


CHAPTER I
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Macdonell rightly observes, " history is the week
spot in the Indian literature. It is in fact, noh»existu
ant. The total lack of the historical sense is so chara~
cteristic, that the whole cause of Sanskrit literature
is earned by the shadow of the defect, suffering, as it
does form an entire absence of exact chronolog;." This
seems true not only in the case of Bhisa, Kaliddsa and
Others but also in the case of the later poets like Jaga-
ﬁnétha, Venkatadhvarin and others. Only a few poets gave
their account in some what details. Bé@abhatta gave his
life-sketch in his prose work Harsacaritam. Dapﬁz gave
his life-sketch in Avantisundarikstha. Bhavabhiti also
gives account of his life in the introductory stanzas of
his dramas. Likewise Veﬁka?édhvarin gives a little account
of his life which is gsomewhat helpful to trace his life-
sketch. He does not follow Da@@I.or Banabhatta in this
connection; that is why one ought to depend on the intro-
ductory stanzas and colophons to his works and the legends
woven arround his life or the references indicating his

1ife found in his work$.

1. Macdonell A.A., A History of Sanskrit Literature,
1965, preface pp.8

2. For introductory stanzas and colophons to his works
Appendix~ I 'Biographical account!
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For the life-sketch of Venkatadavarin one has to
take help of the introductory stanzas and colophons to
his works. Legends woven around the poet bear no histo-
ricity. From the introductory stanzas and .the colophons
t0 his works the life-sketch can be traced as under.

He hails from a very learned family of Ktppya?ﬁ?—
tra of Ara§égip§la, a village near Kafci or Zmml Conjee-
varam. Among his ancestors the nameloﬁnéfimad yat{ndra
Mahanasika Pranatartiharacarys occursd in Ecér&apaioééatz
Vidhitmayaparitrana and Varadgbhyudaya ¢smpu. This Prana-
tartiharacirya was a direct desciple of Rgménujicérya (
11 th cent.A.D. ), the founder of the spiritual monism
and Ramanuja cult in valsnav1sm, and the author of Srzl
bﬁé§ya. He earned the epithets like Mahanasika and Veda-
ntodayanah from the authors of Bhagyas, and Kidambi acec-

3na from the followres of the Ramanuja school? Vehikateda,
guthor of the Ramacandrodaya and éle§ayamakérqava bows
to this Pragatértihargbgrya, as hig ancestor and first
preacher of his Guru school in the benedictory stanzas
of Ramacandrodayg. ?he second name among his ancestors
which he often reiers to, is Vadlhamsambudacarya in el-

most all his works. His true name seems to be Ramanuga—

carya, the author of Nyayakulisa. As the colophon %o

3. Vldhltrayaprltrana of Venkatadhvarin edited by X.

Sathakopacarya, 1954. pp. 12 Introduction.

4. Ramacandrodaya ( DCS Adyar Library Catalogue vOl.
IX 1952 pt. V D.3731 ) composed by Venkatesa in
Sela 4736 corresponding %o 1635 AL.D.
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his work Nyéyakuliég?runs, he was a san of Padman3bhaear—
jé, known as ! KidéﬁbiprpulEra ' of Atri gotra, native
of Araéé@ipéla near Kgﬁéf, and maternal uncle of Vedanka-
dedika. He was also Guru of Vedantadesika. He is said to
Kave earned many epithets like & Vadihamsambudacarya',
'Kidambi Appulra ' from the followers of the school, e
' Vacamagocarah ' being difficult to face in diale;tics
which shows his proficiency in different sciences,liter-

ature and philosophical weorks. Dr. Satyanarayana Singh de-
’ 6

scribes him as the fourth descent from Réhgnuja. Accordi-

ng to the colophon to Acé}yapaﬁcééat he was a ' naptr '

grandson of Pranatartihara. He was Simhasanadhipati at

Kanci. He was belileved to be an incarnation of Garuda, s

7
veh;cle of Viggu,‘

Our celebrated poet Veﬁka?éﬁhvarin mentions the

U - -

name of Srimnivasa alilas Appajgcgrya,'Appé&grya or Appaya-~
d§k§ita, who performed many sacrifices like Véﬁapeya,sgi—

Vépr§ﬁha,Apt®ry§ha etc. Ee was a son of T;fébgrya‘s sist-

- - -~

er. This Tgtgrya or Tatacarya was a preceptor of Karnata-

-

‘ka king Veﬁka@a II, a king of Vijayanagara. Tatacarya was
famous for uprooting the five schools of philosophy, ken—
ce he was known as Paﬁ%amatabhaﬁjana. He was also a chie-

1 -

f (nayaka) pandita at Kanci..Srinivasa or Appayad§g§ita,

D Ferleram=r G319 Mras T2l 3 () 2 dﬁ%E?WFgXﬁ%fﬂTﬁ&a~ AT
TR D A HIR S =T VR Yrzevan Sl ST agzmlon epTooaft e@T
Fg@awﬁhmm%ﬁﬁuﬁﬂyﬁgﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂwyamwﬁgﬁﬁ%nﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂfm
oTFETAR R 2T TR T SR AR (T, chear IS IR o5 fhg qqn(§;ﬂ??
FRUTZT JrEAN: | -

6.Vedantadesika: A study.1958 pp.130.

7. For colophon: Appendix' Biographical account !
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a nephew of Tatacarya, who might be a. preceptor, was
highly educated and was a“pearl amomgvthé learneds (Vi-
dvan-mani ) and a jewel of his family.

It is interesting to note that this Appayadlk51-
ta is other than the famous Appayadlk51ta of Bharadvaga
gotra and belonged to Srlkaqﬁha school, an author of See-
valayananda, a rival of Tatacarya, and an ancestor of
Niiakagﬁhadikgita, author of Niiakanﬁhavijaya Campu.

Our verstile poet learnt nyaya from his grand fa-
ther érznlvézérya ( suvidita-nayasya ).

Raghunathadlk51ta, the father of our celebrated
author Venka@adhvarin was the son of Srlnlvasacarya alias
Appayarya, Appaygégrya, or Appaya&fksita. Tn most of the
introductory stanzas and colophons Veﬁka?gahvarin refers
t0 him as a preceptor or Guru particularly in Yatiprati-
vandanakhandanam ( v.3 ). Raghunatha waglknown as Degika,
Aearya, Arya and Yajvan. Once in Subhasitakaustubham (v.
T.1 ) the poet calls him a guri. He was well known for
pun and alliteration, hence he is called élesayamakacakr~
avarti. He is said to be author of Janaklraghavé; He 1is

also famous for performing many sacrifices like hls fath—-

er and earned the reputation as Adhvari or Yajvan. The

8. This information was supplied by érl N. Srlnlvasa
REghavacarya, a direct descent in the family of
Varada, the gexand son of the second wife of

rinivasadhvarl.
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title ' Desika ' indicates a group of his followers who
ever obeyed him. He is said to be a son of the third wife

J - -
. He married Sivamba through whom he

of $rinivisadhvari
begot a son nemed Venkatadhvarin. Venkataduvarin also is
said ©0 have six sons named Varadgcéri, grznivgsaréghav§~
cari, Tirumalacarya, Acarya, Raghunathacarya, end .‘i‘irﬁ‘:e;-
nkasacérya. The last of these left no issue behind him.
The names of the twelve generations are. yet preserveé?

Here is a tree of geneology of our poet's zncestors :

Pranatartiharacarya ( Mahanasika, Vedanto-
dayana, Yidambi acc-
ana )

Ramanujacarya

Srirangacarya slias Padmanabhicarya

Rém&iujgéérya ( Vadihamsambudacarya,

¥idambi appullara )

Varadéoérya

Venkatacarya

Vedé%tgcérya

Raménujgcébya

Ranganathacarya

Réﬁacandrécgrya

Pranetartiharacarya

[ R - — - -

Y. The informatvion supplied by Sri Srlquagagaghgvaeegl.

10. The tree of geneology supplied by Srinivasaraghava-
EXZE cari.



Lakgmanacarya

Venkataedrya

\ bt -

Srirangacarya
{

Narasimhacarya

Padmanabhacarya
"— a] — — - . -
Sundaracarya Varaddcarya Isti-gopalacarya ‘

[ -
Srinivasadhvarl aglias Appaya guru

- - v
Raghﬁﬂatha@ikgita (Slesa-yamaka-cakravarti)

Venkatadhvarin

- _ll..q l3,___.. “'l‘

4 1 - - -—
Varadscari Srinivasarag@yacarl Tirumalacarya Acarya

‘;__ _ ¢
Raghunathacarya Tir uvenkatdcarya

Venkatadhvarin refers to only Pranatartiharacarya,
ngihamsgmbudécéfya, érihivésgéhvari and Raghﬁngthaqik—
sita, his father. Geneological tree from Praqaté&tihargl
carya to Vééihamsgﬁbudébgiya whose sister was Totaramba,

' mother of Vedantadesika is also referred to in Ecé@ya Ca-
11, - —
mpu. Sri M. Krishnamachariar points out that Varada Afre-

ya, author of Anangavijaya bhana and a poem Krsmabhyuda-
- 12
! - - ; —
ya was the second son of Srinivasadhvarlgﬂmhis Anng Var-
. s C -
adadeéiké&ya was a first son of second wife of Srinivasw -

13 - L]
dhvari. Sri M. Krishnamachariar also opines that Venkata

Aca i u,Aca ' idyapeetham series-—
12. Acaryvijaya Campu,Acarya ¥msgya Vi1 eth
1, edited by 3. Anatacari, 196 iagggogflsanskrit Lit-

{ shnamacharya,History of C : .
e %éﬁi&ig?gpp.702§£ﬁ.21:DCS XXI:8§42,TC Vill;iiig
1%, As infeormation supplied by grinivagarasgnav .
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.
eda Atreya, suthor of Ramayamakérqava ( composed in éaka
1578 or 1656 A.D.) and Ramacandrodaya ( composed in Kali
year 4736 corresponding to 1635 A.D.) was also belonged
to this learmed family of Atreya gotra of Araéé@ipﬁla.He
was born in Kali year 4697 or 1596 A.D. at Arasanipals, a
native place of our poet Veﬁka?édhvariﬂ% Tn the benedi-
ctory verses of Réﬁacanﬁrodaya the author propitiates
and enumerates the names of Pranatartiharacarya (v.1),
Ramanuja ( yatiresja) (v.2), Padmanabha (v.3) and Ramanuja
(7'495 in the list of gurus corresponding to the pedigree
of the geneological tree of our poet. The colophon to Ra -
macandrodya declares him to be grand son of Ngsimhgcérya
and son of érZHivgsgdéryé§ This pedigree rightly corres-
ponds to that of our poet from N@simhabéfya to érinivg—
sadhvari. This leads us to the conclusion that Veﬁka?eéa
Atreya was a son of Srinivasadhvari, brother of Raghunztha
and paternal uncle of Veﬁka@gdhvarin. Veﬁka@eéa ﬁfreya cl—
aims to have learnt the various sastras from Sitanatha,
husband of Sita i.e. Sitamba, wife of Raghunatha and moi-

her of our poet. Thus he studied the various sastras under

his elder brother Raghunatha37

14. M.Krishnamachari%r, op.cit.para 336.

15. TC Vol.VI 2658,2664 -y
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Life and personality:

Generally the events happened in the life of
the Sanskrit poets are behind the curtain of darkness.
Macdonell rightly remarks, " we usually know nothing
at all, and only a few cased one or two general fae%;?"
Consequently life-sketches of the poets are dr;wn with
the hélp of the legends woven around. In the same way
no account of our poet's early life or life is available,
hence it is very difficult trace his life-sketch.

After completion of his study he might have jo-
ined as a court poet in the court of some king. Tradit~
ionally he is said to be the court poet of Pralayakave-
ri or Pulicat;? According to the another tradition he 1is
sald to be patronized by a Mohamedan King at Delhi. If
it is a fact, one can easily make out that the king of
Pralayakaveri or Pulicate might be his patron in the be-
ginning but later on the dissatisfied poet might have
migrated to Delhi in the first quarfer of seventeenth
century A.D., whenlMogul emperor Sahajahan was reigni-
ng. But the ath@@here of the Mogul court might have co-
mpelled him to leave his patron, as it was not in his
nature to compose the literary works only to please

the kings. Tﬁis can be easily ascertained from his wo-

38.’Macdonel;wgrﬁﬁypp.ciﬁ,pp.8,9.

19. M.Krishnamachariar, op.cit. para 529; For identi-
fication of Pralayékaveri :_ghe SOClél(& ?O%%E%C%%
Life in the~Vijaganagara Empire vol.II (A.D.
1641) pp.T8:T7953 9.



rks like Vié. and Lakgmisahasram where the poet condemn-
ed the poets and their literary activity for praising
the kings?okHe himself was an ardent devotee of Sriniva-
sa and Lakgéf or Rama and Sita, and a x& staunch Vaisna-
vite. So hé aid believe in composing the poenms iq.préfse
of ggds and goddesses but not the kings? On account of
his hature some incidént might have annoyed him and comp-

elled him to leave the court for ever to honour his own

self-respect.

.20, Vid.v. 250,429;
Laksmlsahasram R

v.10%" ¥l egmAuet gremReras g
P, mgrwmend fam tmeard T
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As per tradition, woven around his life, he visit-
the court of Deh;i? where the Mohamedan king rather
‘Mogula emperor wel-comed him but the poet was not sati-
sfied with the donation. He used to leave the court mu-

rmuring ' what the klng gave 1s only sufficient for ve-
22
getables and salt. Later on the king recalled hlm and

asked nim what he uttered. The poet replied soon," only
the king of Delhi ar the Lord of the universe can fulf-
i1l my desires, but the donations given by others are
only for vegetables and sal%g The king pleased with his
scholarship and ready-wiﬁtedﬁess and sat isfied him most.
R The same legend is current about the life of the
poet Panditaraja XZzsgg Jagannatha, a court poet of é§¥
hajahana and author of Gangdlahari, Rasa gangadhara and

other works. He was also a contemporary of our poet. It
is also noteworthy that none of them refers to each ot-
her. It seems that this legend might have occured in
the later period. In my humble opinion the poet might
not vigited Delhi in his life, at least till he compog=-
ed Viévagugédaréa Campu on the following groundg: |
(1). A careful study of this Campu shows that the poet
‘Veﬁkatédhvarin is more interested in describing the
sacred places of India and particularly of his own

native land Dravida i.e. Tirupati. to Kurukanagarl.

ane it 2 .
29, WA~ cﬂ Z’qr U u%a@

UrA
9cr=<1 o ferd) i A .
23, (t?ﬁ W q‘&ﬁwﬂ FUBIY Tl %r‘_{%quq
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(2) He had described the sacred places like Badarikiérama,
the holy river Ganges, Ayodhy3, K&8i, Jagannatha, Gujara—
ta, the river Yamunsa, Mah5r£§tra, divine places between
the rivers Krsna and Godavari in Andhrapradesa with the
help of either the Tirtha-mahatmyas or the information co-
lilected from the contact of the people belonged thﬁse.conﬁ—
tries. So he does not give the proper pilcture of the upp-
er India. Lack of minute observation leads us to the above
conclusion.

(3). He describes Andhra country to be full of Yavanas or
Muslim people, who were scattered all over India in that
age. He appreciates the King of Andhra for his donatiogg.
(4). The people of Msharastra rather brahmins of that re-
gions protected the South India from the Mogul or Mohame-
dan invaders, otherwise they might have scattered from
Setu to Him&laya. This historical fact is considered in
the description of Mahirastra?’

(5). The people of Gujarat, famous for merchandise since
long,scattered in India and abroad. In his time the poét
might have come into the contact with them either in Madras,
Kafcipiram, Tanjore or Pralayakaveri or Pulicat. The gen-
eral observation of the life and the commercial activity

supplied enough matter for the description of Gujarat. It

is noteworthy that the habits and hobbies of the Gujarati -

24. Vis. v.157, pr.60, v.162.
05, Vis. v.144.
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26
people and beauty of the GuJaratl ladles.

In Vid. the descpipt}oﬂ of Gujarat\beﬁgre Yamuna
but after the description of Jagannathakgetra i.e. Jaga-
nnﬁfhapurf does not look pﬁoper. In the description of
Yamuna the poet describes the sports of ¥rsna with the
cowherd maids and Rédhé but not the river Yamung.ﬂklbth—
er words the poet gives thgre the description of &;ndéﬁa-
na, thelregion of Mathurg.:

A careful study of Vis. will show the impropiety of
the order of the visits i1.e. Samudra or Bay of Bengal,
Jagannathaksetra, Gujarat, Yamuné'%nd Maharastra. It was
more proper to describe Gujarat on‘the'way from Yamuna to
Maharastra and not on the way from Jagannéthakgetra to
the river of Yamuna. o

It is also interesting to note that no pilgrim will
forget to visityDﬁéraké‘and Somanétha. Veﬁka?édhvarin ob~
serves silence here. He descrlbes the aerial car: of Pradr
yumna, Rati and Vldusaka flylng from Godavari to DVaraka

27

~via Benares whlch looks strange in Pradyumnanandlyam.1
‘This is nothing but his ignorance of topography of Gujarmt,

" Madhyapradesa and Vrndavana which compels us t0 conclude
the description s of the northern India are not the fr-

uits of his own experience but of imaginations. So he

might not have seen Delhl and patroniged by the Mogul
king at least before the comp051tlon of Vig. and after
the comp051tlon of Vis. and Laksmlsahasram and Srinivasd-
sahasram he seems to have passed h§§ 11fe in devotion of

Varaaaraaa and Yathoktakarl at K&fici. The poet is sald to
26. Vls.pr.BB,v.115,pr.34,v.116,pr.35,v.117,pr.36,v.118




13

have lived near the temple of Yathoktakari or Setuk;%?
! -

Moreover some references of Vis. and Laksmisshasram

show that he was annoyed with the kings. As a result of

it he might have nc more desire except to pass his life

in devotion.

Another legend is also current about the pbet. Once
during his pilgrimage in northern India, he was ealled‘as
an eye-witness in an issue of the guarrel of the two per -
sons. Veﬁka@éﬁhvarin, though he was unaware of the regim--
al language, represented the matter as happened in the
court. The majistrate was astonished with the sharp memo -
ry of our poet.

This legend also seems to be developed in the later
period. Such thing is also said to have happened in the
case of ériharga, an author of Naisadhiyacaritam at Ka-
smira.

Both the legends hardly contain any historicity of
hig life.

One more legend is also current. He 1s said to have
his vision for criticising bitterly the vices in Vid. But

later on he regained it by the grace of the goddess Lak§m§,

7. BTl ATTRAYT AR . colophon to Vis.

28. Vidhitrayaparitrana ed.by K.dathakopacarya, 1954: .
introduction p.11. The poet alsc composed Yathoktakari-

bhaga in praise of lord Yathoktakari or Setukrt.

P EEEEEE I AR I I I A I L I s e s 0 e n £ s 5 » 2 5 8 0 = ® 2 & 23 8 &

29. 1Ibid.



. 14

and lord érznivésa with Lakgﬁisahasram and S}zhivééasaha—
sram?o The motive behind the composition of Vié. must be
to describe the merits of the universe and not the vices
as one may imagin from the title. But unfortunately the
poet gave virtues and vices in Vig. As a result of i3t
he might have become a vietim of the bitter critieism.

Veﬁka@gdhvarin seems t0 be a staunch vaisnavite but
generous hearted. He lived the life according to the rules
laid down by Dharmadistra and the Vedic injunctions by
observing daily duties, performing various sacrifices such
as Atiratra, Véjapeya, Sgrvapggﬁba, Aptoryama ete., #& dis-
cussing the religion and philosophy of Ramanuja school
with the scholars and praying god.

He considers Vedéntadeéika, a well~known expongnt
/of Ramanuaja cult and author of many works as his acirya
or spiritual guide. His ambition seems to follow Vedant a-
desika in all possible respects whether it may be religi-
ous or literary. His nature was generous and everhelpful
but not rigid. As he had been a court poet, he came into
contact with many people belonging to different castes
and creeds as a result of which he became somewhat flexi-
ble rather cosmopolitan ang:grthodox. He was fascinated
by;he contemporary serving society and adopted modern vi-

ews of others acquainted with new civilisation. He did

=

30,  Introduction to Laksmisahasram and introduction to

./
Vis.
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not look rigidly towards the rules of untouchability,
~performance of Sandhya thrice a day, perfqrménce of all
samskaras mechanically etc. He seems to‘pe ever ready to
adorn even g gingle virtugnﬁound in a most»wicked person
if he had. In one word we ﬁay call him a.thofongh gentle

man or a godly person. -

He seems to pass his time in discussing Bhé@ya, na-
rratigg kathas, visiting temples for propitiating the go-
ds in different shrines with the offefings proper, taking
baths in the hq;y water of the sacred rivers and tanks,
and listening to the sports of god Visnu during the dif-

ferent incarnations. :
!
Composition of Vis. amd the creation of. the two cha-

racters named Visvavasu and Kréamu and their peculiar na-

ture of appreciating virtues and critising bittérly the
wvices tempt us to conclude that perhaps he might have pa-
ssed through the mental conflict between good and bad, vi-
rtue and vice, 0ld and new civilization rather{the views'
of oid and new generations. This will be sufficient to
prove that though he was a staunch vaisnavite, he was not
a blind follower of vaisnavism and intoxicated with the
fanaticism. This’the reason why he seems enough generous
to describe or evaluate the virtues of Mleccha, Yavana,

¢
- - - -~
Huna, Saivites, Kapalikas, Virasaivas etc. He honours Dra-

vidaveda and gathas like Vedas.

He lived a long life (1590-1660 or more). His lite-
rary activity seems to be continued even in his old age
rather end of his life. He is said to have power to comp-
ose hundred works within a nighi. He claims 0 have

31. A colophon to Mimamsamakaranda DCS No.300.p.111
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composed hundred or one hundred and eight worég. Liter-
ature was interwoven with his life and breath. According
to the traditional account he is said to be very fond of
alliteration. Once somebody asked him when he would like
to leave or give up the habit of creating allitepation
now and then . He replied soon,""my breaths shall leave
me but pr§Sqor alliteration would not abandon till after
a montﬁ?"

It seems from the traditional account that in his
last days, he would have suffered a 1ot physically. It
is said that once his sons asked," when shall you leéve
this world? " He answered," I shall leave this world in
Visvavasu samvatsatd." Tt is obvious from '"Bheje! that =
this legend is also a later creation.

His literary and religious activity made him well'f
known among the scholars and common people by different
names such as Venkstacirya, Venkatadhvari kavi,Vehkatatr-
eya,Atreya Vehkapécérya, Veﬁka?érya makhin, Vehka?ﬁcé&ya—
yajvan, Veﬁka@ébgfya mahakavi, Kfreya Véhka@ayajvan ete.
All These names can be ascertained from the introductory
stanzas and colophoms to his various works. These show

that he might have good number of disoiples.and followers.

32.
A colophon to Mimamsamakaranda DCS No.300 p.111

53, ST BT, WA, ST A3 |
34, [eouTa@d@T ee@R Gy WA |
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On account of the careful study of his works one
Q@uld easily find that he was a prominent personality am-
ong the scholars and master of all sciencs. He knew well
all the various branches of Sanskrit literature, grammar,
music, science of medicine, Veda, vedﬁﬁga,sm?ti, tantra,
philosophical works on vedanta, séamkhya, nyaya, purvami-
mamsa, vaiéégika, yoga, kalpasutra, dharmaééétra, astro-
logy etc. He was a minute observer of the society, nature,
and human nature. He had studied all the branches of know-
ledge as he was hailing from the very learned family, and
same impresgion seems maintained from the study of his
works like Vig.

In the beginning of Vig. he proclaims to be well-
versed in logic, philosophy, grammar and tantrg? He was
conversant with the puranas, history of the sacred divine
places or Divyakgetras, vaisnava lore, the works of Romg -
nuja and Vedantadedika, the gathas of S%thakopamuni,

Alwar saint and sacred books of Virasaivism. Moreover he

was aware of the mghétmyas of the sacred places like Psad-
arikéérama, Kgéi, Jagannathapuri, g}inivgsa (st Tirupat}),
Ekamresvara ebc. He might have studied well Ramayana, Bh -
agavata, Mahabhiarata, Vignupurana ete. Now let us examine

the fact with the illuskrations.

) . - - ! -
35. Vis. v.3; Mimamsamakaranda v.5; Sravananandam v.I.1



Generally every indian knows the story of the Rama-
yana without ééﬁéying it. But”ﬁo.Veﬁka§£3hvarin Rama was
the family deity. So he cannot be unaware of the Rama's
sto?y. Such s scholar must ﬁave studied it well and read
it often. Here,in.Vié. he dedicates two discourses namely
Axodhyﬁ%arpana apd Setuvarnana completely in préise of
Rama. He does not miss any opportunity to refer to or to
describe about'Réﬁa in discourses like Rgmgnujavargana,
érifaﬁga%argana‘qx the descriptioﬁ; of the shrines dedi-
cated to Viraraghave, Vijayaraghava and his native place
Araéégiﬁala. Bﬁt\in the description of Ay@dhjé)his ungue~
nehed thirst of deseribing the life of Rama can easily be
found out. He feciﬁes some verses (v.50~68) iike a true
and ardent-devétee\where he nerrates some main events oc-
cured inAR§ma's‘life like the names of Visnu in Visnusa-
srangma._yet unsatisfied poet once ééain praises Rama in
the same manner in the vérses 69 té 73 under the pretext
of quoting the passage from tie devotional poemﬂgf some
poet. In Setuvarnana also he does praise the Lopd Rama
and his great achiezsment of building a 5ridge over the
ocean. He describes %he events taken piaqe in the life of
Rama also in his drama Pradwumnanang%yam.‘This description
may be based on the study of the Rémayaéa and not based

on the general information. As Rama was a family deity

the members of the family might be reciting the Rgméyapaﬁ

36. Pradyumngnahdi§am, Act: V.
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Being vaisnavite poet he is aware of Visnu's incarn-
ations as Matsya, Kurma, Varahea, Nrsimha, Wemana,Rema, Kr-
sna, Hayagriﬁa(v.?9,75,301,302,303), Hari in Gajendramokgs
episode referred to (m.TS), churning of the ocean (v.50,
107, 223), Gaﬁgévataraga (v.75,304,327 and Gaﬁggva;gana},
Krsna's sports with the cowherdmaids in bowers of Yamuna
(v.123-126), mythological persons like Yayati, Nala, Man-
dnata, Nahusa, Puru etec.(v.29), theft of curds, butter etc.
by Krsna, destruction of the demons such as Kamsa, Hamsa
(v.129,130), Mura (v.123,130), Bana, Baka etc. (v.130), epi-
sode of Krsna and Kucaila or Sudama(v.149), depriving of
Indra's pride (v.28) etc. referred to in Vis. This would

easily show his well aguaintance with Bhagavatapurana.

Indra-Durvasa episode of Vignupurana (px.176), Pan-
calivastrapurana episode (v.20), Krgna's heroic deeds (v.
157), reference to Krsna as a messenger (v.342,343) and a
charioteer of Arjuna i.e. Parthasarathi will be sufficient
to prove him conversant with the Mshabharata and puranas.
To him Vyasa was the poet of the high order like Valmiki
(v.304) .

Gita:-
Aerial travel of Visvévasu and Kgééhu from north to

south or from the path of sun to the :.7 southrn end of Ind-

ia i.e. Kurukanagara and their returning to the northern




direction i.e. the path of sun; the idea of AéVattha
tree (v.346,436,491); entrance of warriors dead on the
battle field in the heaven (v.164,374); reference to
¢ita and Ramanuja's bhééya thereon (228,334) etc. all
tempt us to believe his proficiency in Gita. .
He might have studied the works of the mod;rn poets
such as Kalidasa, Magha, Bharavi, Banabhatta etc. whom
he mentions as modern poets (v.549). There he reckons
the names of Dindima, Vedéhtadeéika and éa@haKOpamuni as
the poets of the: high order among the modern poets.
Among the poets mentioned above one can easily
find the influence of Kalidasa, Veddntadesika etc. on
our poet Veﬁka@édhvarin.37
Though his literary activity is indebted to the po-

ets mentioned above, his aptitude lies with logic, gra-

mmer, philosophy, astrology etec. most.

Though Vié. is meant for the descriptions of the
various sacred places and temples, Veﬁka@ébhvarin could
not keep silence as regards the philosophical aspects of
different schools. As he belongs to the school of Rama-
nuja valsnavism, he always proclaims the philOSOphy off

that schoo%@ Likewise he refers to the some opponent sch-

37. Vide Veﬁka@éﬁhvarin‘and his predecessors.

38. Vide chapter on 'Religion’.
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ools of philésophy such as Vedanta, Madhva school, §§ﬁkara
school, gaiva, Pasupata; Virasaiva or Lingayata, Carvaka,
Bauddha, Jain, Nyaya vaigesika, Sankhya-yoga, Mimamas
rather almost all the schools’of philogophy.

Among the different schoold of philosophy Veﬁ%a?éﬁv
hvarin has discussed much about Vedanta, Mimamsa and Nyaya
particularly and little of Sankhya. He mentions only the
names of Jain and Bauddha (v.367,538). Kqééhu has condem -
ned, while Viévéﬁasu has refuted the views cited by K;éénu
in the best possible manner.

Vedanta:-

Vedantis do not accept the various means of proof
particularly perception and believe the existance of the
world illusory ogg.No meand of proof is useful in describ-
ing Brahman which is sald to be beyond senses, mind and
speecﬁ? LBrahman itself becomes Jiﬁa, a soul who suffers
worldly unhappiness (v.509). This Brahman is really omni -

scient and unchangeable. Its knowledge sets one free from

39, fALUTefyats ... ATATIO FTE gHegramgmT (Sl 61 AIRAFH for] (b 12)
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the worldly bondage of rebirtﬁ?

Vedéﬁﬁ; are least interested in the path of Karms
or titualism prescribed by Syti fpr.214, v. 510). They
follow the pabth -z of Brahmakanda.

éaﬁkar§c§rya interpreted the Bddarayana's BrahmasT-
tra according to his theory of monism. He and'his‘fgilo-
wers believe that

(1) Brahman is qualitiless, omniscient, beyond speech
and mind(v.512). So no mean)of proof can be help-
ful to prove it (v.508).

(2) There is no distinction soul and Brehman. (v.509,
513) .

(3) The existence of the world is illusory one(v.514).

(4) The path of knowledge is the only path for reali-
zation of Brahman (510 ).

It is noteworthy that Viévgj%u has not defended Ve -
dantis. He only argues that Vedantis follow the path foll-
owed by thelr fore-fathers. So they should not be conde-
mned.

In this discourse the poet has pointed out the dis-
tinction between the scool of monism of éaﬁkarﬁoérya and

spiritual monism of R§m5hujgcarya.
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Qur poet is enumerated in the list of the famous
Gampg-authgis. One would not feel difficutly in fixing up
the date 0f our poet. CGenerslly he ig seld 0 have flour-
ished in the seventeenth cenbtury A.7. Almost all aﬁe‘iear—
ned eristics and she authors of hisbtory of Sanskrit liter-
ature put alm in the middle of the seventeenth century 7,
De. Shri X.Sathakopacharya ie his introduction to Vidhitre
ayaparitrana, a work of our poet on Mimamsa has put in the
saveteenth century 2.D. more exacily l.e. 1580 « 1660 i,
D. Internsl and external evidences also lead us o the

same conclusion.

Interanal evidences:

1. In the beginning of thie Campu the poet réfers to
Tatacarya, a royal guru of ¥arfats whose nephew was ari
Appayurya or Appaygbéfba, father of Reghunatha and grand-
father of our poet. This royul disciple of Patdrys or Ta-
tacarya, Pancamatebhsnjena was VYenkata - I of Vijeyanagara
{ 1586 - 1614 2.D.).

2. Veéka§5ﬁhvarin hapg made a reference to 'Wﬁqa' {pr.

42, Corfagrrder TR TRl —| -~
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N+ Vyasa in the 'Out line of Sanskrit litersture
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104y V.262,263,pr.105,v.264), The term 'Huna' denoted the
Tnglisa o1 tae Portﬁ?%e; Portuguese ceme in 1448 A .7,
and were settled in South Tndis. The “nglish came in 159%
1.D. and essvablished thelr colony 2t Madras in the first
gquarcer of the seventeenth century A.0., S0 16 is very
clear thet the poel relers 5o the mnelish in the 6és;ri~
ption of Canuapsttana oy Yadras. Dr., V.Rzaghvan has_ascef -
egined the Iact very nicely. e says, " In fthe eulogy of

. mouth,
the ®Anglish coming from visVavesu'sé the feeling of se~-
eurivy which péople had efter troubloususlim times of
wars is apperent, Since pliander.su.h gs the Mohsmedsn chie
efs and their forces did were 2. the rule wlbth tha Tag-
iish, the poet mentions vhat the "nglish did not foreib-
ly/gn’ggiawfally rob obthers o0f thelr mmsifly vossessioas.
the reference vo their adeinigtration of Jusbtice ig to
the choultyy court and(the~may r'g eourt of those days in
the Fort, whilch has already in 16?2 setitled a cagte dig=
pute between the Shettis and Hayuéus." This shows thet the
poet knew such court of law and Jjustice.existing.
2. The original name of Madras was Cannapat tana. The po-
et describes it as Cannapaypéna where he describes the
xez temple of Peiplicane or Parthasdrathi and Priplicane

sacred tank. The descripbion of Pripliocane andé reference

- — — - - tvamaant

45, Dr.V.Raghvan, Wotlees of Madrss in two Sanskrit works,
Madras Tercentary Voi. (1Y39), pp, g 108.



50 Huna are suggestive of bthe Fort arez which wes donated
by the Wayakas. Dr. V. Raghvan says, " This degignation
Channapzttan is found in the grant of 1644 reloting to
the endowment {(by Nagapzttam) or the "henna Keshavn peri-
mala temple....??. " The naﬁe Cannapatbana also lends us

L4
-
.

60 conclude (he early composistion of Visﬁ Parthasirathi

temple and Triplicane show the acyuistion of that ares by

the Tnglish. It is also well known that in the highory of

the acqlatlon and growth of Triplicane the tvemple hes pi~
.

ayed a very imporsant pggﬁ. The gsme desexripifion also pl-

ays vital pars in fixing up the date of our poeb.

Tha poet refsrs to the dounztiong of the king in the
description of Khdhradesé. But it is of no use; a5 the p 0=
et does not give any name.(v.157). The poet deseribes the
brahming and Maharsstrisn warriors reeruited in mihisary
services who protected the whole world i.e. Rharzts /v,
47y 144). Phese references reflect whe political conditi-
on which cannot be useful in fixing up the date of the jalo 2N
eb.

In the description of gaﬁézpuri tihe poets refer to
the kings engaged in wars. This reference is also noi uze=

ful due t0 sbsence 0i the clear mention of the king (v.

44. Dr.V,.Raghvan, Opocj-t., 9.1110

45« V.,Ranganathan Chetty, Triplicane and Triplicane temp~
i1e Zrom the reecords and tradicions, p.l.

¥
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4a In Pradyumnans nulvam the poeb declsres to hove co~
mpleted the work on the Iifteenth day of Frausthapadl in
Prajoipattd ﬁamv ifer& wihich is likely égual to 1571 * .7,
ageoyraing o "h I M, Krishnaus ﬁgriar. Pilratly it is note-
wortny that therce 1s no name of Prajoteapaitd vsmf'f;ara
in the ¢ycle of sixty famvatsaras. Prajotpatti may be ™r-
ajuaputi in oxiginal, Tf it is 890, a3 Prajspati is the fi-
£%a Somvaetsara, it may be the yoear ﬁﬂka 1373 or 1632 .0,
The aerlal traivel of Tradyuana and wti from Soush to
north i.e. Dvarska and some verses of Vis. found thare
lead: us o the conciubion that this drams was csucceeded
by‘vié. This drame is seid to huve composed to be astaged
on she Testival colebration of Srinivésa of tirupati. Tn
Vig., the @oet in nis messeze expressss his desire o exe
pand the festival celebrations { annual}. The last fxzse
verses refleet the Bharstsvakyas of the drams{ v.594 -
9]) This also-wonld bﬁ“ﬁemPOsﬁtion for amawk the annual
ie tival celebration. @has vigh might be camp gd stfbter

1632 A.T. and bafore 1644 A.D.

Pxternal evidences:

ﬁf&akagtha Diksita, guthor of ﬁiiaknnthavijayecampﬁ

-

bo. ATA TR rrr*ao ReS p—re il
Tt hgaid FERmRaE

{DJ. vYI.8422)
47. ¥.Krisonomachariar, op.citey, p.B545, fn.t.
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was a contemporary of Veﬁkayadhvarin. The literary acti-

ity of Nilakansha Diksita was cosval to shat of ous poet.
- « LN 4 ~- 48
Nilakanthavijayacampu is composed in the Kalil year 4733

or 1637 A.,D. The name o1 Wilakantha as a poet who parti-
,-" — —
cipated in Samasyapurti, is mentioned in Srinivasavilasa-
e

campu ( Uttarabhaga II). This also will prove them belon-
ged to the sevén&eenth century AT,

'>It is well known that Vehkatadhvarin beiongs to the
Atreya family of Arad@nipala. Varoda Atreya snd Atreya
Veﬁkapeé& are also belonged to the same family. Venkate-
éa K%xeya composged ﬁémacandrodaya'and Yamakgrgava in the
years ¥ali 4736 and 4797 respeccggely. It means that both
the works were composed in 1635 and 1656 *,D. respective-
iy. Varada and Veﬁka@eéa are also contemporaries of our
agp poet. ’

Traditionally he is said to have visited a the Mog-
ul court at Delhi. But this can be before 1632 A.N. becau-
in his later works like Vié. and Lakgmzsahasram he does
t0 like to please the kings by the literary compositions.

. ] ~ . 5 - s
Before the composition of Visvagunadarsacampu also the ev-

ent might not have occured as he is unaware of the topo-
graphy of North . Tndia.
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Yenkstodhvarin has composed Yadevaraghaviyam. Nide-

mbarem, son of Anantaaérayapa znd a protege of Venkats -

o

T (153€¢ - 1814 A.7.) ass composed ¥athetrs;i. Thoush it

is very difficult %o show who ispired whom, it msy be
presumed that Venkatadavarin might have inspired bto co-

4

- s 3
mpoge such @ poem 60 show his superioritsy.

Tike ~idembervem Szmerspungave Diksilta, suthor of

W

irtheyssresprabandhs was algo inepired by the poeb. Ta-

[

1

marapungeva Diksltz also seems t0 be early contemorery

0L our poeb.

—

Veunkatvadhvarin isg said to have passed sway in the

- . ' i
Yiév&vagg Sumvevsara which mey correspond to iaka 1587
0x 1566 A.D.

¢hus this discussion will show.thet the poet comp-
osed YEESVargghav£§, i}iﬁivééavilééasampi'etc. o show
his proficiency in dastras and poevic skill. This is the
early period of the poet. Tals will help us in concluding
that he was born in the last quarter of sthe sixteenth
eentury A,D, 50 Shri ¥. Satualopacharya is right in fix-
ing his early date as ibY0 A.D. Venkstdchvarin passed

atter enjoyiny pretiy long 1ite in 1608 7.7,

\ SUDURU Y |
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