Review of the Roque Mesquita’s
“Madhva’s Unknown Literary Sources” Part II:
Pancaraatra Texts and Madhvacharya

PROF. VEERANARAYANA PANDURANGI!
PROF. SHRINIVASA VARAKHED]I?
Roque Mesquita of the University of Vienna has recently launched a new front in the war against the
Dvaitavedanta. In “Madhva’s Unknown Literary Sources: some observations™ He wants to prove
that most of the sources quoted by Madhvacharya in his works are truly composed by
Madhvacharya himself as they were/are nowhere and in no time available to other people.
In this small paper I would like to examine his claims on Pancaraatrasmhitas and expose some of the
truth, because it is beyond the scope of this work to analyze his full paper.

Preamble

To the students and scholars of Maadhva Vedaanta, it is indeed well known that the major difficulty
lies with tracing of the resources of Madhvacarya’s quotations cited in his FFHTST and other works.

For three centuries after Madhvacarya, none is recorded to have made such objections against
Madhvacarya. The sources which Madhvacarya quotes from, were not unknown to highly reputed
contemporary scholars, viz., Shobhana Bhatta (later known as Padmanabha Tirtha), Trivikrama
Pandita and others, both who were later admitted into Madhvacarya’s school of thought after
thorough debates that lasted many days. Hence it should be admitted that those sources were
accessible or at least known to the early disciples of Madhvacarya like Trivikrama Pandita®.
Madhvavijaya (12.42, 14.2) biography of Madhvacarya by Narayana Pandita, mentions an attempt to
steal and subsequent recovery of these works. However these works ceased to exist in the tradition
of studies for unknown reason. It is recorded in Sampradaayapaddhati of Hrsikesa Tirtha, one of the
immediate disciples of Madhvacarya, that Madhvacarya himself made all of his sources buried in the
form of copper plates, in the village Kat-#ila near Udupi (to keep them safe for future uses). dar
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Hence after the times of Madhvacharya these texts are not available to next generations. But nobody
dared to question the authenticity of these works for next three centuries. Around the 1550 CA,
nearly 300 years after Madhvacarya, Appayya Diksita for the first time questioned of authenticity of
the sources cited by Madhvacarya. But all the objections of Appayya Dikhsita were efficiently set
right by Vijayindra Tirtha, one of his contemporary Dvaita exponents.

Recently Roque Mesquita treaded the same path’. For the same reason, again this field has drawn the
attention of scholars across the globe. To resolve some of the problems raised by Mesquita, a
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successful attempt is made by Dr. BN.K.Sharma & Shrisha Rao® and By Prof. V.N. Pandurangi’.
By our present effort, it will be clear that many more things are yet to be explored regarding the
sources of Madhvacarya. This is the third in a series of papers to be published in this field,
Others being “Review of the Roque Mesquita’s “Madhva’s Unknown Literary Sources”
Problems of methodology, Prajna 7 2013, and “Devataakaanda of Kashakrtsna/Paila” Prajna
8%, 2014.

In the same context, Dr. Sharma’ threw some light on the importance of Pancaraatra (PR) texts. The
PR texts are counted among the prominent sources of Maadhva Philosophy. It is well-known to
scholars that there is a huge corpus of PR texts, many of which are still unfortunately left out in the
dark rooms of Manuscript libraries.

We got much inspired by Dr.Sharma’s writing and started to trace out Madhvacarya’s quotations and
tenets in PRs, which were believed to have been lost to us. In our way, we found some unforeseen
faces of PRs, and realized the importance of PRs in studies of Dvaita Vedaanta.

In this paper we intend to present some results of our investigation on PRs the unexplored wealth
of knowledge.

Introduction to Pancaraatra Texts

Like Vedas, Mabhaabbaarata (MB), and Bhaagavata the Pancaraatras (PR) are the prominent texts of
India. According to Vedic hierarchy, Vedas are the higher most authorities on spititual knowledge".
MB, Bhaagavata and PRs fill the place after the Vedas''. PRs draw their contents from the Vedas.
Thus, PRs are considered amongst the high authoritative texts on spiritual knowledge.

According to available textual evidences, Yaamunacarya of 10th century, was first to reestablish the
authoritativeness of PRs, later to be followed by Acaaryas viz., Raamaanujacarya and |Madhvacarya.
It is evident that PRs had been in currency even in the period of Samkaracarya since Samkaracarya
discusses the veridicality of PRs in his BSSB'

According to MB, PRs are as authoritative as Vedas, as they are produced by Lord himself".

Unlike the MB and Bhaagavata, PRs are of a large mass of literature. Traditionally it is recorded
that PRs had together one and half crore granthas'.

* BRAHMATARKA AND OTHER UNKNOWN SOURCE BOOKS OF MADHYVA in My four latest research
paperts. published by the author, Bombay, 2001. Madhva’s unknown sources: a review
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In 1916, F. Otto Schrader (OS) of Germany conducted the very first general survey of PRs". There
were 215 PRs totally known to him. (App-1)

The second survey in 1968, by H. Daniel Smith (DS), showed that there are 288 PRs known, though
out of them nearly 120 are available in MS form to him'’. Rest of them are known by the lists given
in various PRs, and quotations in later texts. (App-2)

Further survey, still continuing, by us shows many more PRs known to us by quotations of several
later philosophers viz., Yaamunacarya, Madhvacarya, and Vedaanta Desika. (App.3, 4). Recent
survey of Sadhu Shrutiprakas Das of Akshardham, Ahmedabad shows us that there are nearly 400
Pancaraatra texts. Unfortunately, most of them are lost to us.

Topics of Pancaraatras

Otto Schrader writes that most of the PRs preach the daily conduct and rituals of life in houses and
temples, which are to be observed by all viz., Bachelors, Householders, Monks and Ascetics. He has
listed out some important tenets of PRs."

Most of the scholars also believe so. However PRs hold doctrinal importance related to the field of
philosophy as shown by Prominent philosophers viz., Yaamunacarya, Ramaanujacarya, Madhvacarya
and Vedaanta Desika who quoted PRs in support of their doctrines. '* This period, which spanned
from 10™ century to 13" century, can be called as 'PRs age’, because in this period the position of
PR texts reached the highest point, though they were composed much earlier.

Contribution of Madhvacarya in proving philosophical importance of PRs, is not duly recognized by
modern researchers, who worked on PRs. Overlooking the facts, Alexis Sanderson' opines that
PRs, being under influence of Saivaagamas, have no philosophical importance on their own. It is
noteworthy that a large corpus of PR texts is used by Madhvacarya, only, to establish his new school
of Vedaanta, and by doing so he gave a new scope to the studies of Uttaramiimaamsaa. (App-5)

No other Vedaantins were able to show, explicitly, the doctrinal importance of PRs. In his
Introduction to Aagamapraamaanya, J.A.B.van Buitenen® observes that "[though Yaamuna wanted
to establish the philosophical connection between PRs and Uttaramiimaamsaa| Yaamuna himself
does not accent the “philosophical' content at all in the Aagamapraamaanya, and that he understands
PRs principally as tradition of ritual worship". And Raamaanuja also did not quote much sectarian
texts that others would refuse to accept’.
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However, Vedaanta Desika, who was well versed with Madhvacarya's doctrines and approach,
following Madhvacarya, strengthened this tradition further, by quoting from a number of PRs in
support of his doctrines.

It is very interesting to note that Vacaspati Misra quotes a sloka from Pancaratra, which discusses
the most debated doctrine of dualism™.

Thus, PRs are not to be underestimated as ordinary zaantric literature. They must be regarded as
authoritative philosophical sources.

Origin of Pancaraatras

PRs have originated from Lord Naaraayana® as stated in various samhitaas. Vedaanta Desika stated
that only three of PRs viz., Jayaa, Paushkara, and Saattvata are the compositions of Lord, stating
them as three gems of PRs*. According to him other PRs are the works of Sages of later times,
who sought the knowledge form Lord Naaraayana. It seems true because the contents of available
PR Samhitaas point out their later origin. In the case of Vishnusambhitaa, we find the clear evidence
to determine that it is an abridge version of earlier one™.

Nevertheless, the concept of “ratnatraya” is not based on strong evidences.

1) Utpala Vaisnava, a ninth century kashmirian Pancaratra scholar, quotes only two viz., saattvata and
Jayaa of these three.

i) Jayaa is recorded to have been composed by Candramitra in a MS preserved in Darbar Library,
Nepal™.

iif) Jayaa, which enumerates” over many later samhitaas, can not be considered as earlier than of
those it refers to.

iv) There is a lot of references to Saattvata, with out mentioning the other two®.

Hence, the concept of “ratnatraya” and similar concepts are relatively new.

Pancaraatra Shruti, Rahasyaamnaaya, Ekaayana Shaakhaa, and Muulaveda.
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Vedaanta Desika says that the whole system of PRs is based on muulaveda, which is also called as
ekaayana®. The veridicality of this Veda is established by Yaamunacharya in his works™. In the
tradition of Raamaanuja, the ekaayana-shruti is held to be the base of all Vedic shaakhas. The same
is considered as origin of PRs. V. Srivatsaankaacaarya said (in personal communication) that
tradition of rahasyaamnaaya’ cited by Vedaanta Desika is nothing but muula shruti, which is
ckaayana itself.

In this context, it is noteworthy that some scholars try to link Ekaayana with Pancaraatrashruti cited
by Utpala Vaishnava®™. And the same Ekaayana is also assumed to be identical with kaanva shaakhaa
of shukla yajurveda by Naagesa Bhatta in his kaanva- shaakhaa-mahima-samgraha™.

There seems to be difference of opinion among the Raamaanujiiya scholars. Abhinava Ranganaatha
Svaami™* of Parakaala Matha has come to the conclusion that Ekaayana shaakhaa is a sub shaakhaa
of shuklayajurvediiya-maitraayaniiya-shaakhaa. His argument is supported by one quotation of
atharvashiras™ and the different readings in the MSs of caranavyuuhasuutras.

But, T. Veeraraaghavaacharya thinks that this Ekaayana shaakhaa is the root of all other Vedic
Shakhaas™. Opposing all these view-points, Appayya Dikhsita rejects the very existence of Ekaayana
or similar shaakhaas.”

These different opinions lead us to the state of confusion as to What is the nature of Ekaayana?
Which Veda it belongs to? Is it identical with muulaveda? What is the Rahasyaamnaaya quoted by
Vedaanta Desika? Which shaakhaa is called pancaraatra shruti cited by Utpala Vaishnava? Whether
all these are one or not ?

Let's discuss the whole issue with some heuristics and evidences.

According to Madhvacarya, PRs were preached by Naarayana in krtayuga™. He also says that PRs
texts, like Vedas, existed in all times.”

Though the works we have now are later works, It is clear that they were existing from much earlier
time, which is not yet known. (See antiquity section).
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Names of Pancaraatras

The very name of PRs is interesting. According to one tradition, Narrayana taught PRs to different
gods like Caturmukha Brahman etc., and to the Sages like Naarada etc., in 5 nights. So the texts which
are taught in five nights are called "Pancaraatras"."’ However, it seems it is not correct, as then, it
should have been called Paancaraatra; not as Pancaraatra. The name Pancaraatra is accepted as the
original one by all as it is seen in older texts*'. Utpala Vaishnava too cites them as Pancaraatra.

According to Naarada Pancaraatra, the word “raatram” denotes “knowledge”. The knowledge is
fivefold. Hence, it is named as Pancaraatram.*

Explaining the fivefold knowledge Ahirbudhnya Samhitaa gives another noteworthy explanation of
word “Pancaraatram””. Lord Vishnu has five forms. The texts which explain these five forms of
Lord, are called Pancaraatram. But this does not explain the secret of “raatra”. There are so many
such explanations that are given in various samhitas.

After considering all these facts, the best possible conclusion we reached at, is that the PRs have
been named on Pancaraatra shruti," which is their root.”” The similarity in the name and contents
indicates the relation between them. PR shruti got this name because of its revelation during
pancraatrayajna performed by Naaraayana® who is an incarnation of Lord Vishnu as the son of
Dharma in krtayuga. Lord himself preached pancaraatra shruti and PRs.

Names of Different Samhitaas

There is a debate on total size of PRs, as they are said to have about one and half Crore Granthas.*’
The modern scholars do not believe in such claims. But, considering the available quantity of works,
we will not see difficulty in such traditional claims.

Though the whole composition of PRs is ascribed to Lord Naaraayana, it is not justifiable to think
all the available Samhitaas are works of Narayana. It seems that the contents of original Samhitaas
were abridged by later Sages®. That's why they are recognized on the name of their compositors.
Moreover, there are also some possibilities of composition by some other persons®.

However, the original works (most of them are may not be available now) were the works of
Naaraayana of badarii, who is an incarnation of Vishnu.
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Different PRs got different names of Devataas and Sages, because these Devataas and Sages taught
these PRs to their disciples. It seems to us that there were at least thousands of PR Sambhitaas
separately taught by these Sages of different Vedic Shaakhaas in the same manner as their own Vedic
Shaakhaas were taught.” This view is supported by a quotation of Brahmaanda by Madhvacharya in
his Brhadaaranyakopanisadbbaasya’.

Veridicality and Antiquity of PRs

Most of Vaidika Aachaaryas accepted PRs as authority. Although Shamkara denied the veridicality of
PRs criticizing some tenets of PR's, he accepted other tenets of PR's which are not contradictory to
his doctrines. The commentators of Shamkara have accepted the veridicality of PRs™ stating that
PRs are authored by Lord solely. Recent controversies raised by Appayya Dikshita seem to be
illogical, as they are contradicted by his own preceding Aacaaryas i.e., Vachaspati and others. It is not
unknown to the world of scholars that works like "Aagamapraamaanya" of Yamuna, and
"Pancaraatrarakshaa" of Vedanata Desika (VD) have efficiently refuted the views of their critics.
Thus, It is clear that PRs are among highest authorities. Madhvacarya has also considered PRs as
veridical sources to his siddhaanta. He enumerated PRs as one of seven holy scriptures.

Antiquity

1) Pancaraatras are the earliest available literature after vedas®
2) Saattvatas are mentioned in Aitareyabraahmana™.
3) Mahaabhaarata and Bhaagavata refer to it.
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4) Puraanas are composed by extracting the contents from PRs.”

5) Tantravaartika refers to PRs™.

6) Brhatsamhitaa of Varaahamihira contains Vaisnava elements from PRs. It collects
these matters from hundreds of earlier Samhitaas, some of them are supposed to be
PRs.

7) Vaisnava elements in mahaabhaashya of Patanjali are taken from PRs. The verse

TIHEETAIET Fef HSUET aHdrd in mahaabhashya is supposed to be from PRe.
8) These are based on Ekaayana shaakhaa. (Fedteaelled:)

The Bhaagavata®” and Mahaabbaarata®, which mention the name of saattvata do not seem to be
referring to the mere Saattvatasambitaa (SS), which is one of the PR texts. Though PRs are anterior to
MB, and B, it is difficult to admit that the above mentioned works refer to SS. Hence it seems that
the name Saattvata is applicable to whole PR literature.

Ratnatraya concept seems to be new, as Madhvacharya quotes Saattvata very rarely, while jayaakhya
and pauskara are not quoted at all by Him. No early commentators ever refer to it. Regarding the
reference to ratnatraya and all other sambhitaas (as ratnatrayanishtha sambitaas) in Jayaakhya (p.28, T.842,
IFP), we have to think this Jayaakhya as a recent work, composed after all other samhitaas. Or we will
have to think them as recent interpolations. So we are forced to think that rafnatraya are of recent
origin, compared to other samhitaas quoted by Madhvacharya and Utpalavaishnava, as in the case of
older vedic Shaakhaas quoted by Madhvacharya.”

And Paadmasambitaa (4.33) speaks of ocean of bhaagavata literature, which is certainly not the
presently available Bhaagavtapuraana literature.”’

And it seems that Madhvacharya got all of his PRs from Badarii (or even deeper Himalayas, as it is
said in MV.8.), which is mentioned as the place of origin of PRs in MB®' (12.326.99). Shvetadviipa
which is believed by some as the place of origin of PRs, seems not so, as it is told only in later texts,
and not in any older texts. Moreover, Narayana, who is believed to have preached PRs, is said to be
residing in Naranaaraayanaashrama near Badarii.

Schrader, who believes PRs are composed in Kashmir has only one factor to support, that is snow.
Snow is possible in Badarii also. Moreover, it is justified by the fact that Kashmiri Utpalavaishnava
quotes many of them. Kashmir is also near to Badarii.
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56 PRs are referred to in Tantravaartika (1-3-4, p.328 of Tara Book Agency Ed; 1984).
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Madhvacharya quoted these Sambhitaas, after he got these works in his first northern tour. It is
interesting to note that Madhvacharya quoted some PRs (18 out of 64 works, aproximately) available
in south India, in his first work Giztaabbaashya, (some of them were also quoted by Vedantadesika)
before getting much more PR texts from Badarii. But Madhvacharya quoted much more PRs after
his northern tour. Even now two PRs (Vishnurahasya and Prakaashasambitaa®™) cited by
Madhvacharya are available in MS form in Maadhva tradition, although other works not available.

Thus it can be accepted that out of several thousands of Samhitaas®”, only a few of them reached
south India, all others being lost in time, most of them being very old works. The existence of
available works itself shows these are the later works. Some of the existing works list hundreds of
older non-extant works. It shows that they are later works, compiled after all those listed works were
composed.

There are ample evidences to conclude that these sambhitaas as are abridged to suite the
Paancaraatrifas viz. the practitioners of Pancaraatra texts. These abridged versions come handy to
practitioners in most of daily rituals in temples since it is very difficult to handle the large texts as a
whole.

Gonda who places the PRs between 600 to 850 has ignored the references of Dvaadashamuurtis and
other vaishnava PR matters in bruhatsamhitaa of 4™ century

PRs are also referred in Tantravaartika (1-3-4, p.328 of Tara Book Agency Ed; 1984) of Kumaarila
Bhatta of sixth century. Though Kumaarila opines they were not authoritative, it is apparent that
they were in very much use at that time.

And We know from quotation of Kumaradeshika in Adbikaranacintaamani”, that Devataakaanda
(which is extinct now®) deals with deities and their images, and certainly had some PR elements.
Devataakaanda is a prepaninian wotrk as it is in between Karmmakaanda and Brabmakaandd”.
Brabmakaanda is a well known pre-paninian referred to in Paanini (ARIRREIRIeNTosam fAeles=ar: 5-
1-72).

One more interesting thing is that Caranavyunbasuutra of Shaunaka which is assumed to be of 4th to
8th century BC, counts only five shaakhaas of Rgveda and 36 Shaakhaas of Yajurveda and like,
whereas Patanjali says there were 21 shaakhaas of rgveda in his time. (Mahaabhaashya.1-1-1).
Patanjali can not be dismissed as a liar or exaggerating this number. There is no valid reason to do
so. If we accept that there were 21 sambhitaas of Rgveda at the time of Patanjali, then this fact pushes
the literary history of India to at least 1500 years back, from what is accepted now 2™ century BC, as
we need to give sufficient time gap for the loss of those shaakhaas of Rgveda. Only an open mind is
needed to accept these facts.

2 Former is in print, while later is edited by Udayakumar Bhatta as part of his Ph.D dessertation.

@ This view is supported by visnuamhiatsa ~ FUT  JEIETET AMWIHET EFAR:| TUT HEREHATEATAT:
TSERTEET FRIA: || (Vishnu.Sam. 2-22/23)

% svarunpamaadan tadbbeda.h tadupaasanapunrvaka.m/

phala.m ca devataakaa.n.de devataanaa.m tu kathyate/ | also quoted in paramaarthabbun.s.na of T.Veeraraghavacharya (p. 180).
05 AD is wrong to conclude that "the availble sa.mkar.sakaa.n.da is deavataakaa.nda", so T .Veeraraghavachatya, as it is clear
that VD is referring another work, different from the available samkar.skaa.nda in his shatadun.n.nii and
seshvaramiiimaamsaa. The devataakaa.n.da is quoted byonly Madhvacharya and VD. VD follows Madhvacharya in this
matter, as he refers to Madhvacharya as zattvav.rddhaa.h in shatadun.n.niz. He had the highest regard to M, as it is evident
from fatsannik.r.stamathavaa matmashrayantah in shataduu.n.nii Mesqita who thinks VD as an opponent of Madhvacharya
should know it.

% Cf “Devataakaanda of Kashakrtsna/Paila” of V N Pandurangi published in Prajna 8.
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Even if we agree to the architectural elements in Jayaakhya’ and elsewhere, It can not be a reason to
place PRs between 600 CE to 850 CE. Jayaakhya etc. are relatively later.

There will not be any doubt about antiquity of Isbvarasambitaa if we accept that references to
Melkottai, and Shathakopamuni in lishvarasambitaa as later interpolations. Nobody can cite a work older
by only one century as an authority along with all other older works. It should be kept in mind that
We are not claiming all Samhitaas as old, but those quoted by authorities are definitely old.

The fact that out of six gems sanatkumaara, paadma, parama, maahendra, kaanva, only sanatkumaara (as
mahaasambitaa) paadma, and parama are quoted by Madhvacharya, shows Madhvacharya apparently
knew others works as new in his time. It is also accepted by Gonda (90+: 1977). Paramasambitaa is
also quoted by Ramanujacharya.

Naaradiiya which is extensively quoted by Madhvacharya is assumed as not earlier than ninth
century. This is an assumption based on no evidence. As Buddha was always considered as 10®
avataara of Vishnu it is unwarranted to assume that concept as posterior to ninth century. Buddhism
is criticized in pre-paaninian Brahmasuutras (BS 2-2-7, 8).

And all the eight samhitaas having the lists of samhitaas are relatively new, as Madhvacharya does not
quote them. Gonda too supports this view.

There is no division between Pancaraatra and Bhaagavata texts as claimed by Gonda (48:1977), and by
Vrajavallabha Dviveda (46:1997). Reference to people called Bhaagavtas and — Paancaraatrikas,
separately, in Har.sacarita (8.5) does not necessarily mean the Bhagavatas mentioned there were
Vi.snubbaagavtas. These Bbaagavtas were probably shivabbaagavtas mentioned in Mahaabhaaa.sya.
Though Bhaagavta texts are mentioned in Agnipuraana (39.1-5), there is no difference in concepts
between two groups of texts, as Madhvacharya quotes both zantrabbaagavata and Bhaagavtatantra-
which are believed to be belonging to that group- without differentiating them from other PR texts.

The statement made by Gonda (1977) that Paancaraatrikas were inclined to admit people of other

caste in to their community is uttetly false. There is no evidence, nor it is in practice®.

There is a view (Gonda:1977) that originally there were no architectural elements in PRs as well as in
shaivaagamaas. These are later interpolations. However, it is a simple antagonistic assumption, which
has no basis.

Regarding the Ekaaayana Shruti, which is claimed as the base of PRs, this can be said. Madhvacharya
nowhere refers to it. Madhvacharya @ says the word Ekaaayana in CAU™ (7-1-2,p.445) refers to
vedasaara, not to veda itself, while the word vaakovaakya CAU (7-1-2.p.445) refers to munlaveda, which
is also referred to in the AUB (p.491) as the original veda combining the Rg, Yajus, Saama, Atharva
and Pancaraatra. The BAUB™ (6-1-2,p.323) refers to PRs as Shioka. It is evident from reliable
quotations that Ekaaayana Shruti once existed. We have lost numerous Shrutis in past. Not all Shrutis

7 "one MS of 11th century of jayaakhya is available in nepal" my friend Dominic says.
% But VS thinks it was true. There was traditional suspicion about Paancaraatrifa's Brahminhood, as known from
Aagamaprmaanya of Yamuna and Aagamadambara of Jayanta Batta.

© gTehlaTerd Heldal JaITHRITHE A | UhIeTATd Werdd CAUB (7-1-2,p.445)

70 JIRIATHFTH TehTdel SATAGATH (7-1-2,p.445)

1 HAAER 9 fAedcag AN | AR TsmAHT de $4d11 BAUB (6-1-2,p.323) SAdHIET:
I5TRITH BAUB, p. 269
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are counted in caranavyunhasuntras. It is evident that some Shrutis quoted by Shamkara and like, are
neither listed nor available. Appayya dikshita who thinks (in his Parimala, 2-2-12) that there was no
Ekaayana Shaakbaa, has ignored the quotations from that Shaakhaa in later texts. ~ One sentence

quoted by Madhvacharya in his BSB Jelca®! 3TaT is from ekaayanashruzi. The same sentence is

quoted by Vedantadeshika also.
We find some quotations from muulashruti in the Bhagavadgunadarpana of Parashara Bhatta, who was a
junior contemporary of Ramanuja as follows-

HETEATAl- ST &3 eI 87 eI (p.56 of PB Annangaracharya Ed. reprint 1964);
JgeiAtAta #iel f@ewdd (p.70);

A & #TQ A= (A big passage);

STgerae], SgerA $ia T FHlem: (p.87);

HETET Adcedi>atad (p.89) (A big passage which is also quoted by Madhvacharya);

And two other quotations from muulashruti. Madhvacharya frequently quotes this Muulashruti such
as ﬂ@é’?T mﬁaywznmﬁr afedeara safea sfa ﬂﬁﬂﬁ: in AUB. Thus we can not deny the

ekaayanashaakhaa, which is another name of muulashruti.

Parashara Bhatta also quotes the waar.sneyaadhayaatma (p.62), which can be identified with
yaadavaadhyaatma quoted by Madhvacharya.

Vedantadeshika quotes many a sentences of Muulashruti and Rahasyamnayabrahmana.”

72 Quotations in Pancaraatrarakshaa (Adyar ed) and other works ate as follows- 3N geed HITAT 3feTeaey:
(p-150), FHEA® fagifea @ T mefderar aecaT R Weddlsiecas o Hafed Jafave]
IS (p. 77) 31T &7 (3R &) HeTaed IrAd| o H SATE| TATATSAT HIAIA, o cdd IreT:
(p.78) & =TGRl AL Hafd MTATLUTHATAHTIAITIITE: (p. 94) SIIsAT owsaT RRAT T Fecded
HAT.... Td: IOH] THAT HITd| THAT FHA ATCARRT HATT| HCAhRT HIded Iealifa (3fa
EEAFISTEATT AHERRIIOT p.115), IT: HRUA Al A o HA HAAE ANG| G TF |
3HAE AT AT T AF| HIET TAEHARH ScATH JFAAT Aroradicddl A (FAFATT p. 21),
IARATH FEATH Fsolgl e Ealid Acl| I dIEIMH $9Tae] dd AIHA caeUurH|

IRERE E@fAfea i #rt gur IRt faegR et dsaea=ar gid: Tyl (a8 9T 2 3L p.74),
TET T FARFHT Iemefleetredlieeds | < I8T g TG § <A@ § T qiosd:11 (2 .
EEIFATISTEAT p.78), Tal €9 haelaoreamad AAfd, o Sisar o R, Tehel el AT
TqIfawaEe €d, SAOr ATANA FHHOT:| Tohel AHA Fell AHTT| FeAl dAHA ATCARRT HATT|
HATCTRRY o HINTdACANT || (HTHATTT I, 34T p.116), A degel TgAemE
ATATHATICIISTHEATH | TaHATIHaNG o HRTI o oY Jued (L. 1 3. p.5),
AAEHRIROI- “Te FUT YT SIJ3aT IIionsar RAT T $cARIY “edd AATT F TS 0leidA T
SogFIH | ATEAYUNARI TeRI “HY: FIOIAATI AU §dfcl, HHAT FHA TR $afet, IMCIhRY
HITdedATCA 3fd TSy (5 2a), fAcar siforgem Faumaafacf:, frafcrdwr sweradr safda:|
IeTcAS! HIATT| fhATcHR! HIAT| ATATcHS: | (W.@'.ﬁf.ﬁ'.qﬁ'.).Tatparyacandrika too quotes many
sentences of Rahasyamnaaya as follows & IrarEet A Hafd ERUTAEATATacaTHITad: (dr..3adTReT),
“fcTT AT FAHTGHRIG AR TG ATRRT SIS SAAdAr” AT AHATed GEIFATIAG:
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Vedantadeshika 7z his Tattvatiikaa also quotes .Saadgunyaviveka, which is also quoted by Ufpala.
Madhvacharya also quotes the .Saa.dgunyaviveka as .Saa.dgunya.

Madhvacharya's philosophy based on Vedas and PRs

We see that large corpus of quotations in Madhvacharya’s works is from PRs. It will be clear if we
see the total number of works cited by Madhvacharya and the number of PR's in it (see appendix-1).
Half of the 292 works cited by Madhvachatya, are PRs™. Though some of them are not listed by
Schrader and Smith, It does not prohibit us to accept them as genuine PRs works as some of them
are quoted by close contemporary philosophers of Madhvacarya™ viz. Yamuna, Ramnuja and
Vedantadeshika also. Recently Dr. BN.K. Sharma” claimed that the names of PRs quoted by
Madhvacarya that are unknown to others have been listed in the publication of Pancaraatra
Parishodhana Parishad, Chennai. However, unfortunately we were not able to trace some of them in
said publication as mentioned by Dr. Sharma.

Importance given to PRs by Madhvacharya

Whenever Madhvacharya counts the authoritative works, PRs are given third place in that hierarchy.
As we see

deTei W Teh YsUH deHHH| R ISR ¥ HeREA™CT durll (GB.1.1p. 2)
3rdfaRg AR deared: gt aRaRausR:|

IFNRT AEATTA: g Aeaqifaofiad aged gRom @&ali2211 (MBTN.1.22)
SIS YRS T T |

HRATTAT desal AGRIARIOMG | 1122117 (MBTN.9.118)

g HAARINT: TREAYMGAH | HRHARY dd HRd FTHaA@er: 119011

(A1.T.3TdTREAT), ATAAIATATTRAT FTEAVT: | ATAIRATUTRHAT &TT3T: | ATAeITatedehAl d2F: |
AATGATARAT Yg: | FAGIETed IAGIITE! STEAVETRHIARIYET fHeged| au e gfse: o dur
Hafd| uear T & T Hafed| qeutherd NAEeeddd o U gud| af gsedr
STEACTETIARTETONAGAT TIGHsqd| g TUHSNA: o d: GLArEAH 3| doar gfacdzsiia: & ar
sietfar adfsana gfa| afeEgdgsnia: @ a: R gfd| dre SEavT scarg- NRYAr 3F & A
geaTfd 3fd 3HaAfcd WEIFAIRAE: (A1.9.18.44) (IRTUIRERITSRARTAICIHT qraHal T2
Vs), “fAcaafafgauida: 3wl T EEaTaiae: sHAAYH (A1.d.18.54), o § & HIGdr JATAYH
TSt (). “TUT SETatd AT IRE iy “qAT Herdfd U qFAR - Rsghcanitarearey|
HaTale] giad arged: qfad dedrel gfad, dcdreles qiaad, IRScASeH 3eTTH iefedd MeaTH, WA

qfas $TaTe] aRYed: oA is a sentence quoted in Ahnika works from JGEATFIY.

73 cf. the lists of Schrader and Smith in appendix.

7 It is evident that D. Smith left some texts, deliberately, at the insistence of K.K.A. Venkatachary (KKAV), as
V .Srivatsankacharya (VS) suspects. VS told us "Because KKAV was a fenkalai, he wanted not to quote from vadakali
VD". But D. Smith wrote us (in personal communication) he listed samhbitaas quoted by Utpalavai.snava, because of his
early date. He did not list sambitaas quoted by VD, because they were of their later date.

7> See "My latest four Research Papers’ by Dr.B N K Sharma pub- in 2001.

76 this verse counts authorities from last to first.
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aSuraTfel QRO WSEAde WEafd | FeAdHed MAREAd: Ased@@R: 19111 (AV.2-2-12)
FINEAT R I TseREAAANTH | FRTATIOT AT Q0T JFeTcARA ||

¥ TR FE J T HEREAT: | QARG ¥ T A S 11 (VINLD)

FIAS]- AU R TR | HoRIARY I AAAAEIT 11 (BSB.1-1-3)

As we see in all of these lists PRs are in either second or third places in the hierarchy. It shows the
importance (next only to the vedas, and MB) given to PRs, by Madhvacharya. It is further supported
by other facts.

It should also be noted that it appears to my mind that according to Madhvacharya, PRs are in a
better place, even compared to MB. It is evident from below given facts.

1) There is a mention of PR in BAU (6-1-2) as shloka, where as MB is mentioned in a general
manner as [#ibaasa.

2) Quotation from the VVaaraaha in AV 3 Mar T deorezdgald sfa §IRAH || states the Giitaa is an
abridged version of PRs.

3) Quotation from the Naaraayanasamhitaa TORTIFINEATRT FaHh T | Helde 3T AT Hiel
W dar |1 states that PRs existed eternally.

4) HfACTER TR fAeAAGAANTIOT: | FAATER IoeRm=age1d 9 $9d11 BAUB (6-1-2,p.323) clearly

shows that there was a pancaraatrashruti and pancaraatra of infinite syllables.

PRs’ veridicality established by Madhvacharya

Madhvacharya did not write a separate treatise to establish the veridicality of PR's. Apparently that
issue was, more or less, settled by Yamuna in Aagamapraamaanya, and VD was, soon, to follow him.
However, he touched this matter twice, once in B.S.B. 1-1-3, and second time in A.V. 2-2-12.

1) The Quotation of M.B. in BSB™. 1-1-3 is given here.
Janamejaya asks
Please explain! Whether Saamkhya, Yoga, Paashupata, and Veda+Aaranyaka are of one
opinion! or not!
Vaishmpaayana explains
All these are of different opinion. Saamkhya is told by Kapila, Hiranyagarbha is the preacher
of Yoga, Paashupata is told by Shiva, while Pancaraatra is told by Narayana himself.
Pancaraatra excels in all these sciences.

77 this omits puraa.nas at all.

s "REGSHTHYART HRd SRR | HeRMHAGT dd e AT ||

Fedleld AEY ded A FRIATH | el I-ufasdrt sia A FacH ad |13 Fhes |
"HISEY AT GRUA dERUIRAT T | $IRET ACU>oREINF IRV T>eREAT TTHAVIHFA RS
fAetAdcd gged AeTe#fsafd | B.S.B of Madhva 1-1-3.
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Here Janamejaya asked whether all these vidyas are one or not? The Sage says these are different.
But instead of answering “Vedaaranyaka is different from Saamkhya, Yoga, Paashupata”, he is stated
“Pancaraatra excels among them”. This implies "Pancaraatra and Vedaaranyaka are one, and teaching
one thing". In this implicative way MB says “pancaraatra is an authority, unlike Saam.khya, Yoga,
Paashupata”

2) In A.V”. Madhvacharya says----

1) "Those, who think this 2-2-12 adhikaran.a is to refute the veridicality of PR's, are
contradicted to MB, as MB clearly states that "PR is authoritative®".

2) And Vaaraaha says, "The Giitaa is a summary of PRs. God only can be seen by the studies
of Vedas and PRs".

3) Shruti (BAU.6-1-2) tells "The Shlokas, i.e. PRs are authority".

4) "God should be meditated through Vedas and PRs" "PRs and Vedas are one science,
manifested as two".

All these texts are showing us PRs are authority. So how can one refute the veridicality of

PRs? And what is the fault here in the sentence ""RHBRUNA WA TgGarc HhYUT

A ShaT S| HHYUN YegEds Al SAd| OEARRGHE ARl Sad
(Paramasamhitaa®. [PaS]). As the generation of jiiva is described here (J/d Ta 2-3-11, BS.)

also. The generation of Jiiva (for first time) is not told in PRs also. "Jiiva wanders in this
samsaara, caught by eternal karma, by the order of God" is the tenet of PRs. The in-
eternality of Jiiva is not told in PRs. (The meaning of the sentence of Pa.S. is this)" The
She.sa, the god of jiiva, by name Samkar.sna is generated by God. Then Kaama, the god of
mind, by name Pradyumna is generated by Samkar.sana." And it can be said, "Lord himself
took four Vyuuharuupas in the name of Samkar.sana etc". Hence, the refutation of
veridicality of PRs, is a mere product of furious minds. It is not tenable.

T e TIRAHAYUIATITTad i 1130011

FAoAfAfased dedd e @ #Rd | TR $Hekaled el AR T 113011
AASAAY Mooy FISAAGARISTA | T>eREfdeY I J TAHART 779 1130211
THTedHTATar arged faerfed a | 3fa aftar o deorawseay sfa &Ras 1130311

3¢eT I5TRMEAYT HEFcAT Jaed da g | T ATAT 24T aERITEARTT 113041 |

i aRTgaTel A oiehr i ar: Yl | I TTRERT €A ARMIOT: W 11305 |
TSR T d6rRd faqddhd gfatad | scaigdgadel: YseREAUCAT 113061

FYAATT GIV: F Icafaaid Scald | Sgalehal of AAHTGETANT HLAA 1130711
AR et Sha: TERAvS | argedeodr fAcd sachfa & dea: 1130811

o f& guREreed yseRmEfed Fafd | Sharfdanfaeses AT gshiored q (130911
arEATSole: Wl YegFaed Toeadl | Aol ATll: HATId FTeTeer: Farad 1131011
AHYUMTEATFAT AR efdFdd: | oJg 3FAl-aULed FIU goecasead |1311]]
Ife; faeareaqderiafdaedeyos | gswRrmEmefd Sl eav: Avsedda |131211

I WAAEARCATIGCTHAY: | GOl IR ai’rammﬁ T &THA 1131311 AV.2-2-12.
8 Cf .BSB.(1-1-3).
81 VS told us this is a qutation from ekaayanaveda, as said in "srutaprakaasikaa and other raamaanujiiya works.
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Various quotations from PRs

According to our estimation, out of 292+ works quoted by Madhvacharya, 75 are PRs. This total is
worked out after excluding the suspected works. If we take other suspected works as PRs, It will be
more than 1/3 of the 292+ works. In GB the first work of Madhvacharya, we find 18 PRs cited out
of the total number of 64 works. The number increased further in later works.

For the purpose of clarity, we can build the chronology of Madhvacharya's major works in the
following way.

giitabhaa.sya
brahmasuutrabhaa.sya
bhaagavatataatparyanirnaya®
dasopanishadbhaa.sya
bhaaratataatparya
geetaataatparya
nakhastuti
yamakabharata
dvaadashastotra

10 tantrasaara

11 sadaacarasm.rti

12 dashaprakarana

13 rgbhaa.sya

14 vyatipranavakalpa

15 Jayantiinirnaya

16 anuvyaakhyaana®

17 Nyaayavivarana

0 1N Ul W -

O

And Madhvacharya’s often quoted works are

(1) Bhaagavata, (2) Harivamsha, (3) bhavi.syatpuraana, (4) Bhaarata, (5) mok.sadharma, (6)
brahmaan.da, (7) gaaru.da, (8) Shabdanirnaya, (9) Skaanda, (10) paadma (11) brahmavaivarta, (12)
vaaraaha, (13) brahmatarka, (14) braahma, (15) vaamana, (16) aagneya, (17) naaradiiya, (18)
mahakaurma.

Of the first five works, there is no doubt. They are famous works. However, nature of other 13
works is not clear, as Madhvacharya quotes these without clear names such as naaradiiye (GB. p.3)
skaande (GB. p.3) mabaakaurme (GB. p.3) vaaraahe (GB. p.35) gaarnde, brahmavaivarte, (GB. p.306) padme,
skaande (GB. p.37). These, We assume, refer to PRs of that name, and not always to pu#raanas of that
names. We have seen such style of quoting in works of Yamuna and Vedanta Deshika. While
quoting Paadmasambitaa, Vedantadeshika quotes it simply by the name paadme....” etc. And
Madhvacharya too quotes Pravritasambitaa as pravrita and similarly Muularaamaayana as
Mabhaaraamaayana.

82 BTN is early post Badari-tour work. There ate limited number of quotations in giitaabhaa.sya (GB). But vast number
of quotations in Bbhaagavatataatparyanir.naya (BTN). And one quotation in BTN % vi.s.nuk.rte tattvanir.naye (BTN.p.199)
leads us to conclude that BTN as early work than #pani.sadbbaa.syas (UBs), as BAUB quotes the same work as mere
tattvanir.naye (BAUB.338). It is because Madhvacharya clearly shows the nature and author of that work (see in GB and
elsewhere) whenever he is quoting a work for the first time.

% 3 Uq JATTRTONG! [AEaeard ey gk @90l & SN Nyayasudha p. 2406.
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Compare these with other quotations which are cleary named by him-

1) vaamanapuraane (BTN.12, 14);

2) vahnipuraane (BTN.90) [and compare this with aagneye (BTN.93)];

3) bhavi.syatpuraane (BTN.312, 523) ;

4) naarasimhapuraane (AIUB.177) [compare this with naarasinhe (CUB.267)];

5) brabmaandapuraane tattvanirnayagiitaayaam (BAUB.274) [compare this with brabmaande BAUB.276)].

However, there is a doubt on the nature of kaurma. Because Madhvacharya quotes guurmasambitaa
(BTN.672), and kaurama (AIUB.511). Madhvacharya describes clearly the nature of work, whether
he is quoting from PR or anything other. There are enough indications available for it to a carefull
student of sarvamuulagranthas. Whenever he quoting from a Puraana, he has given an adjective
puraane etc. to that text, as we see in following contexts- Aadityapuraane (GB.p.29) or skaande shaive,
padme shaive (GB.p.19), whereas while quoting the paadma and skaanda (PR) he is simply quotes it as
paadme, skaande (GBp.37). If he is quoting the same text in both occasions, he could have quoted it
as paadmre, and not as paadme shaive. 1t is more evident in the case of Aadityapuaraane. He could have
cited it simply as Aaditye to refer to Aadityapuraana. But he chose to call it as Aadityapunaraane to
differentiate it from other PR of same name quoted elsewhere.

Madhvacharya quotes shruti with an adjective like i# praaciinshaalashrutib, if that is not famous. If it is
famous one, he is not bothered to say it is a shruti. In the same manner, Madhvacharya quotes PRs
with name, as most of them were not famous in his time. But he is not bothered to say who are the
authors of these sambitaas, since he has said in many occasions that all PRs are the works of
Narayana. So if he is citing the sazamya, one of the PRs, (see appen-1, no.271) Madhvacharya quotes
it by only name of the work. That means it is PR work, since it is not a shruti, nor puraana, neither
any work of other kind (i.e. culinary, or samgiita). In this manner, all suspected works can be
considered as PRs. The priority given to PRs in all contexts, too supports this fact. Hence, those
who criticized Madhvacharya, for citing the non-existing verses from pwraana and, those who
defended this action are proved to be left behind the curtain of ignorance.

One more thing to be noted here is that, all the quotations from paadma, skaanda, and gaaruda seem
to be clear-cut and straight, whereas the general puraanic style is mostly confusing, except those of
MB, and Bhagavata.

Thus we can assume that unless stated as a puraana or otherwise, all cited works are the PRs.
Sometimes we get the support of lists of Smith and schrader, sometimes not, as it is evident, that the
lists are not comprehensive.

Important tenets of Madhvacharya's Philosophy found in PRs

It is already seen in last pages, some of the important contributions of Madhvacharya’s Philosophy
to the world are based in PRs. Jivatraividhya, saak.sivicaara, and navavidbadve.savarjana, are all found in
PRs.

It is interesting to note that Madhvachatya's first teaching of jivatraividhya begins with a quotation
from prakaashasamhitaa (PS) (GT.p.45). Even now PS is is available in the fragments with only two
pa.talas, though the original verses are not traced. (See appendix on PS)
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And s.rstivicaara,  lingadehavicaara, saak.sivicaara are all found in PS. Much of Madhvacharya's
philosophy can be found in PRs, if we dig them more and more with publication of these texts.

If we come to Madhvacharya’s other works related to rituals like zantrasaarasamgraba; no doubt, these
contents could be traced out in PRs with no difficulty.

Most of Madhvacarya’s quotations in Bhaagavata-taatparya, are from various samhitaas of PRs.
Similarly the area of epistemology dealt by Madhvacarya is greatly influenced by PRs.

Studies already conducted

There were not many sambhitaas available in print at the dawn of last century. Only a few PRs were
printed. Most PRs were restricted to the pockets of Tamil Country.

First Survey

The first ever man to survey the available PRs, and to make a systematic survey and philosophical
study of PRs was the F. Otto Schrader. This German indologist, then working as the Director of the
AL wrote the book "Introduction to Pancaraatra and ahirbudhnya samhitaa " in 1916. In his book
he gave the synopsis of sambitaa-lists tound in the kapinjala, paadma, visnu, hayashiir.sa, and
agnipuraana. According to these lists the total number of the PRs come to 215 (210+5 with some
PRs available in MSs). Among them, only 23 texts were available in MSs, and up to 1919, only nine
PRs were in print. In his book, he also dealt with comprehensible theory of PRs, their nature,
origins, authors, contents etc.

Second Survey

Next man to deal with PRs after long pause is the H. Daniel Smith, who was the professor of
religion in the Syracuse University, New York. Inspired by the monumental work of Schrader, he
did more work than Schrader.

His works are these---

1) Paancaraatrapraasaadasaadhana (1963), which dealt with various aspects of the Temple building. It
was his Doctoral theses, which comprised notes from unpublished works.

2) Paancaraatra nunlyi.lakkam (1967), which dealt, exclusively, with PR literature. This is the Tamil
translation of the original notes of Smith in English, by K.IK.A. Venakatachary, original notes being
not available to us. All the available works of PRs were surveyed, and their contents (adhyaawise, in
summary) were given. It dealt with 104 samhitaas, which were available in different MS libraries.
Besides it included a good synopsis of samhitaa lists found in kapinjala, jnaanam.rtasaara, paadma,
paarameshvara, puru.sottama, bhaaradvaaja, maarkan.deya, vishvaamitra, vishnutantra, hayashiir.s, agnipuraana
and mabeshvartantra. ‘This synopsis also included some works quoted by Utpala® (U) one of the
leading Kashmiti pancaraatrikas. However, apparently this synopsis left out some texts quoted by
Madhvacharya and Vedantadeshika.

8 We found that some of wotks quoted by Madhva ie., “.Saa.dgu.nya”, are mentioned by Utpala too. See
“Vai.s.navaagamavimarsha.h’ by Prof. Vrajavallabha Dvivedi, published by Sampurnananda Sanskrit University in 1997.
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3) Then came "Source Book of Iconography of Sti Vaishnavism" (1969), which dealt with
iconography.

4) The last work is the "A descriptive bibliography of the printed texts of Pancaraatraagama" in two
parts (1975, 1980). First part of this book dealt with a detailed summary (adhayaaya-wise) of 30
printed works of PR, while the second volume served as index or first volume (GOS.168).

5) Catalogue of Pancharatra Sambhitas, edited by Paramapurusha Das and Shrutiprakash Das,
Svaminarayana Aksharapeeth Ahmadabad, 2002, has recorded the 147 available texts of Pancharatra
texts. It has also recorded 460 names of Pancharatra texts.

Besides these books, The "Paancaraatra Parishodhana Parishat" which he founded with K. K.A.
Venktachary and others, in Madras, published a critical edition of the Paadmasambhitaa, jointly edited
by Seetha Padmanabhan and R N Sampath.

Other studies

Others who worked on PR are a few such as Vrajavallabha Dwivedi who edited saattvatasambitaa
with commentary of Alasinga Bhatta, and wrote vai.snavaagamavimarsha; Lakshmi Narasimha Bhatta
who edited visvaksenasamhitaa and  paancaraatrapaaramya® (of 'T. Veeraraghavacharya); P B
Ananthacharya who worked on Iishvarasmbhitaa; Yatiraraja Sampatkuamaraswamy of Melkottai;
Parthasarathy Iyengar etc. (see Smith list of the printed texts of PR), Sadhu shrutiprakash Dasa’s
“Catalaogue of Pancaraatra Samhitaa”® Rashtriya Sanskrit Vidyapeetha Tirupati’s editions of
Pancaraatra samhitaas etc.

In Kaviindrachaaryasuuchiipatram® names of at least 276 Samhitaas are mentioned. There is a quite
possibility that half of them are Pancaraatra texts.

Mesquita Roque’s ignorance of PR texts

Thus the below given list of MS fragments available in Cleveland Public Library is enough to dismiss
the claims of Mesquita Roque that “Adhyaatma, Naaraayana, adhyaatmasambhitaa, Brhatsamhitaa,
Mahasambhita, Naaraayanatantra, Brhattantra, Purushottamatantra, Maayaavaibhava, Brahmatarka
and Bhavishyatparvan. [In fact] it is unequivocally a quotation of passages which are absolutely
unknown ” (Mesquita, p. 31).

Mesquita claimed (note 17, p. 21) that Tantrabhaagavata is also unknown. But it is
mentioned in Vais.navaagamavimarsha.h’ by Prof. Vrajavallabha Dvivedi,  published by
Sampurnananda Sanskrit University in 1997. Other texts mentioned by Mesquita as unknown are the
Pancaraatra texts even now available in MSs. Paramasambhitaa which is claimed not identified (note.

85 Pub. by RSVP, Tirupati, 1991.
86 Sadhu Parampurushadas, Sadhu Shrutiprakashdas, pp. 182, 2002, Ahmedabad.
87 Kaviindrachatya suuchii patram, Edited by R. Anantakrishna Shastri, GOS, 17, Baroda.
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21, p. 23) is no. 36, Hayagriivasamhtaa claimed unknown by Mesquita (note 147, p. 84) is 116 and
117, Naaraayanatantra is no. 33, Purushottamatantra is no. 50 and 51, Brhatsamhitaa is 54
and 55, Maayaavaibhava is 64 in the list of available PRs in Cleveland. Similarly other texts
claimed unknown by Mesquita are also PR texts. Hence Mesquita’s claim totally baseless.

AY TUTUIRGRTEY: TSAHET o 9T

Bhavasena factor

Mesquita’s claim that “Pramana doctrine of Brahmatarka...is based on the teachings of
pramaaprameya of Bhavasena, a Jaina contemporary of Madhvacharya” (p. 97) is a perfect example
of second hand information. The first hand informant claimee Robert Zydenbos is set aside by V N
Pandurangi.*

Daniel Smith’s Pancaraatra Collection

Here is the list of MSs of Pancaraatra texts collected by Daniel Smith and deposited in Cleveland
Public Library®

1 IPTETHTRAT 1 agastya-saMhitA (i) ms. Fragments

2 ITECTHTRAT 2 agastya-saMhitA (i) ms. Fragment

3 Hﬂr_cl'mﬁm anantAkhya saMhitA ms. Fragments

4 mm aniruddha-saMhitA printed book

5 mw aniruddha-saMhitA ms. Fragment

6 HRIEIERAT ahirbudhnya-saMhitA printed book

7 $eaTATRdT Ishvara-saMhitA @) printed book

8 $eERATEAT (1)Ishvara-saMhitA (i) printed book

9 Seaafedr (1)Ishvara-saMhitA (i) palm-leaf manuscript
10 SRR AT (2)Ishvara-saMhitA (i) ms. Transctiption
11 SRR (3) Ishvara-saMhitA (iii?) ms. Fragment

12 3egafedr upendra-saMhitA ms. Transcription
13 HiUsoToldTedl  kapi]Njala-saMhitA printed book

14 HiUoTerd 6T kapi]Njala-saMhitA ms. Fragments

15 HILITHTRAT kAshyapa-saMhitA printed book

16 FHIRIYAE AT kAshyapottara-saMhitA ms. Transcription
17 GIIRAH AT khagaprashna-saMhitA ms. Fragments

18 GAREIHTEAT khageshvara-saMhitA ms. Fragment

8 V N Pandurangi, A review of “Jaina background of Dvaita Vedanta” by Robert Zydenbos, Sanskrit-Vimarsah,
15" WSC Special Issue, Rashtriya Sanskrit Sansthan, pp. 280-318, Jan 2012. ISSN 0975.

8 Thanks to Shrisha Rao who procured this list from that library. The Smith Agama Collection: Sanskrit Books
and Manuscripts Relating to Pancaratra Studies: a descriptive catalog, by H. Daniel Smith, Foreword by
Agehananda Bharati. Foreign and Comparative Studies / South Asian Special Publications 2. Maxwell School of
Citizenship and Public Affairs, Syracuse University, 1978. Call Numbers Z 7835 . B 8S 623,BL.1135.P34,
Cleveland Public Library
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19 Tﬁmﬁm gautama-saMhitA ms. Fragment
20 %ﬂ'@%‘&%ﬁ chitrashikhaNDI-saMitA ms. Fragments
21 SATEAHTEAT jay Akhya-saMhitA printed book
22 SREfgar jayottara-saMhitA ms. Fragments
23 ﬂldlﬂd(—ll((—i%dl j~nAnAmR"itasAra-saMhitA printed book*
24 W durvAsa-saMhitA ms. Fragments
25 HW%FIT nalakUbara-saMhitA ms. Fragments
26 ARQI>TRTAH nArada-paJNcharAtram cross-reference
27 ARGHTEAT nArada-saMhitA ms. Fragment
28 ARSTATRAT nAradlya-saMhitA printed book
29 AREIETRAT nAradlya-saMhitA ms. Transcription
30 AREIIETRAT nAradlya-saMhitA ms. Fragments
31 ARTAEETRdT nArasiMha-saMhitA ms fragment
32 ARTIUTETRAT nArAyaNa-saMhitA printed book
33 ARTIUTETRAT nArAyaNa-saMhitA ms. Fragments
34 I>ggRAdedr paJNchaprashna-saMhitA ms. Transcription
35 IEHIGHTHTEAT padmodbhava-saMhitA ms. Fragment
36 mﬁ?ﬂ patama-saMhitA printed book
37 WW'%HT patamapurushha-saMhitA printed book
38 WW'%HT patamapurushha-saMhitA ms. Fragments
39 Wﬂ:f';mﬁt paramAgama-chUDAmaNi photoprints

40 RIRATET parAshara-saMhitA printed book
41 WQW%W parAshara-saMhitA ms. Fragments
42 CI'IE:FW'%HT pAdma-saMhitA/pAdma tantram printed book
43 CI'IE:FW'%HT pAdma-saMhitA printed book
44 CI'IE:FW'%HT pAdma-saMhitA printed book
45 CI'IE:FW'%HT pAdma-saMhitA printed book
46 TITAATHATCHITAH pa]NcharAtraprasAdaprasAdhanam  printed book
47 UIgHAdTH pAdma-tantra ms. Fragments
48 YRAEGIETRAT pArameshvara-saMhitA printed book
49 W purushhottama-saMhitA printed book
50 W purushhottama-saMhitA ms. Fragment
51 gieeyafgdr paushhkara-saMhitA printed book
52 gieeafgdr paushhkara-saMhitA ms. Fragments
53 JEATGHTRAT prahlAda-saMhitA ms. Fragment
54

JECSTEHHTEAT bR ihad-brahma-saMhitA

printed book

0 ("Sri Narada Pancaratnam" [sic]) [English Translation]
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55

Wﬁ?ﬂ bR"ihad-brahma-saMhitA printed book
56 W'%HT brahma-saMhitA ms. Fragments
57 m?ﬂ:f%?ﬂ bhAgavata-saMhitA ms. Fragment
58 w\_ﬂﬂﬁm 1 bhAradvAja-saMhitA (i) ms. transcription.
59 HREATSTERAT 2 bhAradvAja-saMhitA (ii) printed book
60 mx_ﬂﬂ%ﬂT bhAradvAja-saMhitA (i) ("Naradapancaratra") printed book
61 HREATSTH R dT 3bhAradvAja-saMhitA (iii) printed book
62 HREATSHIRAT 4 bhAradvAja-saMhitA (iv?) ms. Fragment
63 mﬁaam bhArgava-tantra ms. Transcription
64 ARAHTHETRAT mAyAvaibhava-saMhitA ms. Fragment
65 HATRUSTHTEAT mArkaNDeya-saMhitA (i) printed book
66 HATRUSTHTEAT 1 mArkaNDeya-saMhitA (i) ms. Transcription
67 HATRUSTHTEAT 2 mArkaNDeya-saMhitA (ii) ms. Fragments
68 ST&HTAeTH lakShml-tantra printed book
69 ST&HTAeTH lakShml-tantra printed book
70 T&HTTTAH lakShml-tantra ms. Fragment
71 ST&HTAeTH lakShml-tantra printed book [English

Translation]
72 FEATRdT varAha-saMhitA ms. fragment
73 AAETRAT vAmana-saMhitA ms. fragments
74 a'l'ﬂ'{:l'%ﬂT vAyu-saMhitA ms. fragment
75 m vAsishhTha-saMhitA ms. transcription
76 aﬁmﬁ?ﬁ vAsishhTha-saMhitA ms. fragments
7 HWFIT vAsudeva-saMhitA ms. fragments
78 %?a'm%m vishva-saMhitA ms. transcription
79 %?aﬂir:m%?n vishvAmitra-saMhitA printed book
80 %?aﬂir:m%?n vishvAmitra-saMhitA ms. transcription
81 %?aﬂir:m%?n vishvAmitra-saMhitA ms. fragments
82 %W:_I’HW%HT vishhNutattva-saMhitA ms. Transcription
83 %W:_I’HW%HT vishhNutattva-saMhitA ms. Fragments
84 %W:_I’Hﬁﬂ:[ vishhNu-tantra ms. Transcription
85 %W:_I’Hﬁﬂ:[ vishhNu-tantra ms. Fragments
86 fasuTferereh @ Tg el vishhNutilaka-saMhitA printed book
87 %WW?%FIT vishhNurahasya-saMhitA ms. Fragments
88 TISUTETR T vishhNu-saMhitA () printed book
89 TSUTETR T vishhNu-saMhitA (ii) ms. Fragment
90 s A e T vishhNusiddhAnta-saMhitA

K ~

ms. Fragments
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91

IESCREIE: CAIrTS Il hiraNyagarbha-saMhitA

%WW'%?IT vishvaksena-saMhitA printed book
92 %W?m'%?ﬂ vishvaksena-saMhitA ms. Fragment
93 Agdegatgdr vihagendra-saMhitA ms. Transcription
94 m vR"*iddha-pAdma-saMhitA ms. Fragments
95 graEfgdr vyAsa-saMhitA ms. Fragment
96 QMOSEIATEAT shANDilya-saMhitA printed book
97 QMOSEIATEAT shANDilya-saMhitA ms. Fragments
98 ?W‘\’o_'mﬁ%?ﬂ shukraprashna-saMhitA ms. Fragment
99 ATHTEAT sheshha-saMhitA printed book
100 ileTRafedr shaunaka-saMhitA ms. Fragment
101 eilerehrafear shaunaklIya-saMhitA ms. Fragments
102 HERATEAT shridhara-saMhitA ms. Fragments
103 AILAFTEAT shriprashna-saMhitA printed book
104 AILAFTEAT shriprashna-saMhitA printed book
105 HARHTGAT sanaka-saMhitA ms. Fragment
106 HAHTET Sanat-saMhitA ms. Fragment
107 m sanatkumAra-saMhitA printed book
108 ﬂﬂm 2 sanatkumAra-saMhitA (ii?) ms. Fragments
109 HelegHTEdT sananda-saMhitA ms. Transcription
110 Hﬁ?‘ﬁlﬁ?ﬂ sAMvarta-saMhitA ms. Fragment
111 Fﬂﬁm sAttvata-saMhitA printed book
112 HTEEFH%FIT sAttvata-saMhitA palm-leaf manuscript
113 FIEW%FIT sAttvata-saMhitA ms. Fragments
114 ARAHTIY e sArasamuchchaya-saMhitA ms. Fragments
115 mﬁq%mﬁ%w suparNaprashna-saMhitA ms. Fragments
116 gIMIITTH hayagrlva-tantra ms. Fragment
117 EW%FIT hayagrlva-saMhitA printed book
118

ms. Fragments

Daniel Smith's list of total Samhitaas

Here is the list of PR texts collected from different Samhitaas
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55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
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104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150

151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
185
186
187
188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195
196
197
198



199
200
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210
211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241
242
243
244
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245
246
247
248
249
250
251
252
253
254
255
256
257
258
259
260
261
262
263
264
265
266
267
268
269
270
271
272
273
274
275
276
277
278
279
280
281
282
283
284
285
286
287
288
289
290
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List of Samhitaas quoted by Vedaantadeshika
Apart from fragments of Muulashruti, many a number of PR texts are quoted by
Vedanatadeshika in his four Rakshagranthas.

Page | Work quoted 201 WW%HT
no. =
FeaTREReTa:”! o0 | AR ()
5 : 21| arfigdeuai=e:
JRAEH e dT
38 ~r— 224 | fasurmey: (STETIE:)
e = 226 | sogdea
N 228 acERar _
139 | fasurdeas ¥
> 223 | rafrafOsareas
ARSI 236 ~ -
= - argATRE Rar
o = .
2 — ifrafRar (daew)
HIA T el 239 | srareadtear
S ilalid 256 | Ardraeee
152 | qtseraifear ‘
fasoreret (eilereh) hEAEALGE
153 | gregadfean 2% | eehae
162 | sfyemeaey 295 | BraTfRII: (ST
164 | ofgearafyar 27| deE
170 | qrreREfear CEERINECERE
ARERITEHTa: S Bclia Sl
17| AR g 0|
S - 339 | Fervordfgar
182 ARErrEfgar feToaRaTa:
184 | qRarsgaEEdr S| Arcafrde s
186 | qrreri@fEar | agEdeTH
T3 () 13| #gragsEfgar
188 | sEarre QAP IHTSITT
189 Wﬁw i -
37ScT: 5 ‘
A [CRUCEENBEINE
(AREHTFa) frsoresfar:
AU 6 I ReT:
192 = .
?IUSdHIGI'dT“UIHrﬂ% 13 ﬂg\q;u-m-%a-r
eq: FRIIITH
194 | qreaafear 16 TR
1 All three Rakshworks are in one book. %2 Catuhshlokiibhaashyam, Ed. V.
Rakshagranthah, Ed. T. Veeraraghavacharya, Shrivatsankacharya, Vedantadeshika seventh

Vedantadeshika seventh centinery Trust Chennai centinery Trust Chennai
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HIGERIESI] 75 fsqaa=ratgar
aFREHTEdT 89 | gordisae
TIgE T TlA-daH
| Teruresttes; 92 | fequemmretear
45 lFhIFeT: 160 | fygareaRafear
47 Frfadear:
54| qaEEfEar
Conclusion

Thus, it is clear that PRs are given an important place in Madhvacharya’s teachings. However PRs
are ignored for the centuries in Maadhva traditional studies as philosophical sources. Therefore,
without any delay, the study of PRs should be taken by research institutions and young scholars of
our system should be encouraged to engage in the rigorous studies of PR literature.

Abbreviations
1 | GB giitabhaa.sya
2 | BSB brahmasuutrabhaa.sya
3 | BIN bhaagavatataatparyanirnaya
4 | DUB dasopanishadbhaa.sya
5 | BT bhaaratataatparya
6 |GT geetaataatparya
7 |NS nakhastuti
8 |YB yamakabharata
9 | DS dvaadashastotra
10 | TSS Tantrasaarasangraha
11 | SAS sadaacarasm.rti
12 | DP dashaprakarana
13 | RB rgbhaa.sya
14 | YPK yatipranavakalpa
15 | JN jayantiinirnaya
16 | AV anuvyaakhyaana
17 | NV nyaayavivarana
VS V.Srivatsankacharya
S Daniel Smith
O F.O.Schrader
CUB Chaandogyopani.sadbhaa.sya
CU Chaandogyopani.sad
BAUB B.rhadaaranyakopani.sadbhaa.sya
BAU B.rhadaaranyakopani.sad
MUB Ma.duukopani.sadbhaa.sya
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AiUB Aitareyoopani.sadbhaa.sya
ITUB li.saavaasyopani.sadbhaa.sya
AUB Aatharvanopani.sadbhaa.sya
KUB Kaa.thkopani.sadbhaa.sya
VD Vedantadeshika

SV Sreenivasa Varakhedi
KKAV KKA Venkatachary

M Mahvacharya

AD Appayya DiXita

U Utpala Vaishnava

LIKA Little is known about

AIU Aitareyopani.sad

PRW Pancaraatra work

N Narayana

MB Mahaabhaarata

B Bhaagavata

CSB Catushshlokiibhaa.sya of VD
SRB Stotraratnabhaa.sya of VD




