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VAIDYANATHA PAYAGUNDE AND BALAMBHATTA PAYAGUNDE :
THE PROBLEM OF THEIR IDENTITY

DEVIPRASAD MISHRA*

ARRYRTE 3G FHATCH A ICGRIEA]
ARG 9 FHeaTrGIe Fad 7 |

%IMI*I{T’U%I(H%‘%%G“‘I‘IN Ibmﬁ:m:
FAToT 7 fFag: frueTeTaw SO WeHE ||

(Sdryasataka - 2)

May the rays of Bhaskara (Strya) “maker of Light, cause the unfolding of the clusters
of lotuses, as if desirous to take away splendour and the wealth. That cling to the hollow
interior of the cup-like bud, which constitute their house-desirous to take away this wealth in
order to bestow it on the worshipper prostrated in devotion and they also are able to destroy
any fear that the universe has fallen into the maw of darkness that has guise of Fate, and they

possess the beauty of young sprouts’, bring about your prosperity.

Vaidyanatha Payagunde, who was assigned the period around the middle of 18th
century A.D., was one of the well-known scholars in Sanskrit literature and grammar. He
is one of the commentators on the Siaryasataka of Mayira. Though Vaidyanatha is father
and Balambhatta is his son, many scholars have mistaken them as one. However, in many
of the lists of the commentaries given by various scholars, Balambhatta is mentioned as
the author of those commentaries. It is obviously, due to the last line in the colophon,
which says 2fq W@W@ﬁ farfr %Ef'#‘l‘cﬁ? RipeD HT[ISIQE | But in my present article,
I have given all the evidences to distinguish them and I have tried. to bring out the truth
behind it. P.V. Kane also has mentioned in his History of Dharmasastra that Vaidyanatha
is a pupil of Nage$abhatta. Vaidyanatha’s son is Balambhatta and his pupil is Gopala. This
is the pedigree of Bhattojidiksita'. Nothing is known about Vaidyanatha’s parents.
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However, it is known that he has two wives Laksmidevi and Bhavanidevi. Balambhatta
is the son of Laksmidevi. Sometimes the scribe records this in the colophon. But the
textual evidences say that Vaidyanatha Payagunde is the author. In support of this
contention, of the commentary on the Siryasataka, 1 have shown Vaidyanatha as the
commentator by giving many evidences. For, at the very outset, it is said that Vaidyanatha
who is popularly known as Payagunde explains the Sidryasataka of Mayura, after saluting

his Guru. It reads as:
TAT T% A sty fifda: |
- . F & % 'E\ a - a “

The commentary Ka/d on NageSabhatta’s Vaiyakaranasiddhantalaghumainjisa,
furnishes the textual evidence in favour of the authorship of Vaidyanatha. In the following
verse it says®

HAEETSAT [T TR ye: |
TR 3ATIAE: F9 wged |l

Moreover, in this edition, the editor gives the caption as accompanied by the
commentary Kala written by Balambhatta:

SrgdemmdRfrag i fmeertmser I desaT eafor |

In another edition of the commentary ‘Kald’ on Vaiyakaranasiddhantalaghumarjiasa,

the editor Acarya Sri Ramaprasada Tripathi, mentions Vaidyanatha and Balambhatta as

father and son respectively.’ R Hﬂ@ﬁﬂmﬁ ﬁmwmgﬁn@ww: I
sfATsTRAl [HEeX S | 07 GRusfer 779 Forhemr smer fafr |

The caption of the same commentary ‘Ka/2’ is in favour of Balambhatta:*

AgFeradsadT FiaFmareaar ferEFaar FOareTal TR yRmTaEfeHaar
weearsTeadr 7 fanyfyer |

Contrary to this, in the introduction to the edition of Kuvalayinandacandrikacakora

2. Vaiyakarapasiddhantalaghumainjisa with the commentaries Kufjikd and Kald, Chowkhamba
Sanskrit Series, Banaras, 1985, anka 44.

3. Vaiyakaranasiddhantalaghumanjisa with the commentaries Ku/jika, Kala and Sarala,
Sarnpurnanand Sanskrit University, Varanasi, 1990, Garganatha Jha Granthamala 12. Tntro., p. 5

4. Ibid., third title page
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of Jaggu Venkatacarya, it is said that Vaidyanatha Payagunde, the disciple of Nagesa, is

also known as Balambhatta.®  TAUEITEITAT: ATEFHETEATHT AR ¢¢ TATANR
= -] [

HIRSAT H-zlcdih=deq] W SHTRLITIAT AT 54T |

But, strangely and also adding to the confusion, towards the end of Balambhatti,
which is a commentary on the Mitaksara of Vijiane$vara which in turn is a commentary
on Yajiavalkyasmyti, it is mentioned that Lakmidevi composes the commentary *‘Laksmi’®
sfa Aifiemgrsarear  HErR T g ST HATE e AT TGl F =6 ST qTeoe
gt aafi rafbaraer e |

This apparent confusion can be set at rest with the help of the explanations given by

Govinda Das, in his detailed introduction to the Balambhatti as well as the internal evidence,
we come across in the commentaries of Vaidyanatha Payagunde on Candriloka and
SiryaSataka. Vaidyanatha Payagunde is the disciple of Nagesabhatta. Later Vaidyanatha
took his son Balambhatta to the preceptor who blessed the young Balambhatta. Balambhatta
wrote several commentaries on works, such as :

1 Paribhasendusekhara

2 Laghusabdendusekhara

5 Laghumanjisa

4. Laghusabdaratna

5 Sabdakaustubha’

6 Vivarana on Kayyata (upto Navahnika)

Balambhatta was the contemporary of Colebrooke, the Oriental scholar under the
British, who was a Judge at Mirzapur between 1795 and 1801 A.D. In the work “Life’ by
Colebrooke’s son, it is said that Colebrooke met scholarly Pandits at Banaras, for the
preparation of Digest of the Hindu works on Law. The Dharmasastrasangraha consisting
of twelve verses provides very clear evidence to show that Balambhatta met Colebrooke.*

AT FogEuTRAIgH I |
AT fAsafieEs: &l

5. Ibid., p. ix
6. Gharpure, Balambhatti, Prayascittadhyaya, Dharmasastra Granthamala, Bombay, 1924, p. 220

7. Pandit Nityananda Parvatiya, Govinda Das’s Intro. to Vyavahdrabalambhatti, Chowkhamba Sanskrit
Serres, Banaras, 1914, p. 43

8. Ibid.,p. 50
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The above verse also proves that Balambhatt_a is the son of Laksmi. The previous
verse mentions him as the son of Vaidyanatha and devoted to Nage$abhatta.’

o3t e S ifgener e |
AFRITEfRAT SaeTaTes: gt ||

Balambhatta had many .disciples like Bhaskara Sastri, Govindacarya,
Raghavendracarya and Mannudeva. In the following verse Mannudeva refers Balambhatta
as his teacher and not Vaidyanatha.'

PRI TET: |
FERMisATEYg: TAUSIAHE: ||

Govinda Das is a disciple of Kasinatha $astri, son of Govindacarya, one of the
disciples of Balambhatta. According to him, Vaidyanatha and Balambhatta are not same.
In fact, Vaidyanatha is the father of Balambhatta.'

No direct evidences are found as regard to place and date of Vaidyanatha in his
commentary on the Sidryasataka. Vaidyanatha is assigned to about the middle of 18th
century A.D. The period of Balambhatta is fixed to be between 1740 A.D. to 1830 A.D."

In the traditional circles in Banaras it is believed that Balambhatta, ascribed his works
" on Grammar to his father Vaidyanatha and dedicated his commentary on Mitakasara to his
mother Laksmi. The influence of the traditional belief is observed in the edition of

Balambhatti, where it is said: e TRIGaT @EHAIRHFAT VS IGIATHH ATGFHET TIHT;
@ 12T TS G AT ... || This explains how the work is attributed to Laksmi,

Balambhatta’s mother. The ascription of the other works to Vaidyanatha has prompted the
scholars to believe that Vaidyanatha Payagunde and Balambhatta are the same.

Balambhatta Payagunde has also written the Avimuktatattvain praise of the holy city '
of Banaras and also as a dedication to his step-mother Bhavani®® : 3ftf s eTEa-

9. Ibid, verse - 5, p.50
10.1bid, Verse - 7, p. 50

11.1bid., p. 51; See also his Intro. to Vyavaharabalambhatti, Ed. J.R. Gharpure, The Collection of
Hindu Law Taxts, Bombay, 1914, p. 33.

12.Govinda Das, Intro. to Vyavaharabalambhatti, p. 45

13.Dr. V. Raghavan, also refers to Balambhatta as the son of Vaidyanatha, * The Avimuktatattva of
Balambhatta Payagunde’, New India Antiquary, Volume 1, October, 1938-39, p. 404
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el RR R fmwaTs ¥ | The Vaivakarapasiddhantamanjusa of
Nage$abhatta has been commented upon by Vaidyanatha Payagunde, but, is believed to be

- - L Ll
Balambhatta’ commentary. For, the editors have mentioned:'* W@@Eﬁw

#I@&I(%H&ﬁjdm SATATSIAT ... But, contrary to this, the introductory part of the text of the
commentary Ka/2 mentions that Vaidyanatha Payagunde has composed the commentary.'

e fAfd T e |
TS g 3 g |
In the same way, Jaggu Venkatacarya has identified Vaidyanatha with Balambhatta.
He says in his statement'® ; qg%h TFETO AT TV STE - TR JTAPEIRATAT ARTHRISoT
m SATEETH | The commentary ‘Rama’on Candraloka of Jayadeva clearly shows
that the commentary is composed by Vaidyanatha Payagunde.'’

T A€ FEATE R #fd |
ARSAT WIEAT 0 T 3ol e |
Mahadeva Gangadhara Bakre also identifies Vaidyanatha with Balambhatta, when he
says'® I T SRFEAANE: TarGAERIAAT YOG TIrEen B | o Targarat
FrrefemTer, TRATH=EIE TeT, ATsekel WTHATHTATR, TERTSITETET 7T, TR T=HsSTaT
FT, AHCHHATERTET SEHIATET TeaTels fwar 3fe e yofian @y giwen | oF sy
TrEmE ShT AT TR 3y AT wat S e SR |

If Vaidyanatha Payagunde has written the commentary on Mitiksara, there is no

specific reason as to why it is named as “Laksmi’. But the name Laksmiof the commentary,
goes well with the belief that Balambhatta dedicated the commentary to his mother Laksmi.
Hence, it can be said that the commentary on Mitiksard is by Balambhatta and not
Vaidyanatha. If Balambhatta and Vaidyan&th_a are the same, there is no reason as to why
there are scparate commentaries on the Candraloka and the Kuvalayinanda. After all

14, Va.fj/ékaraﬂasfddbénramaﬁjﬁgé, Chowkhamba Sanskrit Series, Banaras, 1985, p. 1.
15.1bid., Verse - 4, p. 1. _
16. Alankaracandrikacakora, Coronation Press, Mysore, 1943, p. 282

17.Bakre Mahadeva Gangadhara, Candraloka with the commentary ‘Rama, The Gujarati Printing
Press, Bombay, 1923, verse 2, p.1.

18.1bid., Intro., p. 5
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Appayadiksita'® has followed the same definition as given in the Candraloka of Jayadeva.

I FHOF I FETHIIET: |
PRI LI ECIEIREIBECIREe ]

Therefore it can be said with an air of certainty that Vaidyanatha Payagunde wrote
the commentary Candrika on the Kuvalayananda.®

It can further be corroborated by the fact that if Balambhatta had been the real author
of the commentaries of the Candraloka and the Vaiyakaranasiddhantamanjisa, he would
have preferred to name them after his mother Laksmi. But the names of these two
commentaries are ‘Rama’and ‘Kali’respectively. It is very significant to observe in this
context that at the very outset of the commentary on Siryasataka, there is a verse, which
almost verbatim resembles the verse cited above from Vaidyanatha Payagunde’s
commentary on the Candraloka. The verse?' in question is:

T T FeTa: weRfa A |
AT e A=Y A )

It can be safely said that this 'commcn_tary on the Sidryasataka is written by
Vaidyanatha Payagunde, and not Balambhatta. However, towards the end of Vaidyanatha’'s
commentary on Siryasataka, the colophon reads:* HE ’Sﬁw&q’ﬂﬂﬂiﬁ ERUEE] ?Ef?l?i‘cﬁ .
qrds Hnif'ﬁ{[ This is perhaps the observation of the scribe who is carried away by the
popular belief that Vaidyanatha and Balambhatta are the same. Such instances have been
already noticed that in the beginning the work is ascribed to some one, whereas the colophon
ascribes it to somebody else. The Balambhatiiis ascribed to Laksmi, while the colophon
at the end of the Vyavahara section ascribes the authorship to the mother Lalakrsna. This
obviously appears to be the scribal mistake.”

19. Kuvalayananda of Appayadiksita with Alarikarasurabhi, Hindi Commentary by Bholashankar Vyas,
Chowkhamba Vidyabhawan, Varanasi, 1963, verse 5, p. 2.

20.While Mallinitha the cclebrated commentator wrote the commentary Tarala on Ekdvali of
Vidyadhara, his son Kumaraswamy wrote the commentary Rafnarpava on Prataparudriya of
Vidyanatha, see C.S. Radhakrishnan, Sathavairivaibhavaprabhakara, critical edition and study,
Amar Prakashan, Delhi, 1988, pp. 26-27.

21.See Critical Edition on Siryasataka commentaries, verse 2, p. 19
22.1bid., p. 150
23.For details see P.V, Kane, Op.cit., Vol. 1 pp. 970-973.
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The textual evidences in the form of verses, make it very clear that, Vaidyanatha
Payagunde who is author of the commentary Rama on the Candriloka and the Kali on the
Vaiyakarapasiddhantamanjisa, writes the commentary on the Siryasataka also. In the case
of the Siryasataka, Vaidyanitha has not given any name to the commentary. He merely
says vydcaste and implies that it is a vyidkhyad. 1 have presented the facts to show that
Vaidyandtha and Balambhatta are different.

Vaidyanatha Payagunde is credited with the authorship of many commentaries on
works belonging to different subjects such as the Cidastimala on Sabdendusekhara, the
commentary Gada on Paribhasendusekhara™ of Nagoji, the commentary Chaya on the
Mahabhasyapradipodyota, the commentary Kali on Vaiyakaranasiddhantamanjisd, and the
commentary Kama on the Candraloka of Jayadeva, commentary on the Siryasataka of
Maytira.

}iﬁ‘i;i‘
A

24, Anandasrama, Poona, 1913. -





