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CHAPTER TVI.
DATE OF MAGHA,

There is uncgrt;;nty regarding the date of most of
Sanskrit writers and Magha is ng‘exception to it. The opinion of
scholars is divided on this poiﬂﬁ,hnd divergent views have been put
forward. We summarise the several views and try to settle the date
of the poet. |

R
(1) H.C.Dnttayzassigns{Migha to the 13th century A,D.

(2) Dr.F.Klatt assigns Mdgha to the beginning of the
10th century A.D. He bases his afgument on the date of composition
of the work called Upamitibhavaprapéncakathi by Siddhersi in Sam.
962 i.e. 906 A.D., This asuthor Siddharsi is mentioned in Prabhavaka-
carita (XIV, 10-18) as the first paternal cousin of our poet Magha.

(3) WEbers places Magha prior to Halzyudha of the
10th century A.D.

(4) A.A.Macdenell4 remarks,” It (SiSu.) probably dates
from the ninth and must undoubtedly have been composed before the‘
end of the tenth century®.

(5) M.Duffsuputs Magha in about 860 A.D.

(6) K.B.Pathdké holds that Magha flourished in the

latéer part of the 8th century A.D;

[
; .

1. Ci¥,Bk.V,chap.XII. 2. Vien.Or.J.Vol,p.236.
8. IL.196 note 4.-5L.p.329
&.Chronology ' 6. JBBRAS,XX.pp.303-6.
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Dr.Pathak takes his stand on the well-known verse wuhich,

according to him distinetly alludes to the two grammatical trea-
tises, the Kiéikivrtti and 1ts commentary called Nyasa. These

two are composed by the eminent Buddhist authors.

Kééikiv$tti is a joigt production of Jayaditya and Vamana.
The Chinese traveller I-tsing informs us that Jayaditya, the author
of Kasikad was a follower of Gautama Buddha and that he dled about
661-662 A.D. The Kasika is explained by Jinendrabuddhi in his
famous work called Nydsa. But I-téing is silent about Jinendra-
buddhi. Both these works = Kié&ké‘and Nyisa - are lasting monu-
ments of Buddhistie scholarship and as such any Buddhist may ‘
justly feel proud of them. And yef while I-tsing refefs to Jaya-
ditya, he does not mention his worthy commentator.I-tsing's

silence is therefore significint.

From this silence, Dr.Pathak concludes that Jinendra-
buddhi didf not flourish during the interval of 44 years that
elapsed between Jayaditya's death and that?%-tsing's departure
from India in 695 A.D. He therefore places the composition of
Nyasa by Jinendrabuddhi in the first half of the 8th century and
consequently assigns Magha to the latter part of it. Moreover, as
Magha is mentioned in 'Kavirajamarga' of Nrpatunga (814 A.D.), he

not
could/have lived after the commencement of the ninth century.

M

1. Sisu. II. 112.
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(%) Aufrecht, Bhandarkar and F.Thomas agree with Dr.K.B.

Pthak in'placing Magha in the latter part of the 8th century A.D.

(8) Ray assigns him the end of the 7th cent. A.D.

4 .. 5 6
(9) Kgith » Krisnamachariar and Vedavyasa placegd Magha in

the middle of the 7th century A.D.

7 ‘ S
(10) Jacobi says, "We cannot, theregore, place Magha later

than about the middle of the sixth century.

-8 9
(11) Pt.Durgaprasada = and K.H.Dhruva agrees with Jacobi

i v
in placing Magha in the middle .of the 6th century A.D.

Over and above the vieés of these scholars, Bhojaprabandha,
Prabandhacintamani and Prabhavaka-carita make Magha a contemporary
of king Bhoja of Malava who flourished in the 11§h century 4.D.

Thus we see that attempts have been made to put Magha from the

sixth century to the eleventh century A.D. Jacobi places him as
early as the sixth century A.D. while the Prabandhas make him 1o
flourish in the eleventh century A.D. We shall try to settle his

date betwyeen these two extremes.

1. CC.I,p.446. "' 2. Rep.1897, pp. 18 and 32 39.
3. Int. to Kav. 69. ) ; &: HSL, p. 124.

5. HSL,p.155 ~ ' 6. HsL, P82

7. Vien.Or.J1.IV.p.61 - '8} Int. to Sisu, NSP.

9. Int. to Mudrd, p.1l8, note 2.

e
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But it is not difficult to find out that Magha was not a
contemporary of king Bhoja of Dhara who flourished in the eleventh
century A.D. The reasons for this are as follows:- |

T 1
(1) Magha is mentioned in a Kanarese inscription dated

Saka 1102:1180 A.D. _ ~ .
C(2) A versez from Sisu 1s quoted by Bhoja in his Sarasvati-
kanthabharana.

(3) Miagha is mentioned in iaéastilaka—campﬁ of Somadeva3
who finished his work in Saka 881:952 A.D. when the Rastrakiuta
king Krsnaralla III was reigning. This reference can prove that
Magha was not a confempcrary oftﬁhéja, as the latter's uncle Munja
was taken prisoner by TailapIl who defeated Kakkal, the last of the
Rastrakiitas and revived the Chalukya empire.4

(4) Rajasekhara (QOOA;D)xin the ninth chapter of his
Kavyamimimsa quotes one verse (I,i) from Magha's Sisupalavadha.

(5) Moreover, Anandavardhana, a Kashmirian writer on
poetics, who lived in the latter hélf of the 9th century A.D.
quotes, in his Dhvanyialoka, Uddyota II,{two verses(V.26 and III.
563) of éiéupélavadha as illustrations. Anandavardhana lived ugder
the king of Kashmir, Avantivarman (855-883 AGD.)§

(6) A little earlier Vamana (end of 8th century A.D.)

quotes from Sisu in his Kavyalamkara.

1. IA, V. 46 2, 5isu.IX.6 (CC,I.446).
3. PR, 1883-84, p. 45. . ;&,,Dynasties of the Kanarese country.
5. Barly Hist. Ind. by V.Smith, p.344 and Raja Tarangini,VI.34,
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(§152.1.12,15 : Kavyal.V.1.10; V.2,10;

§18u.XX%. 21 : Kavyal.V. 1. 13;

SiSu. XIV. 14: Kavyal. IV,3.8.)

(7) Mukulabhatts in his 'Abhidha-vrtti-matrka similarly

. 1l
quotes Sisu. III. 33 anonymously.

*»

(8) But the earliest reference to Magha is found in
Kavirijamﬁrga of Nrpatunga. He 19 also known by the name of
Amoghavards I and was the‘kiqg Q{(Rastrakuta. He composed his work
Kavirajamarga shortly af;er’his-agcession to the throne in 814 A.D.
It is evident that in the firsﬁ‘ﬁalf of the 9th century Magha was
regarded by Nrpatunga and’ﬁis'literary contemporaries as a classical
author of established reﬁutatidn and excellence as he is ranked in

the work mentioned aboveg- with_Kﬁlidésa and this judgement is

accepted by succeeding ages.

(9) The attempts have{been made to proge that Magha was
a contemporary of the poet Siddha (about 206 A.D.).

These references c¢learly prove that there is no iota of
truth in the legend of Mazha-Bhoja assoclation. Hence the tradition
of Mazha being a contemporary of King BhoJa who flourished in the
1lth century A.D. ecannot be true. These references serve one more

purpose. They clearly show that Mazha certainly flourished before the

1. Abhigha-vrtii-mateka,P.11, NSP.,B8bay,1916.
2. K.B.Pathak: Int. to nié’ea. of Kavirajamirga and His article on
Nrpatunga and the authership of Kavirajamarga- JBBRAS.,Vol.XX1I.

3. Dasgupta: HSL. p.189.
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9th century AD. or more Qarticdlarly before 814 A.D. (as he is
referred to in Nrpatunga's Kavir;jamirga). Hence we have to look
for -his age somevwhere between éoo A.D. (assigned by Dr.Jacobi) and
814 A.D. In other words the terminus ad quem is furnished by
Nrpatunga while the terminus a quo is furnished by Dr.Jacobi.

The autobiographical stanzas at the close of our poem
give us the name of the king whom Migha's grandfather Suprabhadeva
served as the minister. Though this name varlously givenl by
different Mss. of the work, it appears that the correct reading is
Varmalata as given by Prabhivakébcéfita.g An inscription 3 from
Vasantagadh dated Sam. 682,(625'A;D.) has brought to light the
name of a king agreeing gith thé,vériant (Varmalata) mentioned by
Prabhavaka-carita and most-of tpe:scholars have proposed a happy
identity of the two kings. Relying 6n this epigraphie record,
Magha has been placed between 650;700 A.D, Thus the upper terminus
1s brought to 650 A.D. But thers is ene difficulty. It is the well-
known verse of Sisu.(II.112) wh?éhifeads as follows.
SHGTILAA AZRT: ARG |
reghreier < kg g aan i

where the words 'Vrtti' and ‘'nydasa', according to Mallindtha and
Vallabhadeva, convey a c5§ertt allusion to the Kisika and its
commentary Nyasa. Kasika is a grammatical treatise and is a joint

production of Jayaditya and Vimana while Nyasa is a commentary on

1. Vide Chap.V. p.109 of the present thesis.
2, Krisnamachariar: HSL. p.155.
3. JRAS, 1906, 728. i

i
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Kasika by Jinendrgbuddh;. Dr.KfB.Pathak maintains that Jayaditya,
one of the authors of the Kasika died, according to the famous
Chinese traveller I-tsing, in €61 A.D. and Nydsa is not even
mentioned by the Chinese traveller. This silence is significant.
Dr.Pathak concludes from this, as shown above, that Jinendrabuddhi
didinot flourish during the interval of 44 years that elapsed
between Jayaditya's death and that of I-tsing's departure from

India in 695 A.D. He thereforéﬂpléces the composition of Nyasa by
Jinendrabuddhi in the first haif of the Sth century and conseguently
assigns Magha to the latter pa%pjﬁf the same century., This makes

the proposed identifieati&ﬁ ofﬂVifmaléta impossible, The learned
editor of the inscription, following his collaborator Dr.Konow,
has tried to reconcile the twdﬂ?énflicting evidences by making Magha,
with gome streteh, a coptempargiyiof Jinendra, and placing both
early in the 8th centur?.l ;\ B
Sl 2

But, as is rightly pointed by Dr.C.Bhattacharya, Malli-

natha's explanation may not be aééepted in face of a weighty epi-
gréphic evidence. Fdr even though Mallinitha's interpretation of

the passage be admitted, a different meaning has certainly to be
sought for the words 'Vrtti' and 'Nyasa’ as they occur in a striking-
ly similar passage of Bana's Harsacarita which, not unlikely, might
have been the original from whieh Magsha drew: " gﬁrqgaz}

Jaaen  agFaz-am A% FT g | | "3

L
1}

1. Ep.Indica,Vol.IX, p.190. [~ 7
2. 'Magha and His Patrons', IA,August 1917,p.191.
3, NSP. Ed. p.96. . S
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Evidence of earlier 'Vrttis! an@;eérlier 'Nyasas®' is available in
this connection. The ancient commentator Sankara, without referring
to particular works, explains * g{f';?: ﬁﬂﬁﬂ(ﬂ?..... mu{é gﬁ?%ﬂﬂ; L
Kielhorn alse rejects Mallinatha's explanation. The word tVretti!
itself occars in an introductory verse of Kasikid and Haradatta and
Jdinendra in their commeﬁts thereon have preserved tc us the names of
no less than four earlier Vrttikaras, viz., Kuni, Chulli, Bhatti and
Nallﬁra.2 There were earlier Nydsas along with these earlier Vrttis.

This led both Bana and Magha to form their respective conceits.

Hence relying on this inscription and the identity of both
the kings, Magha can safely be plgceq between 650 -700 A.D.

3 o :
The acceptance of the existence of Bhojadeva of 665 A,D.

M2lava removes the choono;ogicallabsurdity of Magha's assoclation
with Bhojadeva who flourished in(thg»i eleventh century. The age of
Bhojadeva the Second (665 A.D.) accords well with that of Magha
(650-700 A.D.)4¢ T

3

The ssme inseription 1s*hé1pfu1 to us in arriving at the
same conclusion regarding the daté of Magha (650-700 A.D.) from
another point of view. It brings to our notice the name of one of
the earliest Gurjara kings of the Gﬁfjara kingdém of Bhinmal. Now
Brahmagupta, the famous astronomer, who calls himself 'Bhillamﬁllaki—

carya' wrote his well-knowyn 'Siddhanta' in 628 A.D. under king

1. JRAS, 1908, ©.499. 2. Kasikavivaranapanjik&, pp.1-2.
3. Vide Ch.V. p.115. 4, Vige Chap.V. p.106.
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Vyaghramukha of Chapa dynasty; ﬁe was the king ef Bhinmel. Vyaghra-
mukha must then have been the immedlate succeésor of Varmalata and
the date 625 A.D. must be marking the closing period of his reign.
It is therefore safe tc believe that Magha flourished latest by
700 A.D. Hiuen Tsang, who visited Bhinmal about 641-2 A.D. describes

the reigning king in the following words:

"The king wes a Ksatriya by caste, a young man celebrated
for his wisdom and courage and a firm believer in Buddhismg.
Evidently he is the 1mme§iate gaqgessor of Vyaghramukha and may
therefore be looked upon -as th? édntemporary and patron ef our poet

Magha, the grandson of Varmalita's minister.
This gives us the date of Magha between 650-700 A.D.

This date is in eonformity with the opiniens of schelars
that Magha 1s posterior to Bharavi (634 A.D.) whom he imitates in
cartain respects, Bhatti (6th cent A.D.), Kumaradasa (6 A.D.),

Bana (625 A.D.) and Subandhu (6 A.D.) vhose dates range from 550 A.D.
to 650 A.D. This is also eonfipmgd by the statement of Dr.Jacobl,
%We cannot plgce Migha later than about the middle of the 6th

century A.D."

Moreover Vamana (8th centur§ A.D.) refers to Magha's
Sigu. in his *Alamkérsitra'. Now & grest writer like Vimana would
never gquote an suthor who is not mugh older and who has not esta-
blished his fame. All good wrkers with a desire of increasing the
worth of their literary creations always remain indebted to the

+ .
1. Watters: On Y.C.II.p.249, ¢ i 2. Vien.Or.J1V. p.61l.
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i)

older authors of established faﬁef\it takes sbeut a 100 or 150
years for a book to be aqtgqrgtativée Vamana flourished ir the

8th century A.D. Hence Magha can safely be placed in about 650 A.D.

Finally, our conclusion-is in full accord with the

following verses giving the traditional chrenology of the ten

great poets:

347%7«' G151 %zn{*aerwaa 7y
LR iy RElcE cmvwﬁr G |
JfﬁE?-TcJ@-(T W—u{/?{ é’/?"«?ﬂg\fd?fq =
FRATAT %ﬁ,ﬁ Fema: 539 &3 |l



