?ur§ga by M&nyadeva, Lekgmidhers, Aperarks, Vallalssens,
Hemadri ond others who flourished in differcut parts of Indis

show that the earlier Kélikﬁpuréga must have been written not
later then 900 A.D. 4s elresdy stated by Dr.Hszra the group of
18 Upepur§gas waes formed a?yroximately between 650 and 80C A.D.
and as gll1 the lists of 18 Upapur5§as contain the name of »
Kéliké:lﬁélipuréga: the esrlier Kéliképuréga should be dated not
later then 700 4.D. becsuse the Pur5§ik works generally take fairly
long time to attain a2 state of authority. It is highly Probabl@
that this work was comPosed sometime during the 7th century A.D.
How we shall try to determine the date of the present Féliképuréga.
The extant K3likd not only bnows the Rasis snd week-days and the
ten forms of Vi§gu of which the:ﬁatsya,jkﬁrma,)and‘VarEha,)hsve
been dealt with elsborstely by IPr.Hazrs in Chapters 25«35, but is
remerkably indebted for many of his idess and ex?ressions, to
K3lidasae's Kumdrassmbhava snd Mégha's giéu?élavaﬁha, and most
probsbly to the Devi-Purdna also. As the date of the present
Kélik§Pur§ga, which we have already seen was composed either in

ﬁéﬁarﬁ?a or in thst ?art of Bengsl which was very nesr to iv,

cannot be Placed before 750 A.D.9

9 Viges Dr,Hazrs R.C., "Studies in the UPaPur§§és", Vol.1II,P,295,

i
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3
(&) Vaisnave Bhigsvate (Srimsd-Bhagsvste) :-

The determination of the period of composition of Brinsd-
Bhagavata also depends on the external evidence. Hem&dri has quoted
the Stanzs viz."Stristdradvijsbandhunsn" from ér{mad-Bhégavate
in:VQata-Khagéa)of his work 'Caturverge-Cintdmsni'. Hemdri

flourished in the IBth century A.D.

Anand Tirtha (alias MadhvBcarys born 1199 A.D.), the
?romﬂlgator of dusalism hss referred to the original Furport of
érfmsd~3h§gsvata, in his 'Bh§gavstat§tparyanirgaya', end counsidered

it ag the fifth Veds.

The ontation of some elokss from the 'Veds Stuti'
(10.87) as well a2s from the eleventh skendh of érfmad~3h§gevata
in hisLVeaéntatetvasﬁra)by Acarya REmdnujs (born 1017 A.D.)
establishes the precedence of Bhagsvats. In his”yrabodhasuéhékars)
Kdya%aﬁkarécgrye hag composed many verseg in imitstion of certsin
verses of érimad-ﬁh§gavata. Gau@ep§d§b§rya, the Psrama Guru of
éaékarécérya has gpoteﬁ a Stange from‘érimaaaﬁhégavets", Jag@he
Pauru§a§ rﬁ?am“ {1,3.1) in his fagcfkaraga YyZkhyans. Iie has 2lso
gpoted the following Stenzs fronm ér{med-ghégavata in his commentary
on Uttars-Gits exyressingly referring to ér{mad—ﬁhﬁgavata. The
soid bStsnzs is 2 Part of eulogy of Lovd Brahma contained in the
102 Skanghe Adhyaya 14, Stsnzs-£, Thus on the atrength of externsl
evidence'érfmaamﬁhégsvata aust Frecede Gaugapéda. The time of
éaﬁksra's flourishing has been fixed at the end of the Vth century
dePending uFon sPecific evidences. Hence the time of flourishing

of his Parems Guru Gsu?apﬁéa must be in the beginning of the '2“3}:l



224

3
century reascnably, Therefore Srimad-Bhagavaeta csonot be

considered lster thaun 6th cenbury A.D.lo

(2 Liﬁga-Puré?a e

According to the c?inion of Fsndit Fah8dev Shestri
Joghi Liﬁga—yhr§§a must have been composed during 7th or Sth
centuries A.D. 1In this respect some evidences are found froam the
Pursnes themselves. In this Purﬁgp there is a reference to the
inesrnations of Buddha and Kalki. This reference proves thet the
date of comfosition cf this Purﬁ%a cennob be earlier then 7th
centbury A.D. In the ch Adhyays of Lifige Purﬁga, there is the
description of the obsbtaclesg in the Fractice of Yoga. There is s
noteworthy similarity between the above description snd that found
in sunother work viz. Vyass Bh§§ya. The time of Vydse Bhégya
cannot be Prior to the 6th century A.D. Hence it is decided that

the composer of this Ehr§§a must have based his yoga Visasya on

the Vyssa Bha§y8.11

According to Besladev UPEdhyEy& the detailed description
of the form end grestness of Pééupata SaﬁPrad§V3 Proves that the

GYPBRSIOE of Linga Purena took Place in the tresdition of Pssupata
2
Sziva., The rise of Pasups+9 Saive tradition had slready tsken Place

in the second or third century A.D. But the 8P90151 smelioration

2
of Pééapsts Bagiva tradition took ?1ace in the 7th or Sth centuries

A.D. This is precisely the time of the origin of Liﬁga~Pur§na.12

10 Vide : UpZdhydys Baladevs, "Purdpe Vimarda", Chowkhembs
Vidyabhsven, Vsranssi-1, P, 54748,

11 Vide : Joshi Pt.ligh8devs Shastri snd Eumeri Pedmajd Hodsrker,
Bharatiﬁa Satiskrt? Koda, Khanda 8, Bharatiys Semskrti Tosa
Mandal 410 Shaniwar Peth, Fune, PP.366-67.

12 Viﬁe : Upadhy&ya Baladevs, "PurZne Vimsrss", P.557.
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(8) . The Dev{—Fhrééa -

The enslysis of contents of the Present Devi-Pursns
will show how imFortant, this ?ork igs from various Points of view,
esFecially for the history of S8sktism. But unfortunately, it does
not contain the whole of the originsl Bev{-furépa which nmust have
been s mwuch bigger work, We have elresdy mentioned thet in
Cha?ter I of the Fresent Devi-Pursna. Vesisthe spesks of four
Padss of the DevT;Purg?a and glves the contents of 21l these
Psdes. This statement of Vesistho is corroborsted by Bhagiratho
whe in his commentary on Kumsrsseumbhsvs on the basis of the story
of the birth of K&rttikeys »s given in the Devi-Furdns, snd thus
proves that the 99v{-Fur§§a with the contents of at ieast its
fourth Pads, was known to him. But in the present text of the
Devi~P, We find only those topics which have been mentioned
(in Chepter I), as the subject metters of the first twe Padaes or
rather the second one, snd st least three of the complete VB8, of
the Devi-P. end with the verse 'etac edbhyudaysm Fadam éatais
tribhir nsrottamaib ete. Hence it is evident that the Preaent
Devi-F, does not re?resent the bigger snd entire work that was
known under the seame title in earlier days but contains only a
Forﬁiom ending with the Trsilokydbhyudays-Fida snd dealing with
the first incernation of Devi. This fragmentary condition of our
Present Dovi-P. is due most Prcbsbly to the repeated vevisions and
8bridgments to which this Puréya, like many other works of its
class, was subjected from early days. The Devi-P. itself records
g tradition thst thiskééstrs;Was revealed by‘éiva to Brahmz in

ten la}%{s (of slokss) snd by Brahm3 to Indra in one laéﬁ (of slokss).
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It then resched Agastyza, and Agsstys nerrsted it to King H?P3v5h9na.
That, inspite of 211 its exsggerations, this trsdition is not
totslly false, but is based on some anount of truth, is shown by

(i) the asbsence of the third 2nd fourth P3dss snd most probebly

of the major portien of the first also, from the Fresent Devi-P,
(ii) the abruPt beginning of the PUrgga, the sudden mention of
ﬂ?pavéhana and citrangada in Devi-F. 1.63-66 without any Previous
introduction, and the abru?tness of some of the introduction,

apd e ohyupboens 6F qgne af e

ol' some of the extrscts quoted in the Nibsné:has from the Devi-F.

) .
A

otuobton. (111) a comparison

with their Parallels in the present Devy and (iv) the loss of some
of the chepters from the extesnt werk. The sbove traditicn as well
gs the ?robable loss sustained by our extsnt Devi-P. shows that
chenges made in the ?resent Devi-P, zre for more of the charscter
of consideration then of expansion by additions. 5o, insrite of
‘these re?eated chenges the major Portion of the Present contents
of this FurE?a can generally 1sy clsim to an early date, if not to
that of its first composition. The close interrelation among the
chaPters, also Points to the genersal integrity of the Pur§pa, S0,
at lesst the grest majority of the chspters ?ust be)tske?)ss )
ccntemPorane?us. The ?@VI—P. calls itself s Purans or a Sastrs
and never an UpaPurﬁga, but it has not been included in any of the
comparetively early lists of eighteen Fbr§?as or Upapur5ges
contained in the different Fbrégic snd non—Furégic works, most
Probably because of its sbounding in Tantric elements. Yet it is
certeinly not & very late work, It has been Profusely dravn upon
by & lerge number of Nibandhd:kéras both early and late .z,

Gopﬁlabhe?ga ﬂyotes numerous verses from Devi-P, Gha?ters 51, 61,

and 118 in his Haribhektivil®ss. Gadadhara from Chepters 22,24,
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27, 59, 61 snd 96 in his K&lasdrs etc. OScme of the verses of the

b 3 » t - )
Devi-P. which were derived by Regbunandasns from Vacaspatimiéra,

\Kytyamah§r§ava;)ggtya-cintgmagi:Lﬁavya-vardhamﬁna,)burgg-bhskti-
tarangigi {of Vidyéyati))%aiyat§;K§1ik§—Kalyataru)and(Kﬁmadhenu}
(1000 - 110C A.D.) are found in Devi-P. ChaPters 21, 24 and 59.
Hence the date of the present Devi~-P, which was known fsr and wide
in the eleventh century, caﬁ never be pléced later than 850 A.D.

The Devi-F. cannot Pgssibly be lster then 700 A.D.13
(9 Skende~Furans :-

This skanda-pur§ga is so much amplified that there is
2 great écoPe for connecting the different episodes and as 8 result
it has become very difficult to decide its exact dste. Dr.lars-
prasada Shastri has found s MS. of sksnda pnréga in the roysl
NePsl librery which is written in the style ?revalent in the
7th century 2.0 Arter having weighed all the evidences, it
becomes quite evident that the time of skenda Puréga cannot be

earlier than 7th century A.D. nor can it be later then 9th

century A.D.l5

(10) Brashmavsivartas Puréga te

According to the statement in the Bharstiys Samskrti

2 lrg 2. e - . —
Kosa Adys Ssnkerascsrya bhas ggoted from the Brzhmavaivarte pursns

T
13 Vide : Studies in the UpapurEhas,)Vol.II by R.C.Hazra.
Published by - The Princioval Ssnskrit College, 1, Bonkinm
Chatterjee Street, Calcutta. P.85.

14  Catalogue of Nepal Palm-lesf M8S. P.52.

15 Vide_: Upadhysys Bsladeva "Purans Vimerss" Chowkhamba
Vidyabhavsana, V§ragasi~1, P.E60.
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in his commentgry ou Visnusahaé%}angha. Accordingly this

hry 2 o - -
?urgéa must heve been composed before Adys Sankaracary.le

According to.PUrgga Vimsrsa by Balsdev Upadhysya the
detailed description of the adoration, snd religious rite Pertein—
ing to goddess Radha do not Permit'us tolylace this PﬁrEga beflore
ninth or tenth centuries A.D. Msny scholers Place this Furﬁga
in the 15th century A.D. Keeping in view the influence of
Radhsvallsbhi Saﬁprad5ya on this puramna. The portion of this
Puféga which refers o the Mlechhas indicstes that this purgga
must have been composed after the advent of the Muslims. This
time of composition of Brahmavaivarts pertains to the POPular
Brahma—Vaivarta-Purﬁga. The original Brshma -Vaiverte-Fursna

no doubt belonged to more ancilent Feriod.17
2>
(11) Sive -Puréns :-

%iva*Puréga is popular in Tsmildesh from sncient tiﬁes.
Terumelndtha has translasted some of its perts in Tamil langusge,
probebly in the 16yh century A.D. In the description of Indis by
Alberuni there is & reference to the‘%iva-P. (11th century A.D.).
On the evidence of the sbove two references, it becomes clesr
that the éiva~P. nust have been composed before 1030 A.D. For
internsl evidence we can depend on K2il3ss Samhitd of this Purgna

in which there is s reference to the doctrines of Pratysbhijis

16 Vide : "Bharastiys Semskrti Koss", Pert-6, Bhartiye Safliskrti
Kosa Mendsla, 410, Shaniwar Peth, Pune 411030, F. :

17 For more detsils vide : An article on this subject which
appeared in " Puransm " (Khende-3, .Psrt-I, Jenusry 1961).
Page 92-101, in which the evidences in support of being
more sncient composition of the original Brahma-Vaivarta
are found. Vide : "Purdna Vimsrsa", Page No.556.
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6th and 17th. Therein there is 3

Philosophy in Adhyayss 1
clear reference to the'%ivasﬁtras end s Vartiks relating to it.
éivasﬁtra is s work of Vasngupta. Vasugupta must have flourished
in the 9th century A.D. There are Vartikas onuéivasﬁtra by
Bhaskara and Varadaréjé. These Vgrtikas must have been composed

in the middle of the 9th century. According tec Baladevs Upédhyéya
the time of éivawP. must be the loth century 4.D. In his opinion
out of the two Puranas the Viyu and the éiva, the Vayu must be more
ancient mahé-Pursne, while the Siva-P. is modern and following

the Tantrs systemqla

From the strong influence exercisged by‘éivaPur§ga
over Mabhg. ss seen in Ghé?ter IV, it can be ezsily surmised
that‘éVP. must have been qomposed before labhg. at lesst 2
century or two esrlier. Thus the snalysis of the indebtedness
of Mobhg. to SVP.hes helped to fix the time of the composition
of the latter witp certeinty i.e. 8 century or two esrlier io

that of the HMabhg.
(12) Mehsbhagevata-FPuréne :-

1t has already been mentioned that the B;haddharama-?.
has included the name of the MazhabhZgsvats in its lists of eighteen
'Mehat PurBnes'. Thet the Hsh3bhigsvata mentioned in the
B?hsddharma~P. is the ss2me ss the extant one, is shown definitely
by the fact thet the zuthor of the Brhaddherme-FP. has not only

derived meny of his storles from present Mshabhagsvate, but has

x

18 Vide : " Bharetiys Senskrti Kode" Psrt-9, FP,.326, 327.
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flagiarised 8 large number of verses from the lstter. #g s
natter of fact, = com?arison between these two Uparur??as shows
that the suthor of the Byhaddharma‘P. thoroughly utilised the
langusage snd contents of the MahBbhBgavats in his work. Hence
the Mah8bhagavats nust have preceded the Brheddhsrme-+. by »
fairly long +time, otherwise it could not have been regarded

3s an authoritativetﬂahat Pnrﬁga/by the author of the latter.

We shall ses afterwerds that the Brhaddhsrma-P. was composed not
later then the middle of the fouriteenth century A.D. Tence the
Mahabhagavata csnnot be dated later than the twelfth century A.D.
Itsngaiva tendency like that of the earlier Kalika-F, snd ite
sillence sbout the Fresent Raliks~-P. which is remsrkably inelined

towards Vaignavism tend to show thst it was written sbout the

tenth or eleventh cenbtury &.D.lg

The MehZbhagavats cslls itself Furdns as well as
Eah§Pur§@s but never ’UP8?3r§§8', end this clsim has been supported
by the Bybaddharma-purﬁ?a which includes its name smong those
of the eightéen Wahﬁpurégas. It nows the names of r3ais end
week days, snd mentions the Tulesi plant as well as radhs, the
beloved of Kg§ga. However, the Mabhg. is certsinly not s very
modern work. In his rePort, P.12 Dr.R.G.Bhandarker mentions a
comylete MS. of the lisbhg. which is found in the Bombay
Fresidency. In the collection of the Asiatic Society, Cslcutts,

- 2
there is a MS, of the Msbhg. which is dsted SBaka 1697. Sritirbthe-

svamin, who was most probably a courtpoet of Msharsja Krgne-
. %

19 Vide : Hazrs R.C., " Studies in the UPayurﬁnas Vol.ITI 7,
P, 346, ¢
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candra of ladia (Bengel), wrote a PhilosoPhical trestise
entitled ysthdrtha-mahjsri; in the middle of the eightecnth
century. In this work he sscribes to the Msbhg. three lines
! jggnét Sa§j§yate mukti? ' etc. which are the ssme as VMabhg.
15.63b~64. In the introductory portion of his ééradé-msﬁgala-
kévya'%iva candra Sena, who lived 2 little lster then
Bharatscondre (a2 vernacular Poet of Bengal), refers to the Mabhg.
(as describineg the sutumnal worship of Durg8. In the Dacea
University collection there is a UiS, (No.1270) of the HMsbhg. which
is dated 1729 éaka ané which, in its last lesf, contains s
saﬁkalpa-manﬁra for the study of Msbhg. In this collection there
is another MS. (No0.4150) which conbtsins » metriczl Bensali
translation of the BhegevetI-GIts constituting Ghayters 15-19

of the Mabhg.go

20 Vide : Ir.Pushpendrs Rumar, Introduction %o The
MohabhZgsvata-Purana, Lestern Pook Linkers, Delhi, 1983,
PP. 2?“28 -



