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I may here mention that there are four supplementary chapters
of the MimAnsé which go under the name of the

Supplementary '
chapters Sankarsa kdnda It oconsists of the chapters, Pddas
called dwvmiT and sttras as follows i~
Padas
Chapter Total
Ist 2nd 3rd 4th
XII1 15 18 24 27 84
X1v 41 18 15 30 104
xv 25 36 20 14 95
XVI 12% 19 22 10 63

— —

Grand total ... 346

There are no Adhikaranas ‘and the Sfitras are meagre; it is an

apooryphal portion of the Mim&nsd most probably palmed

MALCAY off as genuine by wiz®= the writer of wrgftfamr. It has a
commentary oalled wrgafexmr by wremt son of #rc.

This apocryphal portion is known under the name of dwawie and is said
to have been commented upon by wax. No commentary of @w&x has yet
been found, There is no doubt that Trargx has referred to dREHT

.. while commenting  upon III. wrz 3 of the
Rémanuja s‘ehool Vedanta Sdtras, He quotes “arar =T Tmar gIFATy Hid

refers to it o fnd this ®= in the mautilated form in Sitra 15 of
ohapter X1V, Pada 2 of wwamiz. The writer of the commentary called
agiaafty, who ‘belongs to that school has also referred to it. Ib
cannot be said with cerbainty that the ¥w¥wsiz or dwmwmis referred to
by the Ramdnuja school commentators is the same as published in the
% Pandit ” the monthly publication of the Benares Sanskrit College,
'What puts one in doubt is that RAmanuj has referred to ¥rarzwgfa, has
quoted in the commentary on Sftral of theVeddnta Sitra ¢« fgaRasarires
AfwRr Dywae T wredwentatz:”  (“This ardfcs wra has been collected
by Jaimini and:is characterised with sixteen chapters and is therefore one
Séstm"), has said that by virtue of the Satkas and ehepters, there is a division
of the anterior and posterior Mimé&nsds and has quoted the first Siitra of

* There is one Sdtra added at the end ; if it is counted, there will be 13
S{itras in bhis Pada,
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the MimAnsA and the last Sdtra of the VedAnta in order to show that thae
two together form one body of the Sastra.

Further, all the writers on the Mimansd have oharacterised RFwifts
Er  as  containing 12 chapters, See
wrafasaTaNAT, W€ €y, WAET eqrd qwe,
Wtwiar  afcarer and geraay,

wYYEn woeadr the writer of Rewra®s says in connection with the twelve

wggET oo ?‘ba.pter.s (of ‘the Miméinsi after giving their conten.ts

TAT FRTCRERICATIAGEATENT Afafandray | agPaaArwiv
duar afegwygaraares  wo ATARTLATER (TR O AETATARY,
“ Similarly dwYwmi® consisting of four chapters was compiled by &fwfr._

That being known under the title of Rsarwiz and dealing with the
subject of saerifice, is included in the Karma Miméansd *°,

The writer of the Sarvadars'ana Sangraha has
given a summary of only twelve chapters of the
Mimansa.

From the conflicting views, it appears that the Sankarsa Kaaoda was once
regarded a separate treatise but not a part of Jaimini’s
Mim4ne consisting of twelve chapters It formed a sepa-

No mention of dwd=mi®
by any commentator,

refers to it,

No mention of it
in wdTATETY

crwrgy time.

rate book and was passed off as the genuine work of Jaimini by the interes-
ted persons, Réméinuja was born in 1127 A, C.; we find dxvwie referred
to by him for the first time ; 7ggza gTeadt gave a detailed aceount of it.
Strange to say that the “®¥®iT is not mentioned by Alberuni and
Abul Fazal. The latter has given the contents of
the twelve chapters of Jaimini’s +rwigr. For these
reasons, I am of opinion that ®ww=is is a spurious work.,
Further I am of opinion that the work as it exists in the
present form is either the work of wigR@ or wremc. The latter after
mentioning the incomplete commentary of WeIW says.
¢ STty Vrraaedr Afragr aradrifewt | davtervgRET
fagor wrdw grevga  n At fragrfendg fagemite araerd o
aigwtwadregRTwgar awfoit wreme: 1? ¢ That wRdrtEy
containing the Vedic texts had sixteen characteristics ; the 4th part called
gwewie was lost in course of tiue: even now like W@t having 8 feet,
it is constantly read, BhAskara, son of wewYx with great labour brought it
to completion. ” Bhaskara seems to be a great admirer of wz?a and
dedicated the work in the name of his master and called it wigefrg=T after
swrg@tfamr of his preeeptor ; 1 think he was his contemporary.
Khanda Deva is said t2 be the preceptor of wagT® fsrmett the author of gy
o wed, TanrgraT, wrwattaete &e.  The latter lived in the reigns
Histime ¢ ghah Jeban and Aurangzeb. @=2d must have flouriched
in the reign of Shah Jehan as he is said to bave died in 1685 by Keith.

Alberuni and
Abul Fazal do
not mention it.

ATERT or WERA
appearsto be the
autbor.
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The dwdaie never found popularity amongst the students of the MimAaned
and was therefore very properly consigned to oblivion,
We do not find it mentioned in any aneient works prior
to xrwryw or wygan weewdt. The editor of the ' Pandit’
believing it to be & genulne work of Jaimini did well in publishing it
and putting it befors the MimAns& resding public.

The style of the so called Sttras does not resemble that of Jaimini ; it is

Btyle. 8o very curt and mutilated that one can not make oat
-anything without the help of wrewc's wrgafemmr, Thers are no wWramTws
whioh are the peculiar characteristios of #Fadt's wrwiwr. Each ohapter has
4 pAdas as shown in the above table.

The last Sdtra in the 4th PAda of the 4th ohapter which is called the
16th Chapter in the work, ends with the word -+ warar
vt ewiws”’ which has been repeated twice andimitated

from the final endings in SAnkhya Pravachana or the Vedfanta Sdtras

It is a valuable work in the Mim&nsA literature and is more in the nature
-of the Kalpa Stra. It does nob discuss any general prineiple as is done by

Jaimini in his MimAasa, The well-known twelve principles have beep
disoussed in the twelve chapters by Jaimini, but in the present work
under disoussion, there is a simple description of the post-sacrificial minor
1t cannot be ceremonies which really form the subject of Srauta part
-gonsidered a sup- of the Kalpa S@tra. In this view which I take of the
plement of the dwrdwiy, it can not be comsidered a supplement of

MimAnsd, Jaimint’s Miménss,

dwvwiw wag
never popular,

Peouliarities,



