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AGASTYA IN THE TAMIL LAND 

No tradition is so widespread throughout the length and 

:Introduction. 
breadth of the Tamil country as that 
concerning :;age Agastya and his 1mme­

rous exploits. Of all the mythic, ·semi-historic and 
historic personages of the A1 yan annals, who have figured 
in South Indian History, Agastya has occupied the fore­
most place and secured the largest homage of the cultured' 
and the masses alike. He meets us fro'll the very start of 
Aryan History, being a composer of certain hymns of the 
earliest of the Vedas, the ~g Veda. Still he seems to 
have been not included amongst the seven holy sages, 
the f->rajapatis, or the progenitors of the human . race. 
These were Gotama, Bharadwaja, Viswamitra. Jama­
dagn1 Vasi~tha, Kiisyapa and Atri. Even later Puraryas, 
like the l'ayu and the Vi.pJ,u, which have amplified the 
list of the primitive sages by including Bhrgu and 
Daksa, have only quietly passed Agastya over. This 
circumstance may lend some cofour of support to the 
doubt whether Agastya is not after all the sage of a 
later day. However that be, posterity has made ample 
amends for this omission by raising him to a still 
higher position and assigning him a place among H:e 
Stars. The Star Canopu~, which sheds its brilliance in 
the Southern heavens, is belie-ved to be none other than 
the austere Sage Agastya the semi-divine benefactor of 
the human race, who has been thus honoured by a grateful 
posterity. 
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It is no wonder that this famous figure should ~ave 
become the centre of multifarious. 

BU birth. mythic accretions. !f is advent into 
this world, equally with his tr.anslat1011 to the st~ny 
heavens, falls beyond human belief ~nd even conceph_on: 
He is known as Kalasaja, Kalasisuta, Kmnbhayom,. 
'Kmnbhasambliava, Gliafodbhava (the pot-born), from the­
fact that he was born from the seed of Mitra received and 
preset'\Ted in- a pot. The story runs that once upon a time 
both Mitra and Varuna had a sort of love cont~t in res• 
pect of the heavenly. damsel 'Orvasi and that they could 
not do anything more than depositing their fertile -seed,. 
one in a pot and the other in the sea. In time, Agastya 
~as born from the pot and Vasi!}tha, one of the reputed 
Saptar~is, started his life from the sea. From this 
divine parentage Agastya is called also Maitra-Varui:ii and 

. Oµrvasiya. There are variations of this story in later 
traditions; but it serves· no purpose to recount them here. 
One·fact is plain enough from Agastya's biography, that 
to ordinary mortals hi.i birth is as mysterious as his trans­
lation to a star. From the trend of the primitive Aryan 
mind to revel in the supernatural, one should be inclined 
to be. cautious, to the ex~ertt of. even scepticism, in seek­
ing .to. reach a nucleus of trµth iri an overgrowth of 
materials l~gendary to the core.. Still one· m-ty be allow­
ed ·the consolation that even after discounting foe valuf' 
of the ~i~culous and mythical chaff in the life of this 
sage, there may yet remain certain solid grains of human 
histoty which could be garnere~ into the ·historic stor~ of 
the ancient Aryans. How far and' in wl)at manner that 
can • be effected withQut doing violence to the demands 
of normal human reas~n remain$' a problem to this day. 

The myths .that have gathered round this Aryan sagt 
fall into two broad classes, the . earlier 
and ·the ·tater. His s<rcalled Exodus to 
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the South from Aryavarta serves to divide the incidents 
into the Aryan and the Dravidian group of ?:>.yths. From 
the point of view of the historical investigator, there is 
hardly any ground for distinctive choice between them. 
·Both run on parallel lines and are steeped in the ~ira­
culous through and through. The Himalaya moun'tain 
of the northern myth is replaced by the Pothiyil of the 
South; Agastya's cpmposition of many ~g Vedic hymns 
and medical works in ·Samscrit is answered by his imme­
rous mystic and medical treatis~s in Tamil; his -effort in 
bringing down the Ganges with the consent of Siva (vide 
Kasi Ka.Q.<;l.am) finds an echo in his getting Tamraparl}.i 
from Siva and his bargaining with God Gal}.esa for 
Kaveri; his seat in Benares seems to be replaced by his 
abode in Badami, known as Dak~iQa Kasi; his, marriage 
with Lopamudra, the daughter of a Vidarbha King, has 
also a parallel in his wedding of Kaveri, the daughter . 
of King Kavera; and taking into consideration the 
curses, which had issued from his spiritual armoury 
in the north, his curse o( Tolkappiyar, his own studenf, 
shows unmistakably how the dwarf sage-for on ac­
count of . I. is diminutive size he was known as Kuru­
tntt?Ji also--kept true to his old habits, in the far­
away South. This parallelism is sufficient to establish 
tha_t the so~th<'rn myths are largely mere echoes of the 
northern and may be presumed to .have been due 
either to a pure Aryan source in the South er to a 
Dravidian origin borrowing its motif and whole inspira­
tion from the Aryan. Incidentally, it may be interesting 
to refer to some recent attempts to make out of this far­
famed Aryan protagonist an indigenous saint of blue 
Dravidian blood, The fanciful theorizers, who have 
been led to do this, have been driven, in the absence of 
sober grounds, to invoke to their aid Philology~ frail 
reed to lean upon. They connect Agastya, or Akattiyan 
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• Tamil, with Akatti (a;•~$!) tree and elaborate for the 
:casion a fable that th~ Saint being a physician himself 
was very fond of Akattf and had it planted round his 
hermitage. Here we find myth opposing myth and the 
ends of natural justice more than satisfied. But, apart 
from any dialectical victory, the question for us to con­
sider is whether Agastya could be made to claim a 
Dravidian parentage. If Agastya were a Dravidian by 
birth,· one might justifiably ask what necessity there was 
.in the Southerner to duplicate the incidents which had 
befallen the life of his northern compeer. Mere 
accident can ·scarcely be supposed to explain away so 
many points of contact as we find in the life-history of 
this ·interesting· couple. 

Taking the myths as a:whole, a few points strike us 
as worthy of mention here. Naturally 

~c:ttona. enough the name of this antique figure 
has been intertwined to a large extent with nature-myths 
of the remotest antiquity. His coming down to the 
South to equalise the Southern Hemisphere with the 
Nerthern in the tilted scale of the heavenly balance, his 
suppression of t~e Vindhya mountains and his drinking 
up the ocean dry may be connected with certain as­
tronomical and geological phenomena (of which we 
have- no knowledge at present), coming as cataclysms 
once in a way to disturb the. otherwise unifopn ·a.ow of 
natural events.· . Setting these aside, we find that by far 
the: greater number of the miraculous incidents which .fin 
his- life fall under the class of curses of unerring. potency. 
Indeed so free was. he with his curses and so deep-rooted 
was the instinct of cursing in him that on~ migbt be 
tempted. :.to dub him the Cursing Saint par ~c(:llence. He 
was- bqrn a dwarf and what he lacked in stature lie seems 
to have more than made up by his acquisition of extraor­
dinary powers bordering on the miraculous, His temper 
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was at no time balanced and under the slightest provoca­
tion would rush into an irate mood of destructive proclivi­
ty. Indra, Nahu~a, Urvasi, Ghrtaci. Madiyanandai, Tataka, 
Sunda, Krauiica, Ma9imanda, Lopamudra, and Tholkap­
piyar had all to pay heavy penalties, one way or another, 
for provoking him. A beneficent mood too he seems :to 
have had; but very rarely could the saint be prevailed 
upon to dole out his benedictions to this sinful world. ft 
may be charitable to suppose that :.. reforming saint, as 
our sage was reputed to have been, must have been 
under ,special necessities at that'remote period to whip a 
wicked world into some sort of acceptable moral order.. 
A good deal, however, could be forgiven in one who hc!,d 
become the centre of light and leading by sitting at the 
feet of God hi~self-Siva, Muruga, the Sun-God, all had 
a hand in his• instructi"on and training-and 'imbibing 
knowledge for the guidance of erring humanity. His 
very mediation between God and Man may be urged as a 
ground for . measuring him by a standard other than 
what we adopt in the judgment o(,ordinary 1~ortals: Let 
alone his. activities in Northern India, the events which 
mark his progress towards the South have an interest all­
their own for the student of South Indian History. 
Hence these deserve to be studied in greater detail. 

Geographically. his exodus t_o the Peninsular India 
divides itself foto three· distinct strata. 

W:he =:::a~• io The earliest finds him lodged in the 
Agastyasrama, a few miles north of 

Nasik, the ancient Paiicavati, on the northern borders 
of the Da1,19akara1_1ya Fore$t. His rµarriage of Lopimudri, 
the daughter of the Vidarbha King and Rama's first inter­
view with him take place here. The second stratlUXl 
begins with his residen,ce at Malakuta, three miles ~t Qi. 
Qadami_ (the ancient Vatapipura) . otherwise known -~ 
Dak~ir:iakasi, in the Kaladgi • District of the Bom~y 
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Presidency. We must • remember that this new resi­
dence is ab(lut three hundred miles down south 
from his N asik Asrama of the first period. 
Agastya's eating up Va.ta.pi and his destruction of 
IJvala (known also as Vilvala) may be reforred to 
this period of his sojourn in the South. The third 
stratum of stories gathers round him at Pothiyil, known 
also as Malaya, one of the -southernmost promontories 
of the Western Ghats, in the Pil}Qya country. ·with 
such a residence in the very centre of the foremost Tamil 
Na.tu of those days, he is credited with having founded 
the first Tamil Acaderny and having presided over it, be­
sides writing ·an Extensive Tamil Grammar and sundry 
other works on medicine, mysticism, and even . magic. 
Tradition, however, does not leave him here in his 
;;outhernmost home, about eight hundred miles away 
from his Nasik Asrama. Two more strata of legends 
a.re added by making him cross the seas.- In the fomih 
epoch,· we find him landed in the Indonesian Islands in 
:he .East, where ·he is said to have visited Barhi1_1advipa 
(Borneo), Kusa I;)vipa, and Vara.ha Dvipa. Here too 
he appears to have taken up his abode in .the Maha 
Malaya Hill in Malaya Dvipa. The fifth and last stage 
is reached when he is made to cross over to the main­
l~lfld and enter Siam and Cambodia. It was here, at the 
end of his ever-lengthening Journey eastwards, he had to 
marry a local beauty-, Yasomati by name, and leave by 
her a royal progeny among whom King Yasovarma was 
an outstandi!lg personage. Leaving out of account the 
:xploit~ of his trans-l_nd~n tou_r, which happily many of 
his Indian followers m the mamland are unaware of to 
this day, the other layers of tradition, which cling to his 
ichievements on the l~dian soil, have all been laid one 
o 1er another _in the course of. a few centuries and hav~ 
thus grown into a vast pile by themselves. To make 
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this 'contusion worse confounded', the later -Pauranic 
writers also have spun all sorts of amazing tales of 
my:.;tcry and imagination round this Aryan sage without 
an eye to smooth ;nvay inconsistencies and escape con­
tradictions. Probably tl,ey may ha\·e thought that the 
sage was too great a man to sink undt:r the weight oi 
thei•· legendary lore. 

As a first step in the so-called Aryanisation1 of 
Dak!jit:tapatha (Southern India) ana Further India, the 
northern tradition which has gathered 1 ouncl his her­
mitage near Dar:u;laka.ral).ya gives us a valuable clue. 

--------------
1. If by • civilization ' one means the possession of a 

body of literature, religion and philosophy, as is too often 
done by certain Sanskritists, then Dravidian India could be 
truly spoken of as aryanised. If, on the other hand, the term 
signified, as it should, v.ery much more than these very late 
accomplishments, as for instance man's control of Nature by 
wresting from it not only the necessities but the comforts and 
conveniences of life by a well-developed ,and well-ordered 
system of arts in almost every department of human pursuit, 
and the consequent amelioration of man's estate both in his 
individual and corporate existence in society by all the devices 
at his command and by all the efforts he is capable of, then 
more than three-fourths of the belongings of the present-day 
life must go to the credit of an indigenous civilization the 
Dravidian has inherited from his ancestors. Take for in­
stance, two of the prime arts of life, Agriculture and Architec­
ture. Where is the Aryanisation in them ? To speak still of the 
Aryanisation of Dravidian India, in the extremely limited 
sense, is to lose the right historical perspective and growing 
even unfair to the substantial contributions of the Dravidians 
to the stock of the present-day South Indian civilization. Even 
in the field of letters, religion and philosophy, no student of 
history will be inclined to discount the characteristic share of 
the Dravidians, although it may not compare in quantity favour­
ably with that of the Aryan nation. 
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As at !?resent, e\·en at that early time, secular movements, 
of wh_1ch colonisation of countries may be taken as a type, 
we~t 111 the wake of missionary enterprise and Agastya's 
tr~mg to plant the Aryan religious rites, amongst the 
alien tribes of the South, only furnished the opportunity 
for _the later expansion of the Aryans into the Southern 
reg10n. It would not he true to say th.lt Agastya him­
self was c.onscious, at the time, of the far-reaching 
consequence::; of his acts pursued for other purposes thao 
land occupation. Never I he less, being the fast man who 
had pioneered the race into a ne,v country of unmeasured 
potentiality, he should naturally come to be looked upon 
as a benefactor of his race, deserving their highest homage 
and worship. Thei e is absolutely little or no difficulty 
frrJm the Aryan point of view in explaining away the high 
veneration in which Agastya's name is still held. But 
the real problem begins only when we try to apprq~ch 
the subject from the Dravidian side. It is inconceivable 
how a whole race could be brought round to extol 
a foreign leader of· men as the type of perfection in 
learning, wisdom, and saintliness and accept him as their 
own spiritual overlord and guide, Here, at any rate, 
we find the extraordinary phenomenon of almost the 
entire Tamil race of the present day enthroning Agastya, 
an Aryan ~~i, in a rank 11ttle removed from that of 
divinity and paying him homage as to one of their own 
kith and kin. Is it possible, one may ask, for a race !o 
exhibit such utter lack of race-consciousness as is here 
displayed? It may be doubted whether the attempt to 
make a Dravidian out of the Aryan sage has not been 
done with a rie\v to cut the Gordian knot, here present• 
ed. Howevermuch race-consciousness may feel flatter• 
ed by this daring feat, it is a foregone conclusion that no 
scholar of any standing will be found to stake his repµ­
tation on the acceptance of this new-fangled· theory. 
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After all, the problem is not so hopeless as it appears 
at first sight. In fact, it serves the great purpose of 
driving us to revalue the data on which the Agastya 
legend has been built up in the Tamil ]and. 

In all societies, Tradition stands as the natural back­
ground of history. Authentic history 

Appraisement of can scarcely be said to arise before Tradition. 
' the invention of writing and the vast 

period in which man had been evolving from a primitive 
state of existence is one of haze, if not darkness, from the 
standpoint of recorded history. The inqefatigable 
labours of Anthropologists and Archaeologists have 
doubtless resulted in marshalling other records than 
those in writing, which throw fairly. good right on the 
li"fe oi man in prehistoric times; but these unfortunately 
do not cover the whole extent of man's spiritual evolu­
tion. Except the fitful glimpses afforded by the artifacts 
left behind by the primitive man into some aspects of 
his inner life, we have scarcely anything to enable us to 
read the whole extent and colour of it.· i\lany chapters 
in ~he spiritual evolution of man must thus remain seal­
ed for ever. Scientific approach becoming impracticable 
here, at least Tradition may .be expected to step i11 to 
throw a few rays into the dark corridors of by-:gone 
times. And as a matter of fact, .the primitive history of 
every race and tribe is found to consist entirely of Tradi~ 
tions whose value may vary according to circumstances. 
The scientific historian is bound not to throw thetn over­
board en massc but to ~ift them carefully and scrupulous­
ly', to arrive at whatever modicum of truth they may 
contain. The task of separating the ore from the dross 
is, however, a difficult orie ·and Jew indeed can hope to 
succeed in it who does· ~1ot bring.with him an irreproach­
able scientific. temper and, method a!")d a sympathetic 
imagin;1tion withal. In valu"ing traditions generally, one 

A-2 
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has to see fit·st, whether they satisfy the most important 
pre-requisite, absence of internal inconsistencies and 
contradictions and secondly, whether they can claim an 
unbroken continuity with the remote past. Let -us see 
how the Aga!;.tya tradition. fares judged as it should be 
by these fundamental tests. 

However ancient this tradition has been made tu 
look like in later times, cerlainly it 

A~l~,~~Y 01 Tra- cannot be anterior to the founding of 
the earliest settlement of the Aryans 

beyond the Vindhya mountains, ·which for a long time 
stood as an impenetrable barrier in their way to the South. 
The north-eastern and south-western ends of this chain of 
mountains were kno•wn to the inhabitants of Aryavarta as 
Pariyatra, because they marked the boundary of their 
y4fra or -range of communication. The tide of Aryan 
Migration which was thm, stemmed in, towards the 
south, flowed on in an easterly direction along the course 
of the Ganges up to its very mouth in the Bay of Bengal. 
Later on, it seems to have overflowed in this corner taking 
a south-westerly course as far as Utkala-the modern 
Orissa. Reference is made in Aitareya Brahmal).a to the 
Sage Viswamitra having condemned by a curse the proge­
ny of fifty of hiss ms to live on the borders of the Aryan 
settlement and these were " the Andhras, Put).c;lras, 
Sabaras, Pulin<J.as, and Mutibas and the descendants of 
Viswamitra formeJ a large proportion of the Dasyus." 1 

1. Aitarey~ Briihmana, VII, 18. 
cf. Prof. Max Mulle~'s conclusion in pp. 334-335 of his 

History of Ancient Sa,zskrit Literature. 
" At all events the Taittiriya A.ry~yaka represents the 

latest period in the development of the Vedic religion, and 
sho,vs a strong admixture of post-vedic ideas and names. 
The same applies also to several parts of the Taittiriya Brih­
ma~a, the last part of which does not belong to Taittiri, but is 
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These tribes are referred to in the later epics and 1he 
Purai:ias as occupying the country to the South of the 
Vindhyas, beginning from a little to the north of the 
mouth of the Godavari in the east to the mouth 
of the Narmada in the west. But this knowledge of 
a few tribes to the South-east of the Vindhya range on 
the part of the author of the Aitarfya Brahmat;i.a hymn 
does not count for much. For, Pat:1ini, whose date on 
the most liberal calculation1 of Dr. R. G. Bhandarkar 
is taken to be 700 B. C., makes mention in his sutras of 
Kacca, Avanti, K6sala, Karii~a, and Kalinga as the far­
thest countries in the South. Dr. Bhandarkar writes 
"Supposing that the non-occurrence of the name of any 
country farther south in Pai:iini's work is due to his not 
having known it, a circumstance, which looking to the 
many names of places in the North that he gives appears 
probable, the conclusion follows that in his time the 
Aryans were confined to the north of the Vindhya but 

-----------
ascribed to Katha, the same Muni to whom the beginning of 
the .Aryawaka is said to have been revealed. There are some 
traces which would lead to the supposition that the Taittiriya 
Veda had been studied particularly in the South of India, and 
even among people which are- still considered as un-~ryan in 
the Briihmana of the ~g Vtida. In the Taittiriya Ara,;1yaka 
different re;dings are mentioned which are no longer ascribed 
to different Sakhiis but to certain countries in the South of 
India, like those of the Dravidas, lndhras and Karniilaka!S. 
This fact by itself would throw some doubt on the antiquity and 
genuineness of the class of Vedic writings at least in that form 
in which we now possess them." 

1. For instance, Dr: Washburn Hopkins of the Yale 
University tries to ascribe Piinini to the 3rd century B. C. He 
writes : " But no evidence has yet been brought forward to 
show conclusively that Piir;iini" lived before the 3rd century 
B.C." Vide The Great Epic of I11dia, p. 391. 
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did not proceed or communicate with the northern-most 
portion of the Eastern Coa'it, not by crossing that range, 
but by avoiding it by taking an easterly course.'11 

Thus then Agastya piercing the Vindhya in .his colo­
nising expedition to the South cannot be d:ited 
earlier than 700 B. C. Taking next the references 
made to Vidarbha, the Berars, in both the Epics, the 
Rama.ya1_1a and the Mahabharata, Dr. Bhandarkar gi\'es 
out as his .considered opinion that this State was the 
oldest Aryan province in the southern country.2 He 
does not tell us whether it was founded by the Aryans 
who came from the East or by the followers 0f. Agastya 
who cut across the Vindhyas from the North. It may, 
however, be presumed from the tradition that Agastya 
gave the girl Lopamudra to a king of Vidarbha to be 
brought up by him and afterwards claimed her for his 
wife, that that kingdom. must have existed sometime be­
fore Agastya's entering into a marital alliance with 01Je 

of its Kings. Even supposing that th~ two epics began 
their existence at about 500 B.C.-and there are scholars 
who bring down the dates of the composition of these 
Epics much lower-the Kingdom of Vidarbha must have 
started into existence sometime between 700 and 500 
B. C. And i~ this ii1terval also Aga~tya's meeting of the 
Vidarbha l{ing must be placed. We shali ·not be far 
~rong then if we date the beginning of Agastya's coloni­
Smg career somewhere about 600 B. C. If, on the other 
hand, we give weight to the arguments of scholars that 
till lC? B. <.:._ ~hese _celebrated epics have ~een undergoing 
matenal additions m successive recensions-and in fact 
the force of these arguments cannot b!! lightly set aside­
we may have to revise the date to a still lower level. 

·---------
1. Dr. Bhandarkar's Early History of Decca11, pp. 12-13. 
2. Dr. Bhandarkar's Early History of Deccan, p. 7_ 
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Thus 600 B. C. is a faidy early enough date. It was 
about this period that the hero of the Ramayal)a met 
Agastya, in his Asram near Na.sik, the ancient Paiica­
vati, The country to the south of Vidarbha, the site of 
the mor!ern Maharal?tra, was then an impenetrable forest 
known as Dai;t<;Iakaral).yam infested by fierce 1mimals and 
wild tribes.1 If, however, a higher antiquity is claimed 
for the epics, we have to simply leave them aside as 
incapable of being brought into relationship with the 
historical incidents of Aryan immigration into South 
India. However unserviceable these epics may be for 
chronological purposes of a positive historic character, an 
unexpected light is thrown upon this tract of time by the 
early Greek writers. I shall refer only to two of the 
earli~st of them, Ktesias of Knidos and Megasthenes, both 
of the 4th century B. C. The India of these writers was 
only India north of the Vindhyas. Had they received 
any information about the southern peninsula, certainly 
they would have included it in their othenvise elaborate 
accounts. Not only this, the impression they seem to 
have formed is that from Pata!e at the mouth oi the 
Indus in the West to Gange at the mouth of the Ganges in 
the East there ran an almost straight coast-line washed 
by the Southern Ocean. This ignorance on the part of 
the early writers, including Ktesias, may have been due 
to various reasons and need not concern us here ; but 
when we find it pervading the writing of so careful a 
writer as Megasthcnes, who lived at the court of Patali­
putra and had at his command all the sources of informa-

1. Compare with this the observations of such late wri­
ters as the author of the 'Periplus of the Erythrean Sea' and the 
Chinese Travellers of the 5th and the 7th Centuries after 
Christ. They refer to the extreme difficulty of getting by land 
into S, India. 

author 
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tion available at the time, his omis~ion of South India 
becomes truly significant. It could be ascribed to no 
other reason than the patt-nt one, that peninsular India 
was then an unknown region in the North and hence the 
scurces Mcgasthenes must have tapped for his account 
could not have furnished him with any information re­
garding the South. Even Katya.yana's reference to 
Pa.1)<;\ya, and Cola in his Vftrtika marks only the first 
faint glimmerings of an imperfect acquaintance with 
South India about 350 B. C. ·which broadens subsequently 
into clear knowledge sometime about 150 B. C., the time 
of Patafijali. Thus then the testimony of Sanskrit 
Literature and the early Greek writers places beyond a 
doubt that Southern India about 400 B. C. was almost a 
terra iHcognita to the Northern Aryans1• Viewed in this 

l. This conclusion· is more than clinched by the finding 
of Prof. A. A. Macdonell in his History of Sanskrit Literat11re: 
pp. 89. 

"The History of Ancient Indian Literature naturally falls 
into two main periods. The first is the Vedic, which beginning 
perhaps as early as 1,500 B. C. extends in its latest phase to 
about 200 B. C. In the former half of the Vedic Age the 
character of its literature was creative and poetical while the 
centre of culture lay in the territory of the Indus and its 
tributaries, the modern Punjab; in the latter half, Literature 
was theologically speculative in matter and prosaic in form. 
while the centre of intellectual life had shifted to the valley of 
the Ganges. Thus in the course of the Vedic Age Aryan 
civilization had overspread the whole of Hindustan proper, the 
vast tract extending from the mouths of the Indus to those of 
the Ganges, bounded on the North by the Himalayas, and on 
the South by the Vindhya range. The second period con­
current with the final off-shoots of Vedic Literature and closing 
with the Mahammadan conquest after 1,000 .A. D. is the Sans­
krit period strictly speaking. In a certain sense, owing to the 
continued literary use of Sanskrit mainly for the composition 
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light the very detailed and elaborate references to the 
South that we find in the two epics should be taken as 
nothing better than subsequent interpolations. 

Next, let us see whether there is anything in the 
later Greek ,vriters or Tamil Classical 

A\~t•co!:tey~e Literature, coming about the first two 
centuries after Christ. There is abso­

lute_ly nothing about this sage in any of the writings we 
have now taken up for consideration. Ptolemy makes 
mention of Bettigo,1 the Pothigai, a variant of Pothiyil, 
but passes on without any allusion to the resident s.;ge. 
His silence is striking and l,Uggestive if considered with 
the silence of the 'Tamil Classical Literature taken as a 
whole. 

Except Parij,li(jal2, which belongs very likely to the· 
sixth or the seventh century A. D., not a single work i& 
there among the Sangaru works-works shorn cf course 
of the legendary embellishments of later commentators­
which makes any mention direct or indirect or gives us. 
any clue by name or implication to the life of this sage,. 
his works or e\'en his very existence. In Pattuppatfu 
--------------------------· 

of commentaries, this period may be regarded as coming down 
to the present day. During this second epoch Brahman culture 
was introduced and overspread the Southern portion of the 

h "S h" continent called the Dekkhan or t e out . 

1. Vide Appendix I. 
2. Judged by the style and sentiments of the poems con­

tained in this work, few critics, I believe, will contend for its. 
high antiquity. The opinion is common amongst Tamil scholars. 
that this late production was included in the Sangam collec­
tion of writings to do duty for the missing genuine Paripii4,als 
of old. Mr. R. S. Narayanaswami Aiyar, B. A., B. L., from 
certain astronomical calculations, suggests 372 A. D., as the 
probable date of the composition of this Poem. Vide Chentamil .. 
Vol. 19, p. 384. 
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(The .Ten Idylls) no poet nas referred to Agastya or his 
civilising activity in behalf of the Tamil race. Nor is 
there any referen(je· to Pothiyil as the seat of Agastya ·in 
the very heart of the Tamil country. No doubt thew<;>rd 
(Qurrfo)i&61J) Pothiyil occurs in Tirumur11garrr,ppa/ai, 
Maturaikkanci, etc., but in all-of the•~ it means a common 
place of meeting. Likewise, excepting Paripa/al _as al­
ready stated, in none of the works composing Ettutokai 
(The Eight Collections) is there any reference to Agastya. 
In places ,vhere the Pothiyil hill is mentioned ~n 
Puraniinuru (vide stanzas 2 and 128) or in NarTi,;.ai (vide 
stanza 379) Agastya's name does not appe;_1r. In certain 
texts a connection between the hill and the Pal).gya King 
and not the sage is all that is brought a'hout. It is worthy 
of note in this connection how Nacchigarkkigiyar,. -a 
late commentator, tries to pop~larise the Agastya cult by 
twisting a few lines of verse in· Madi,raikklif!ci from their 
most obvious and natural meaning, and thereby almost 
manufacturing a reference to the sage Agastya. Here are 
the lines :-

uQ ,sar&JTQJ JD GuwrR w .§1611rlillT (515 #JU~ JD 
Q(!!lfisr(!/'#] &L-Q/,::_ ~fisrsmr (}UJw 

QJ61Slll ~/Err !P(§Q)u Gurr(§u~p, Gurrr5,r;." -UJ,#IBlJlfof!&tr<§fa. 

Its translation is as fol.lows :-Oh!· War-like Prince, 
1ord of the hiJI resounding with waterfalls, and known as 
the 'Southern King' (by pre-eminence) and, in point of 
unapproachable prowess, standing second only to that 
ancient primal Being (Siva) himself. The adjectival 
phra~e c;;,_.~6!1TQ/ p, GuwrR11.J may also be taken as qualifying 
Q/lff611T(!;C.§JISL-Q/fit- and interpreted as the god who subdued 
by lJis might Yama, the Lord of the South. The term 
Mutukaµvu! C!/J6•:......6llroir is herein used to distinguish Siva 
from Muruga or Kuma.ra, the youthful deity, his son 
Nacchil}arkk.il]iyar makes •Mutukatavn!' denote Ag~s~ 
·and 'ThemJava~,' Raval).a,·and imports into the Jines the 
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legend of Agastya overcoming Ravat;,.a in a musical duel 
and bundling him bag and baggage cut of the Tamil" 
country. The intrinsic improbabilities of this tradition 
apart, Nachchiuarkkiniyar's interpretation . of the text is 
altogether far,..fetched and fanciful. Two • familiar words 
haYe been made to shed their ordinary signi6.cations and 
stand for Rava9a and Agastya to suit a pre-conceived 
theorv of- the commentator. Some may ·praise this 
ingenuity on the part of the c0mmentator, but I am st:re 
no scholar. who goes direct to the original verse, will faii 
to catch its natural import. The solitary_ reference in the 
line •GurrfiluJJfii,r QP611fl62Jfii,r L/QS):JQJm11 ~t!J', which occurs in the 
11th Paripatal and refers to the Star Canopus, receives 
its adequate explanation by the comparative lateness of the 
period of composition of that work. Barring this ·one 
intrusive instance, for which the lack of a chronological 
sense on the part of the redactor of the Sangam works was 
responsible, the whole extent of Tamil Classical Litera­
ture has not a word to say about Agastya, or his literary 
labours. If it is urged that a negative testimony of this 
•sort, an argumei,tmti . ex silentio, is scarcely conclusive, 
there is the reply that the absence of reference to Agastya· 
is certainly more . than negative in the special circum­
stances of this case. If a ref~rence to the Sage were to 
be expected anywhere at all, undoubtedly it must be·. in 
-connection with the description of the Po·thiyil~ his 
mountain residence. Popular belief to this day rurs 6n 
the line that the immortal Rishi is even now li~irig m the 
southernmost· peak of the \Vestern Ghats. Such being 
the case, a poet who thinks of describing this particular' 
bill or range should naturally be expected 'to alb.iqe to its 
saintly occuoarit on. 'Some oi;casion or attotlfet. T.his· 
absence of-reference to· the Sage has· occurred in the 
stanzas not of one poet· only -but of a numbeF- of: :l:bem .. 
Their silence seems almost conspired and •is ac~ordjngly 
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arrestjng, One and all of them compose their verses in ut­
ter unconsciousness of the existence of the Saint or his 
exp]oits. The on]y possih]e explanation for this pheno­
menon of general silence is that at that time there did not 
exist even a scrap of the Agastya tradition, It was all IL 

manufacture of later days and any attempt tc look for it 
in the pages of these ear]y records must turn cut fruit­
less, Thus, about the early centuries after Christ, the· 
seed C?f theAgastya tradition had not yet been sown in the 
Tamil land. From the following three lines of a stanza 
of Poet Ei;iisseri Mu<;lamosiyar (Purananuru, 128), one 
can only conclude that the Pothiyil had not then secured 
the austere associations due to Agastya's saintly presence. 

&f;O(!Y~ UJtr,6/UJ wfilJJt;/IQJ~ Gwrp)u51 
~n(iJU)l6fir (§JIJJfi; 6116116'1#/ 

t.!©Q•& UJ6irfillf rr (§~•C: 611tr QJ ,R(J p". _ 
Naturally the question will arise that myths bemg 

the coinage of the earliest times why 
Agast7a tl'lldition the Tamil country alone shou]d show 

~~•0 :i~~laaai- a reverse process. Any satisfactory 
answer to this legitimate query forces. 

on us the necessity of glancing a little at the rncial 
characteristics of the Dravidians and the Aryans taken as. 
a whole. I trust I shall not be wrong in calling the 
Aryans predominantly a n~tion of thinkers and the 
Dravidians characteristically a nation of doers. Not. that 
the Aryans had not great men of action amongst them nor 
the Dravidj'1ns great men of thought in their ranks. But 
the forte of the national character of the two races, taken 
in the lump, lay one in thought and the other in. -a~tion. 
A,lthough the speculative and. practical te~dencies of a. 
man lie mi,ced up beyond the possibility of a d~finite 

1. The term classical period used in this paper refers to 
the period to which the extant 'Sangam works' are· ascribed, 
i.e.,-the few early centuries of the Christian Era, 
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separation, yet from almost all the biographies of indivi­
dual men we learn that for one individual who shows a 
balanced mental make-up there are hundred others in 
whom either the speculative or the practical tendencies 
assert themselves in a more or less decisive way. This 
individual characteristic runs through the race also. The 
ancient history of the Dravidians gleaned from their 
earliest records and their later livei:; and achievements 
lead us to infer that they were from the beginning a 
highly practical race which had given itself over to sus­
tained action in many fields of practical pursuit. They 
seem to have had no special aptitude for pure theorizing 
in any direction. They were never dreamers and builders 
of castles in the air. They were earnestly and intensely 
practical and the pragmatic success, which had crowned 
their activities in Agriculture, Commerce, War and Poli­
tics, could hardly ha\·e favoured anything savouring of 
theoretic doubt and speculation. The fabric uf civilisation1 

that they thus built up is indeed a massive one, though 
it may not show to any great extent the glitter of certain 
cultural accomplishments. The Aryans who came amidst 
them from the North were however cast in a different 
mould. Their restlessness from_ the dawn of their history 
le:med towards speculation. It would be a mistake to 
.,1,ppose that the tendency to speculate and theo1·ize 
developed in them per saltum at the time of the Upa­
nishads. The Rig Vedic hymns, though addressed to 
numerous deities or forces of Nature for meeting the 
evei·y day wants and necessities of the race, for in short 
helping it in the various practical concerns in this 
world, bear marks, it must be admitted, of a peculiar 
theoretic strain in their composers. Its assiduous 
care in getting hy rote those hymns and handing 
them down to the remotest posterity and its unfailing 

1. Vide Appendix II. 
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performance of the rites and· rituals laid down in the 
sacre~ books are certainly not the ~-ays which will appeal 
to the hard ·matter-of-fact m·an wedded to the practical 
concerns of life. If such a people could be called practi­
cal, they were practical ~n a manner entirely novel, not to 
say unique, in the liistory'of nations.i Such a race addict­
ed to pure thought and theorizing, in their southern 
wandering, had to meet with a race entirely alien in 
modes· of thought and life. Here it had to bend an 
intenseiy practical race to its ow·n standard of perfect 
civilization or-adapt itself to the new type. And how 
could even this adaptation be effected ? Not ce1iainly by 
meeting the Dravidians in their own ground and achieving 
greater success therein-an· alternative they could 
scarcely even think of, in the case of so well-equipped a 
nation as the "Tamils who could give them points in all 
Arts of. peace and war. There was another and a surer 
way of approach. With all his achievements the Dravi­
dian was nof strong in speculatidn. That was the 
Achilles' heel, which was readily caught hold of by the 
incoming Aryans and their grip of it was indeed tight. 
Whatever be the achievements of the practical man in any 
field • of activity, he has to bow down his head before 
knowledge· and theory or what passed for such, which 
came in· handy fo rationalize and even· illuminate practice. 

. . 

Thi& is what Ihering says about. the Aryans in his 
pr~foundly interesting work " T/,e Evolution of the Aryans," 
p. 62. 

" ~itr also· denotes the character of the people. It was a 
:people -without the· ·least practical aptitud~the diametllical 
oppo~it~ -O~ the Romans~ Highly. gifted intellectually they 
t~~ their. tastes ~nd thoughts to the inner-world-to speech, 
re~gi~ poetry and. ~n .later times also . with great results to 
philosophy-.without feelirut the necessity of applying their 
knowledge to the amelioration of their external conditi.ons." 
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The adage •the world is ruled by thought' appe,m; to ha"·e 
been more th.in verified in the matter o{ the Dravidian­
Aryan contact and the present-day mixed civilization of 
Southern India is the result of a healthy blend of the 
two funch1mental elemt:nl:i of human nature, brought mto 
the common stock by two different races. 

It will now be clear why the earliest history of the 
Ora\'idians should hear n•ry little trace of any mytho­
poetictendencies which lie at the bot·~om of al\ mJths in 
general. Pre-Aryan Southern India was comparatively 
free from myths and with the advP-nt of the Aryans in tht~ 
South-Hindus, Buddhists and Jains,-a vast mass o{ 
mythic Jore began to make its ·way into the land.· Sta1iing 
from the sectarian controversies and schisms of the 
Yarious religious factions in South India, the Hindu, the 
jain and the Buddhist, the Saivite, the Vaishna"Vite, and 
tht: Lingayd1 and the many sub-divisions of these, the 
mythic rill seems, in a few centuriP.s, to have swolJen into 
a formidable torrent and literally submerged the land in 
the PuraI)iC period which comes v_ery close to our own 

times. 
1t was the late Mr. Venkayya, I think, who drew the 

attention of scholars to the existence of 
Aganya \radl\iou a Buddhi6t tradition that Avalokites­

u!t!J:::J'atnt•·--·vara, a Buddhist Sage was residing in 
"Podalaga" or Pothiyil mountain. In 

fact, that tradition goes much fartber than this and holds 
~at Agastya owed to Avalokitesvara his initiation into 
knowledge as will be seen from the following stanza, ap­
pearing in the P4Jiram (Introduction) of Vtra,;o{iya,11, a 
Tamil grammatical work. 

CC .. IUC e-~ (Je,rriJJJQSt ua• QJ•,;~UJ,i,r(J,,:_ 

Q,_14~ ~&16111~ Qu.11.iit.9cu ~'-a.8 ,Jm~•tr•• 
114 (Yftl#CJu.,.T QaaP.;,. <!' L-&11Q,,;, p, leird .~ 
Jll/u, up,•e ~~J>G•• Q•trfJt»aQ,iri,,Js,1 Ot.0ii~•1;901LJ." 

,.:~4'~,,~_··:-~:··~~:_}~<~--~ ·. ', 

1,a3=1-f~~< 
H 

·•=./ '· :-_~·_y-· 
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a and Avaloii­
In settling the rival claims of Ag~sty f the Pothiyil 

tesvara tor priority in the occupation ° of the Tatnil 
mountain and composing the first gram~rk 1- the reli-

• h y thtC O Language, we are thrown mto t e ver . d •ust after a 
gious warfare which raged in the Tam 1! 1~0 ri:ra. FroD1 
few centuries from the dawn of the Chnshani·est period, it 

·1 • f the ear 1 -a reading of the Tami Literature o before another 
is not possible to say that one se~t even b hly the Bud• 
had set foot in Tami!agam. Qmte pro aI-tindu Aryans 
dhists and the Jains may have preceded t~e-t two centuries 
in their arrival in the Tamil land in the fin; afforded by 
Preceding the Christian Era1• The picture f a few 

. that o . 
the early Tamil Literature, however, .1; isolated }lves 
Brahmans, orthodox and heretic, Jeadi ten populati_o~­
and first feeling their way amongst an a _ r M uJ,unk1!ar 
In stanza 166 of Pura~4vuru the Poet ~:vu Vinf}antayau 
praises one ~uiicharrur JJarppa.u ~a-~i:uya! bei~g 111is!ed 
for perform mg the twenty-one yagas, 0 . cal sectanes­
therein by the false preachin~s of the heret~ ddhist a.nd 
Evidently the poet seems to have bad the u ta tor him· 
the Jaina Sramaris in his mind as the con1rnen 
self makes it plain. Here are the lines:- --

- -- Jain • • from the 
. l_- This suppasition receives some sup~rt ub!is.ned as 

traditions and . the ~rav~a Belgela Inscription:., P sore State. 
Volume II of the F.p,g;-a,.1,· C .... of the MY .,,A .. India 

D r za arnalt"'a ·ns~ 
If by 69 A. • Buddhistn ~n t l t China, peru h..:..1 bf So ~... ra'le o rea.c ~ 
down t_o the uth may in all likelihood have been reforming 
that time by the zealous . . . of these criP-

J • d" . nuss1onar1es e Ins sects. ama tra 1t1ons as te "fi the Mysor y s' 
tions make it clear t su ed to by Twelve ear 

ine in North I . hat on account of ~ a.n eminent 
fa.m • nd1a, Srutak- l" Bhadrabahu, 1 d a. 
Jain monk, and his disdpl :vat Chandragupta., e 
large company of Jaina. monek. t e monarch th From Sraval}a 

s to the Sou • h-rya Belgola they seem to have se t d r one Visakac a 
C n a party un e to the hoJa and the Pandya . 

• • countries. 
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. • . · the attempt to ante-date the incommg of 1f this 1s so, · . 
·. A n to the exclusion of the heretic can the Hindu rya . 

h d\ find any support from the earliest stratum of 
T:nii Literature known to us. \\"e haYe to infer from 
the circumstances of that early time that the Aryans first 
-came into the land neither as ct~lonists nor as guests hut 
1.s missionaries to propagate their different religions and 
religious practices. Si.nee the Brahmans, unlike their 
opponents the Buddhists and the J:-iins, were nnt at all 
propagandistic, one may reasonably hold that the heretics 
had preceded them in the South to spread the light of the 
T1ew faith in countries far beyond the confines of the Aryan 
-settleme11ts. Whoe~er be the first batch of the Arvan 
i.mmigrants who came to the South, they appea1- to 1;,we 
been.quickly followed by others of a different religious 
persuasion. But they were very few in numherl and hence 
could 11ot 'have engaged themsel-ves in any religious 
contest on a large scale. Nor · were the social and 
political conditions of the Tamil countrv at thai time 
favourablP. for carrying on any sort of religious propa­
gandism. The Tamil 'Muvendar or Triumvirs (the Chera, 
the Cho\a and the Pal).<}:ya Kings), from about a century 
perhaps earlier than the Christian era, entered on.a policy 
of a~grandisement and were engaged in wiping out the 

1. " The Brahmans of the South India appear in those 
days to have consisted of a number of isolated communilies 
that were settled in separate parts of the country and that we~e 
independent .each of the other."-Ptolemy's Geocraphy of h,dza 

ind Southeni Asia (Mccrindle's Translation, P• S.) 
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1,,;0mmunal chieftaincies then existing. and adding their 
territories to their own dominions. Tami!agam 1.hen was 
actually studded with a large number: of villar;e commu­
nities under their respective elder~, headmen or chiefs 
called Ki!ars and of tribes or congerie.:; of such commu­
niti~s ruled over by their kings known as Ve!irs or Kos. 
ThesP petty chieftaincies and kingships were, in the 
cour~e of three or lour centuries,· swept out of existence 
and this involved incessant fighting and inferminable 
forays a.mong the many Tamil rulers concerned. Such a 
period could scan .. ely have been propitious for any reli­
gious work among the people. 

More fa\,ourable conditions, however, ensued later 
on by thP. consolidation of the Tamil monarchies an.d by 
the stability of the social conditions it gave rise to. The 
schismatic warfare of the Nolih was then .waged with re­
doubled h~ry in the distant South and thence it spread al~o­
to the Indonesian Islands in the Eastern Ocean. It is but 
natural th~t in this fight, both p~rties, the orthodox and tQe 
heretical, must have resorted to every weapon in their res­
pective armouries for gaining a victory over their oppo­
nents, Apart from the bid tor political power, which both 
had been trying to make i rom the beginning, the • s~holars 
too of the warring sects appear to have fed the tn1~d of 
the people with. all sorts of myths and miracles, as another 
powerful ·means to secure the support of the masses. Of 
the many expedients resorted to conciliate the Tamil 
population and to win them over to the Hindu fold, the 
Agastya tradition was one and it served its pui:pose admir~ 
ably indeed. The Tamil people were treated to stories of 
social, religious and spiritual kinship wit}l the more advan­
ced Hindu Aryans of the North and were thus brought 
. over to view the Jaina and the Buddhistic sectaries 
as absol.utely beyond tl)e pale of Hindu orthodoxy, 
The Tamil kings too were raised under priestly auspices 
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to a position almost near godhood1 and were giYen the 
unique privilege of tracing their descent from the Sun and 
Moon and counting themseh·es as connected with the 
Solar and Lunar lines of kings of the Purai:ias and the 
Itihasas-people with whom they had no kinship what­
soeYer. Their names2 and titles, hy and by, assumed 
a po1ientous length by the adoption of sonorous Sanskrit 
appellations in which the hand of the family priest co11ld 
be traced to have been at work. The vanity and self-im­
portance of the rulers concerned must indeed have been 
considerably tickled ! Methods like these employed to 

l• U fi,(!J'oJ/S!ll-t..DQT'QJrQD[T,C &,".'~61) )W(!J11VT'2.t;;.J6, fQSIR()t_(}QJT 

Gu.JiwBJ!u, "-'.f'irm·iiymoli, Padikam 34 Stanza 8. 

2. The names_ of half a dozen Pi.i1;1~yas of the P11!:t1-
11ii.11u!_:u period and those of an equal number of them taken 
from ;\fr, V. Venkayya's list compiled from the Vi;\viku'1,i grant 
of the 8th Century A. D. and the Madras Museum and 
Sinnamai;iiir plates, are appended here for comparison. They 
afford an interesting illustration of one of the many methods 
employed to utilize political power in furtherance of religion. 

T/1e Later Pa'f}r!,)'flS, 

1. IlavantikaippaHi thunchiya 1. Maravarman Ariki!sari 
Asamasaman. Nanmiiran. 

2. Kiitakarathu thunchiya 2. Kochcha"ayan RaJ?adhi• 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Maran Va!uti 
Chittira Mii.~athu thun­

chiya Nanmiiran. 
Talaiyalailkiinattu che!u 

venra Neg.umche!iyan. 
Ve\\iyampalattu thunchiya 

Peru Va!uti. 

ran. 
3. Arikiisari Pariinkusa 

Mii.ravarman Termii.ran. 
4. Jatila Ne~unchataya Pariin­

taka. 
5. Srimii.!a Srivallabha 

Ekavira Parachakra Kolii­
hala, Pallavabhanjana. 

6. Kiinapper tanta lfkkira 6. Rii.jasimha Mandanagu-

Peru Valuti. rarn Abhimii.nameru. 

A-4 
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con~iliate the kings and the masses alike proved, alon~ 
with other ~uses like the advent of the religious devotees, 
the Nayanma.rs and the_ AJvirs, a powerful means of 
stamping ouMhe Jaina and Buddhistic heterodoxy from •lie 
Tamil land in the course of the next few centurit;::;. 
Among such devices of a later religious warfare, the 
Agastya-tradition, as already observed, appeats to be one. 
~ut it may still be askeci why that tradition could not ~e 
given its face value and taken for one of the authentic 
race-lore of the Dravidians themselves. There is hardly 
any a Priori necessity to dismiss such a supposition _ as 
unentertainable. Still the absolute silence of the entire 
Tamil Literature of the earliest period precludes us from 
considering it even as a reasonable historicaLhypothesis. 

The most potent cause which appears t6 have pre-
p di disposed the people to a ready accep-re apoatng . . . . ·t 

causes for the tance of this foreign tradition was 1 s 
:::;:ce::~~ appeal to the sense of racial dignity, or 
tlo_n. vanity perhaps, from which few ra~es 

of antiquity are found to be free. If a sense of racial 
superiority is seen to persist even to this day among ma~y 
enlightened people, one will not go wrong in positing its 
existence in those bygone times·. At the heginniug, the 
systematization, if not. the creation, of the, language of · a 
people by -some Divine agency or semi-divine. sage must 
have evoked. from them the greatest admiration and 
respect. And all • the more po,verful should be -the ~n­
~uence of that doctrine wh~n it puts their· own language 
in a position· of co-ordinate authority ind odour of sanc­
tity with the. divine language of the North, the Sanskrit. 
Later litera~re is filled with allusions which express 

• unfeigned grati~cation at the ennoblement of T~mil, to 
.stand on a par with the sacred language of the Vedas. 
Here are a few stanzas culled • at random from some 
leading works : 
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1. • 1 (Y! JtArlJ@ 15/TEm" W6S) ,fD IL/ wrr e Em" • R L ittiJ " 

2. '' GtFi~r:J~!T 1-.1TrRu.fa;;m.i ~tltu/&61 " 

-J!j,!lill"QJi&u•li- 0)$QJ!I" gw. 

3. " w•iJ r:Ju/T fop9rRri /IITrR u.J,A(;)/f!T© GiFil' ~ ,;uuwer 
G11rRfJ61)1T 

,Mt5/I .slri<iiJ•61f/ (J,uQ1T {}61Ja,rp9~ iairr611SJir wrr61Sf1foa(JQJ" 

4. 11 fill/QDt_ ILi '6/s:IIS~/IQJ,i,r LJITr;,,;J/6lffl.j s)61),i,ae (]Ule>QT 

QJ ,_ G UJir tJI i (!!j 6/f: o ~ j!rr16Jg} w Em" UJSIJ ruLDir (Y!GJl.i (!!j ~ 

$}1-(Y! JP~p)IJLD Gt.01Tfl].iGisi}J /TIT&~UJ G,re,G1F1T61) 
Lill-Ill .,:_&/TEJ G.smLJ.§1 QJ@,il15rr ,_d,r(J(!!j',11 

5. 11 QJ ,_ G Ul/T fP} 8')11J u u rr ~ 6lrR i (!5 QJ(!!j ~ ~(!!j 'o1f1 IJ.J/1 JD 
~hllJIT~ 

G11rr1....lr48D1....1LJ GpmGwrrfP)QDUJ IJ./6\l•Gw6\JIT/5 G11rr@ 

(]/l~.§J/6J 

(!j'- QP6lffli (!!j QJ ,.J] IL/ ~II ITIT G.s IT iv (J 6'J fo JP LJ LJIT. G /Im! a,r 
•t...6"QJ0»8 Ut.51 61ff/#QJTQLJ(!!jSS,Ul ILJITQJ(l O ,sQRSf/ ;/1/)filJITrr," 

6. " ®"G=f!/.i@JlfiJ •m 5}!/16\llTir :!:P/IJD@JUQJ tRw6tJ 
QJITUJLJLJ 

/ii) @G WIT# IL/ w QJ lfa u u© ~ 11,,·ir (Y!6lffl(J SJ ri /I tR. QDIF u 11 uy w 
{j(!!jGw1T#IL/f5 .at$@e; IIIT6'T ,(DQJ(J IT Gu.Jfisr(!!?e&QJ 

filll(!!jGw1T#IL/ r.i!•GDm w ~/lfofif!>,fiw (Y!Gtr'CJ 11r:Jwrr/' 

-air j 64mre1111rm. 

7, " Ui6SJ /D(!/J /I .JD .g) Gtr ri II QJ IT UJITQST w $J (Y!sl (p QPU/-P II 
(]QJQRJf/ 

,J,,.,,,ff>~Jrr,lw Guu.JQDl1 1511,:_IS)- u516'li•-@ G1FiiJwu 
Qu~(J/D 
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UJQD fD5 t... 6lJ 6lJ filD /D u ,JI fa u rr0D '- UJ'd= Ii .JEJwGGJJ 01T' 
<!5'rAUJp<J11rr 

©fDYJPG puSlfP~G~UJ r;;JJp0JJp 146k11;1m-R?.sr~ a11pp61! 
Ga:ii;f;lJrrw." 

-~a;rrm-~<jE'4urrGlll!l"ili. 

"11611fl~t...il. @uSl,tD.!!PI§ GWL/'™ Gu(§wrrGir 
/DUl(§liLJ UfclJ)fD666WT dPI {ii, 12-!ff!)} Q6l10fl' 

/DIDn'./1@ (§p%}rr wrr$;'8 arrfjGufD~ 
%1 '-- (!f) /D 15 GEr@ Gp rA # /EGIJ)I.IJ <Ju rr GJ 
i/} r3 /6(!:f) w (] ;;u "c.N'4 .;B gp<J u rr UJ6 @0fl' PJ Ii 
•i~GwGEr e;wGJli e;rrpfa)2rosr eSJ~irp,§! 
~{§15jl6JJ6 Q5,r(ofT'QD6 UJJ.f,~iUJ (!fH,lff?6@j/.i 

Pl@iPJlclJ)a: .f5Jgg)J&&.ii= Ga:r6puSJ !}JUJ6&'cE,r,a: 
Ga: u ,JI <J (olif GEr ,, 

-iJjlT'3nrL6UD'ITIJJ a;rurru'i'~ Grr. 

Th ·ti f • in later ese extracts, though made mos y 1 o . . 
authors, give us a valuable clue for correctly a1-r1\•J1~g 

at the motives that must haYe swayed the Tamil people 111 

the ready acceptance of the Agastya legend• 
. Another predisposing cause might be drawn from the 

high h · h • . ·I Brah-e aracter and religious sanctity oft e le\, ear Y . 
man settlers in the Tamil land. The arrival of the Aryans het e 
mu(St, in the ordinary course of e,·ents, have taken place o1~Iy 
after the Maharastra Andhra and Karnataka countnes 
had b~en fairly o~~u;ied by. them. This penetrnuon i~1:o 
the last two border t .· . f Tamilagam inav requn e, coun 1 1es o _ . 
at the lowest, tw6 to three centuries from 350 B, C. So 
the first or the seccnd centurv before Christ may reason­
ably be fixed as the icrmim,~ a quo beyond \\'hich tht· 

, Aryan immigration into Tami!agam could not be pushed. 
• That the_ Hindu Aryans who 8et foot in the Tamil 
land a little later hailed from these border countries re­
ceives .• some support from two subsequent traditions. One 
~£ this r~fers to Agastya bri~1ging with him eighteen fami­
lies of kmgs, Ve}irs and Aruva!ars from Tuvarapati, the 
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modern Dwa.JIQSamudram in the l\Jysore State, and the 
other to Parasurama peopling Kera}a1 ,vith colonists 
from the banks of the Godavari and the Krish9a. The 
Travancore State Manual in page 213 refers to the latter 
tradition thus : "The new land was not ·fit for habitation ; 
the settling down had not been completed. The quaking did 
not ceas~, so the Pura.J:ta says : hence Parasurama sprinkled 
some_ gold dust and buried coins and thus formed a trea­
sure-trove which stopped the quaking of the land. He 
prepared a i:rreat yagam (Sacrifice) at Varkala for the same 
purpose. Thereafter Parasurama brought colonies of 
Brahmins from the north, from the banks of the Krishi:ia, 
the GQdav;.c1ri, the Narmada, the Kaveri and from 'Madura, 
Mysore and Mahara~tra and from many other places and 
peopled Keralam. The Brahmin colonists so brought 
belonged to eight gotranis or families." Presumably this 
is a very late tradition. Still we may infer that what oc­
curred in Kera!a has had its analogue in the Tamil land to 
the east of the ghats. 2 Larger and larger colonies of the 
Aryan immigr"'nts must have con:i,e into the country from 

1. Mr. Logan is of opinion that the Vedic Brahmans must 
have arrivad at :Malabar in the early part of the 8th Century 
A. D., and not earlier and that they must have come from the 
coast of the Tu!u country. 

2. Is it not a little curious that identical methods have been 
adopted by the Aryan immigrants or their immediate descen­
dants, in Peninsular India both in the East Coast and in the 
West? Agastya was brought into the Tamil country on the East 
Coast and Paraforama was planted on the West. Just as Para~u­
rama created the whole Ki;ra\am from out of the bed 
of the Arabian Sea and became its virtual proprietor, his 
Eastern. companion seems to have got the whole Tamil country 
from God Skanda at Tiruviiiikatam and handed it over to ·his 
Si~hya,. the first Pa:~11Jya king.' Again as Paraforama had to 
people his new country by bringing down families of royalty a:nd 
commonalty from the banks of the Godavari and the Krish~a, 
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the watershed of the Krisht;ia ,md the Godavari rivers, 
the !\fahara~tra and the ~arnataka in. the West and of 
the Andhra in the East. The picture presented by the 
earliest body of Tamil Literature, vi~., PurantJ?].U!tl, Aka-
11auur11, Patt11ppa1tu etc., only tP.nds to confirm the con­
clusion otherwise arrived at here. A few Brahman priests 
seem to have taken up their. <\bode here and there and 
assisted the kings and chieftains in the performance of 
ya.gas and other religious rites. Though they were ,·ery 
few in number, they had acquired by their learning, 
peaceful character and by their life of self-denial and high, 
aspiring. spirituality an unbounded influence with the 
rulers and the ruled alike. The following quotations from 
Puram'i?Juru will establish beyond doubt the sanctity 
that had already _ begun to hedge round the Brahman 
teachers of those days.1 

Agastya had to take 18 families of kings, Vu1ii:s and Aruvii\ars 
from Tuvariipati_ (Dwiirasamudram). The parallelism is not yet 
ended. Even as the West Coast owes its very rudim_ents of 
civilized life to Parasuriima, Agastya had also to perform his 
civilizing work by systematizing the Tamil Language and found­
ing the first Academy whence all culture flowed fox: the benefit 
of later generations. After their labours for the spread of 
knowledge and culture, Parasurama is said to have betaken 
himself to the Mahendra Hill in Orissa, and Agastya, iikewise, 
had to retire to the Pothiyil' mount of the South. Just as 
Parasurii.ma who first reclaimed Siirparaka country tbout 
Bombay in the North was later on shifteq to the South to re­
claim Kura\a, Agastya had to quit his l\lalakiita residence,_ in 
the Kanarese country, and take up his quarters in the Pothiyil 
mount in the heart of the Tamil cou?1try, in the South. '.The 
inference from this close parallelism of traditions is obvious. 

1. Mr. 1''. E. Pargiter, in his Ancient Indian Historical 
Tradition, p. 62, writes as follows: "There have been broadly 
speaking, three classes among Brahmins throughout· Indian His­
tory, viz., (1) The ascetic devotee and teacher, the rt;i or the 
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,, ~/DC&M Que,~«f Q~ ~p,m- _ .. 
l"ll- n ... ~ " 6· Var:t.1lar. 

II~ ~~,I) ~~Ga! ,._.., ~ ~.W'O!:~ __. • ~ • f.11 : • -

" ..gf»/ IPffilf!u,,p UJfltr.iwe,r 1-otr•,.~"-9: Net\itna1yar. 

"u"n-.uuttn-~ ~i9ru G•IJ@~ Clru~~u," 
-34: Alattdrk~i!ar. 

Cl "' • • titisr (!l"i,de; G66"6\IITUI 
urrn-uu"" C111rrQJta G,cow6\ln-";-43: Ta.mappalkal).t}.anar. 

This high respect, which the early Brahman priests 
won, naturally ripened in a few centu,~ies into a 
blind belief on the part of the Tai;nilians in all the myths 
and legends which the ingenuity of the priestly· order 
could coin for success in a life-and-death grapple with the 
heretics. 
-------------------------
muni; (2) priest and the spiritual guide of Kings, nobles _and 
people ; and (3) the minister of State, Royal Officer and those 
who followed secular employments. The first was the Brah­
man par exc_ellence, the Saint ; the second the priest and the pre­
ceptor; and the third the semi-secular'Brahman and sometimes· 
wholly a layman." In the TamH country the earliest Brahm~n 
settlers as testified to by liter~ture seem to have ·belong-ed to 
the second class mentioned by Mr. Pargiter. ·Except Agastya, 
Tamil land cannot boa~t of a single Aryan Rishi as h~ving had 
his hermitage within its borders. Living secluded' in their 
forest hermitages, and cut off.Jron\ the current of sec~ life, 
those Aryan Rishis did not come to the South. The later "Tamil 
Puriil;\ic writers, for their own purposes, had to draw their 
Rishis from the N aimisa and other forests in North India. 
This total absence of the Aryan Rishi or his hermitage in the 
Tamil land renders Agastya's connection with the South highly 
problematical, being a solitary exception which- does not fit in 
with historic conditions and chronology. Aryan immigration 
into the Tamil land in any considerable scale having begun in 
the Post-Christian centuries, the a~tempt to import .therein a 
Rishi belonging to the Pre-Chr:istian period ia notlliog less than 
a crude ana<:hronism. 
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And a third predisposing catise arises from the 
decadence which the Tamilians fell into after attain­
ing the elements of a material civilization so dearly re­
flected in what is admittedly the classical portion of Tamil 
Literature. A period of repose, as in the case of other 
nations, followed in the wake of one of constructive and 
creative activity and the national mind then ;ippears to ha\·e 
fallen into a torpor. Here too, as elsewhere, idle minds fell 
a prey to superstition-for a serious active life and 
superstition never go together-and when this superstition 
entered into alliance with religion, l~uman nature could 
not but succumb. 

The mystery of the religion of Nii}Jmarai, the four 
sealed arcana, and the miracles of devotees ano religious 
preacher,s will, as a matter of course, make a powerful ap­
peal to the masses whose minds have already grown vacaiit 
by a life of enervating ease and inactivity. It is difficult 
to imagine how the successors of the early Tamilians who 
had achieved such wonderful success in many of the arts 
of civilized life at so early an age could have allowed 
themselves to be thus hopelessly hound by the mythologic 
cobwebs of a later time. The mystery of this will vanish 
the moment we realise that human nature-even the best 
cultivated-can in no ,-..:ay be developed all-ro:.md. Its 
strength in one direction spells weakness in another. 
This is the Nemesis that always dogs the footsteps of 
every specialist. If he is great in one field. he must pay 
the penalty by his weakness in another. The practical 
Tamil intellect, when it had accomplished its work of 
building up a material civilization and felt itself flagged, 
was only too -ready to receive its spiritual pabulum and 
mythologic luxuries from the Aryans of the N 01ih. 

Agastya tradition Not only is the Agastya tradition 
in the Rama- a late one in the Tamil land, its earliest 
yana. reference in the Ramayal).a of Valmiki 
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-comes t.o ,us with a clear impress of an inherent contradic­
iion. Rama first meets Agastya, as I stated before, at his as­
ram near Nasik and under the ditection of the latter takes 
llP his residence at Paiicavati. It was here th., t the 
-abduction of Si-ta by Raval}a takes- place and thereafter 
Rama moves southward to Kil?kindha and enter5 into an 
alliance with Sugriva, the monkey-chief. In ·the course of 
the instructions to the search-parties despatched by Sugri­
va for finding Gut Sit>a., a somewhat minute geographical 
,description of. South India is given to Hanuman, who 
had been chosen with Ailgada to lead the southern 
party. hi this occurs a refer,rice to the sandalwooded 
Malaya-to the south of the river Kaveri' as the seat of the 
famous Saint Agastya. A modern reader of the Rama­
Ya.l}a mU"St feel considerable perplexity in reconciling the 
exiswnce of the sage just a few yojanas to the north of the 
Paiicavati with. his residence at Pothiyil, a distance of 
more:-than. 800 miles ,to ·the south. This obvious incon­
sistency cpuld be got .over only by assuming that the 
mention of Agastya's residence in the_ southern mountain 
was a subsequent interpolation made by one who had 
:more knowledge of South India, especially of the Tamil 
Kingdoms in the south, than Vfilmiki himself who men­
tions the southern ocean as lyingjust a few yojanas off 
from the foot of the Vindhya mountains. Supernatura-
1ists may credit the sage with powers of \wift 
locomotion through the air. and may not feel 
-pu~zled how the sage could live about the Vindhya 
mountains in -the north and in a short time find 
himself seated in the Malaya Hills of the far-distant 

south. 
But that hypothesis will not. suit the demands of 

sober •history. Hence we:·,have to conclude that the te~ti­
mony • of the Ramayatza. which has-- been .undergoing 
nur"!rous redactions till-the first-cemury B.C. or even 

A-5 
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lat~r,1 does in no way enable us to argue for a nigh anti, .. 
qu1ty for this tradition in Tami!agam. 

Taking along wi.th this the complete silence of the 
Tamil classical literature spread about the first three cen­
turies of the Christian Era, the conclusion appears highly 
Probable that the fourth, fifth and sixth centuries af(er 
Christ, which mark the keenest struggle with the heretical 
sects in the Tamil Land; may also have ·been the period 
When the first seeds of the Agastya tradition were sown io 
the South. How entirely incorrect is the surmise of Dr. 
Caldwell who claimed for the tradition an antiquity going 
back to 700 B. C. needs therefore ·no further elucidation. 

Conceding for the present that the 
-Agaatya Tradition 

&nd Tolkappi- poets who composed the works which 
l'&Dl. are generally known as " Sangam 

Literature" ma.y have omitte_d to make mention of,, Agastya 
for various reasons of their own, still we shall be pre­
cluded from making such a concession in the case of 
'l'olkappiyar, his Ieadi,ng disciple, and the autbor of the 
first and foremost Grammar of the Tamil Language. It 
is quite reasonable to expect that at-least he, conside11.i,og 
his. relationship with the sage and by the special fact of 

.his co • 1g a grammar to compete with the moQU-mposu . 
mental work of his master, should have given us some m~ 
forination regarding his reputed_predecessor. Has he doEe 
anything of the kind ? Not -'. hne is there in all that ex-­
tent f . t grammar which may be construed e~ o his grea h . . .1.-
as a . d' ct eference to t e Sage.2 Trad1tton, w~e n 1n ire r 

1 F . stance, Dr. Washburne Hopkins in bia work, the 
G,:eat. Epzr{l1 India fixes 4CO A,'~' as the latest date. 

2_ It is true th~t N~ch~hina~kkiniyar- interprets certain 
Siitras of TolkiiPfliatn en~mg in &;raru; Gu:.rf#u, etc.,. wh~e re­
fe . t at all specific as a reference by implication to-

rence 1s no , guru · But the · f · 
A . h author 5 • correct method o mterp11et-

itastya, t e . tatements of ToJk- . . be· 
ing these indefinite s app1yar 1s to • drawn 
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origin though late remains obscure, is no doubt responsible 
for creating twelve disciples who had to sit at the feet of 
Agastya for their learning. They were ( 1) Tirai:iadhiimak­
kini alias Tolkappiyar ; (2) Chempi"1tchey; (3) Alank6Ha­
cau ; (4) TuralirikaD ; (5' VaiyappikaIJ. ; (6) VayppiyaIJ. , 
(7) Pauampara!J ; (8) KaF'i.rambatJ ; (9) AvinayaJJ : 
(10) KakkaipatiniyaI} ; ( 11} Narrattau and Vamanau. 
Sometime'> Sikan;i is seen interpolated in the list. 
It is \\.·orthy of note that Pal_}amparauar, one oi the co­
students who studied v,,ith Tolkappiyar at the Agastya 
Academy, is credited with composing an introductory 
stanza for his mate's work Tolkatpiyam. Here a refe­
rence is made to Atarikottacau, another class-mate of 
theirn, and also to Tolkappiyar's proficiency in the Aindra 
School of Sanskrit Grammar. Here too, Agastya has been 
passed over in studied silence. Even assuming that Tol­
kappiyar's relationship with Agastya was a trifle strained­
as Tradition assures us-there is not the slightest ground 
why Pauamparau,ar should forget his guru in this recom­
mendatory stanza. Not only has the sage been severely left 
out in the cold, but to add insult to injury Pauamparauar 
makes another of their co-students, Atank6Wi.cau, pre­
side over the assembly which had gathered to hear the ex­
position of Tolkappiyar's great work and set on it its seal of 
arproval. ls it conceivable that these three students of 
Agastya would have behaved s_o indecorously as they seem 
to have don,e, if they had actually acknowledged the great 
sage as their preceptoc? The conduct of this student­
triumvirate· is explicable only on the assumption that none 
of them had anything to do with Agastya and might be 

from certain other siitras of that author which contain word.. 
ings like ' i,&in ~~s,,..,ur~<J/lff."' •• t_QurCJ ff),' ' eQJTui@IT 

YQJSS,ltl(]IJJ,,<J11,' 1 fiTQJTU Q.61tJf~(JU),r(J11, l 5!QJTU .JPlphij;)fiJ<J@C!•-' 

Explicit!y and quite decisively these refer only to previous 
grammarians in general and not to Agastya in particular. 
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supposed to have been even ignorant of his very existence 
at the time. The perversity, which undoubtedly sct:ms to 
cling to their conduct in this matter, i:,; entirely due to our 
trying to foist on them a Jater day legend, for which they 
could hardly be called to account. If, however, we dis­
miss the Agastya legend as a piece o! chronological ir­
relevancy, the conduct of Tolka.ppiyar, Paoamparauar 
and Atankott:aca.u assumes quite a natural character. 

Agaatya's 
Works. 

Tradition credits Agastya with 
founding the first Sangam and presiding 
over it. He is also represented as hav­

ing composed the first Grammar oi the Tamil Language. 
T~e Sangam, tradition, as it stands, is too indefinite and 
etherial to be made the subject-matter of any historical 
investigation ; for it does not afford us anywhere any foot­
hold, any solid verifiable fact, from which to start. Nearly 
the whole body of it hangs in cloudland and few will be 
disposed to tamper with that beautiful aerial structure with. 
prosai~ confrontation with facts and historical deductions. 
~cientitic criticism must feel a little nonplussed when 
'vast periods of geological time are alJowed to step into 
the limited field of a nation's literary history. Nor do 
the later Noachian, Deluge and Manu's tlood offer us a 
surer ground to plant ourselves on.1 So, the Sangam 

1. Regarding such deluges Mr. L. W. King writes thus 
in page 121 of his work Babylonian .Religion and Mythology. 

" In the tradition of many races scattered in various parts 
of the world is to be found a story, under many different 
forms and with many variations, of a great flood or deluge 
which in former times inundated and laid waste the land in 
which they dwelt. The explanation that such traditions refer 
to a universal deluge which took place in the early ages of the 
world, is now generally regarded as inadmissible, inasmuch as 
there is no trace of such a catastrophe in the earth's geological 
formation. Moreover Science has shown that in the present 
physical condition of the world such a universal deluge would 
be impossible." 
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question may be left undisturbed for the present.l 

Agastya's composition of the first Tamil Grammar, 
however, stands on a different tooting. It opens for us 
an avenue of approach. Though here also, "ccording to 
tradition, the major portion of his work is said to have 
fallen into the maws of a far-distant time, still some stray 
sutras of his have escaped that fate and come down 
to us. These, then, should give us some interesting 
materials for judginf, however imperfectly, the nature of 
Agastya's extensive grammar of twelve thousand sfltras 

1. It is worthy of note, in this connection, that no cham­
pion of the Sangam has yet come forward to seriously refute 
any of the arguments contained in the searching criticism of 
the late Prof. Seshagiri Sastri on the subject. The attempt 
of the late Prof. P. Sundaram Pillai, who ingeniously put 
forward the best defence the question admitted of, that tht 
Sangam poets though belonging to various times and places 
were brought together in a group because in the historical pers­
pective of a ~istant posterity they appeared to hang together, 
is really giving away the whole case. No doubt, it is a poetic 
way of defending the Sangam ; but the historic authenticity of 
the latter must be built upon more solid materials than figura­
tive language. So the arguments of Prof. Seshagiri Sastri still 
hold the field. The mistaken impression that the antiquity of 
Tamil Literature has to be surrendered in the absence of 
a Sangam to support it from behind has been at tht! root 
of this tradition being carefully preserved, tended and 
made to persist e\·en no\\·, The earliest Tamil works-­
the Sangam literature-have undoubted intrinsic merits 
of their own 4,1cl carry with them their own credentials 
for the grateful acceptance of the present-day Tamilian. In­
stead of establishing their antiquity on these intrinsic historic 
grounds, as I think we can very well do, some are engaged in 
propping it up on such extrinsic and almost legendary data as 
the three Sangams. In my view. it is certainly spoiling a strong 
~ase by unnecessary mythologizing. 
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and of.the grain and temper of scholarship that charac­
terised its author. 

Before we proceed to va]uethefragments of Agastya's 
Gr~mmar which have been handed down by the Tamil 
commentators and co11ected by a recent editor, it wiJ1 not 
be out of place to glance incidentalJy at the huge body of 
miscellaneous writings which has slnce been ascribed to 
him. They range over a \\•idc field from Medici:ie and 
Mysticism to Magic and \Vitchcraftl and bear eloquent tes­
timony to their ~uthor having been an unabashed charla­
tan. The reputed systematiser of the Tami] Language 
could scarcely have descended so low as to produce such 
senseless and dismal ·drivel as the extant . Agastya litera-
1ure, which has absolutely nothing in either matter or 
form to commend it to a cultured society. This is what 
Professor Mahamahopfidhyaya S. Kuppuswami Sastriar, 
~I. A., says in the introduction to Part II of Vol. II of 
the Descriptive Catalogue of the Oriental ManlJscripts 
Library, Madras:" The name of Agastya p.r Ahattiyar in 
Tamil has to be specially mentioned as the most proli~c 
writer on these subjects (Alchemy, Medicine, Yogam of 
the Siddhars). Who this Agastiyar is. to whom so many 
works are attributed, cannot be stated. He does not seem 
to be the same as the well-known Agastiyar, who is said 
to have s~stematized the Tamil Language and wrote the 
First Tamil Grammar. In all prqbability wcrks written by 

. l. ~he ~atalogue of the l\ladras Oriental Manuscripts 
Libra? gives, 1'!1 all,_details of ~bout 96 Agastya works. May 
~e .this -collection Just touches only the fringe of a body of 
literature not yet fully explored. If the cavernous profundity 
,of that aut~or co~ld ~h forth. in such nuinbers as 

1 U,TIIUU:r ,,., .a • Q • , • • • ...... _rr,.,Jl,r,,,6tJ 6\l~ui &rru4u 

U,T~a-,;,, QJJSJj.$/w,~6\J G11•® G6\)..,_,;," 
•co\tld even the most c • • · 11 -of . onsc1entious boo~-coL\ector ever think 

running the whole .quarry to earth? 
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different persons at different periods of time seem to have 
been attributed to Ahattiyar to invest them with dignity 
and antiquity, but the language used in many of these 
works is very commonplace and betrays them in their 
true col,mr as later compositions." To call the language 
of this trashy collection-for literature is too dignified 
a name to be used for it-• commonplace' is to err on 
the side of moderation. Let me c•xtract a few Imes of 
1:erse for the judgment of the reader. 

"(l;j'}GUJr.irfl)i Ge:r6'.1~fiJ(l/DQJT G,i!,;rf/QJITUJ& Cl.;-m 

Ge:•m~-JJC6\) e:.rUJ61TlT a l!iiE ~~2= .. 

-2ilt~4.a.iriu .. ,i. ~~mb 
'' /flTuSJl6/oU fd,D6lR!I /!Qf)#e; Qa;~ILJIT ~/i;if.'TQJ 

11'&>JG11:f} J.§lu C1utr(!IJU>L..IT /F~~IJ.J@j Ge:rrGisr(}mrfir " 

- &f&~iwt H.IT~~6;,i .!TW @~p!i>191uuie>IDI 
" QQJ.;rf/UJIT&8' e,i;ilo ,ir;;rop GGJJGffl 6l5I t_rrC ,If 

<1 QJ 11rr 15 /o u L/ ~ j)uS)@) 6\l 9"a;,,.i .s rr (!5 " 

-.91a.si;iwl a.&v~irar <f!ii>inlll 5IBJ1i;61 -~~• 
"lil&~r;;ro/lGUJGisr /D fil'i' ~61D11Gw6\l6\Jtrw .!5fT/D.tP• e•<1m 
~(!5$Jt.:..© GGJJt.:..©11,fD(!IJ "'&©" 

-&jJ£~~r.ul- •~iw~m, 
"EIIJUJtrQIT .JP/l~oCw &...so wrr,li:.r,; 

(!!;t:..e:wtr/LJ 6T'@#G,a6\)6\)/T u911s 6\)IT8'8r" 

-a,fE-i;iwt 6n:.@ 

" e:®~6)}} C1urreSliJ!! 6/"a;,,e= Ge:1TmrC1sw 

8'66/IT L.. IT61T LI LJ IT~ o; e!;J& ~ ILJ <J GJJ QS/1/ L- IT UJ 
15 8.g;.(1 LJ IT eSJ 15 /o (!j)Qf) /IJ 15 fTILJ.S@ ;j (!I} 

156\)UJ,'T6l!T' 15/TILJ&~-~ JflT8•• G,n·61) ~w 
G.s (§8r~IT'IT iL61JiS pprr if/ 15 II .f511"a;,, 

a .s ,:_ '-IT 8J})lfiJ G.s rr©.s~ rR .§1 CJ & iirroi9 uS/QJT p9 
uSl@<FrJGJJ u~e:iR p.§1 G11m t-m Q<FILJ.§1 

(]QJ6/RJI /1-txJT' ,.Sti.J15,11li•1T 611) ~Pa7 f'foC:/LJ." 

-~,!J,Uwit t!Ji~ am ®'e .. .v111uLJii;6J 
Is this 'commonpla0e' langqage or the language 

of puny minds absolutely dev-oi<l of learning, culture, and 
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moral elevation? The Professor is again a little cautious 
and hesitating to draw the conclusion that the whole lot 
hears the impress of the popular mint of quite recent 
times. Such lines as: 

"~.T~P #-'Tfi'BUJ Gu1T.~W& #0Tr: . ...:f'G"t'foJJTf 

UJ& #~fT(o(ff if16l.J)'4QS)L_ UJ QJIT& (!5 (} f5 rt~W " 

-DJH>~~wt ~~rr~~ 
" 61 ~ ;ii© 8'Qlr tw.1(} j!IT~ w GT (!p LJS /j)lfi] ® 61.j. L_() 0 IT i6 LD 

Clu1T]Jpf'i) ~~QUJQT(]f!) Gurr~L.JyCJw ~~,f,(]prrir 
~ . . '' 

!.DJ8'1T6IJT~IT 
" 0 D • uj=IDI -t>JJJ>(fi~un @61.1:Dit!UUl = _ 

occurring in some of the works themselves give the he 
direct to their ever having been written by the sage 
himself. But why waste time in exploring the back alleys 

and slums of Tamil Literarnre? _ f 
In retracing his steps to the grammatical sutras 0 

Ag?lstya, the reader may expect that perhaps in these th~ 
reputed sage might be seen at his best. But I fear blan 

F . t 'L fcW 
disappointment must greet him here ,ilso. irs , ' 
specimens of the sutras o[ this far-famed originator of ~he 
first Tamil Grammar. His definitions of E!uttu (~(!J'.P§) 
Mo!i (Gw.TfP) and Kugu (&"....j,JZJI) arc illuminating ~o thc 
last degree and we feel that without his critical guidance 
in a region so rt:condite we would be left in the lurch for 
over. 

f\1i~ 

,. ©. 
IA..Jl)I U II ,."rra, - • n • r.-. • " . ~ --fDw /Dtil!T LJLJ\!/IW• 

n he gives the lead to future grammarians how they 
1ld distinguish between the sexes of letters : 
",-.;rlJ ·"'"• urr s,-, G1111A. • G • ,rui " - • • ~ Ufillllf Utr li)JIUl 
<I "N•1'1''"ntfl (:)IJ)UJIII U)_nr, • . .r.,!"11 II 

· , =wUJ-ULI\Dl~ID 
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His medif;al knowledge is perhaps responsible for 
another peculiar classification of letters or ~c.,unds 
into Amirtavc!uttu (~~rr~@;~) and Naii.ce!uttu (!!i_@ 
G,(l:P/,,#1). His intuitive apprehension of the '.ndividuahty 
of the Tamil Language comes out in the Sutra : 

"11315G~rtf] Gw(!p,QG~61JlfW QJ1.-GQ10P,a ~-T(!!jlL" 
This solitary Sutra is enough to blow up the patrio­
tic pretensions of the so-called Tamil Muni? Probably, 
Agastya, a foreigner in the Tamil Janel, had a better justi­
fication for tlaiming the ownership of eYen r rimary 
human sounds to th·e ~anskrit Language, than the bigot­
ed autnor of Jlakkat,wkkottu (@6\l&&61J;,,sG&rrp§i) of modern 
days in perpetrating that absurd violation of the 
most elementary concertions oi linguistic science. The 
tell-taie sutras, l here extract, from the puhiishecl ..-olume 
of Rao Saheh Bhavanandam Pillai's edition of I'erakat­
t(ya Tirn;tu, will not fail to impress the reader with 
their brand-new modernity. Ii the words, -,tyle and 
thoughts of a literary composition can furnish the critic 
with any standard for fixing its date with some c1.pproach 
to tolerable accuracy, the following sutras can lead but to 
one conclusion. They are all post-Tolkappiyam in origin 
and bear evident marks of pedantry in some and of 
grammatical dilettantism in others. Here are the Si1tras : 

Sutra: 
4. @C::11G1D& G:JJrRGwtT,rl) &<J61Jgi&u.:s 1S11ul,,lu1UtT, 

10. ~;.~tTr..9 &11 Wf!p# IJJITC!:fJi&rRfilJT GUILJ/T. 

13. e3{.i ~tiri e3gQ1Ju:ilL/ u9. 11 #a.6J(!;Pii (!Jp9 ,i)GuUJtr. 

15. Gmt.v.-J)1Ju:i Gt1@61DwlJ./ii jir&&(!p GtS~foGuUJIT. 

Z7. R..1.-.§:lH'-~ Gurr;,/!)~ f,l'QS)Wa>9UJ~ <FQ!T"QuiiLI, 

JI. QJ€&fi1JaQDUJ .i.JQl'&mru:i urA<Fw..v61l 6&BruGwu,i. 

61 -8~ 6/JrtBIT',i)IL{ (Yi#ITI!~ %11LfLD,T 

M /IC!:fl 11 l!iJ • ai,, t-.15 ;,~119 '- C!:fl fag w 
LJ6'Jo-.9/J,,.J; fltT~ •~aLDii G~tTffi/6tJrT 

l...~6Jij\)6'JIT QQJ(!J'J,#JLJJ ~fJ'.i(3 Qu,61(.LJ. 

7;;_ ~G/!ltDUJ• &11u,CJurr&J ~,TiGLJ@il .§Jp)LJG:JJLI>. 

A-6 
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89. 

139. 

141, 

142. 
143. 

144. 
145. 
148, 

149, 

163. 
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lDUJC.su, 4 • -~ ,. . 
. _rr,, .. ,c•~e _,qll.Jtr•trJ 

..... '-611 • 61) .,;. ,.. • • ,... ,..., 
,-,-611 4..,w..,-.>,r~ ..,u,r~t.:_Q,,rrC:61J. 

~QLD.'Tyf/ u.9~U>tr!IJ ~UJtr yfJ Gurr ,Pduitr/fi 
,_,QlD,r•.0 ,.. Q . .ft • ,-., • 

. l:JII ,-llllr UKrHlf «.,LJL(.P ..,wrr/#(}UJ!;P. 
IFSJ11(i)ITll,n IFiiJ_. •. n • • • 
r.. >;;:, -~ UJtlUUu,JTe,,11u,. LJtr•jlUJ 
v.·wrryf/11,rfi,, Q.~ . r.. ,,n .. _,,,./'b 

-vi ,I) IMU,trtJl'IULJ L/1llf\a UJ. 

IFSJ~cJ.tr•e <Fe.,,._ (}~e,,i,Gu,,ryfl GUJ.LJ. 
~Q/LJ,J)trti.r. IF/IQ ,.0 ,,, • • • 

. -..:.:, lDrrtJI' ,u.,,_#jl_.lf'. •tr(!!jUJ. 
IT 6\1611 fT 15 rr • 

t..:.. '¥- SJ}/ t.i11.Ji.Jtll.11,7 LJJr• ,#W. 
~IT~~• 11/DLJQJ,i J1,i,1u,,i (} ~.,J,u QtDaTuLJ(i}w. 

~~. u.i~ ~-.,,;;Q._,, ~., .. s, G,u4•. 
~:· ': llfJ (!!j ... U) ii0(!5J ,iJ ,,; ,iJ r!,Mil-' ILJfTI.D. 

.,,. 6!9(!!j Ji} Gw ILJA'w 1.9 flir'&tr• (} •. 

~/J/IUe,- (!,O -::::-;;;:- rb • 
(} QS)/DIU VJ1jl,JZ11lf~l6 ,_.tlU,(P./PlfilllLD 

(} ~Q /Detsr diwuiurrer QuUJll .§1 fll916,'T#(;:UJBJT 

:. !ru '-/Q1G218)Jl CYJmGs:,(!!J GV•.su.i.1 
!5 ,Qj/(l Q6tJT • • r, . . 

l- l- fTLD (} 6V j, JPl•UJ v,,UJIQJT ,I)_,-filJf, 

I . -Gu11&&iu.• Gu,;iJG!t,rr&: ~i,~JJ~, 1~ 
t 18 hardly I 

of such . c oubtful whether the autho• or aurl)ors 
. m1sceUan . . -

hon and ea had any clear notions of the func 
ceptions :~~~e of Grannn,ar and Lexicology. The ~on­
up in th ese. two tlistiphnes are so hopelessly m1xe.d 

~ N ili Sutras h • ext, the style and phraseology ot e 
ave ne·th · · · b t them. Both _' er simplicity nor ancientness .a ou 

in the growth ~~int unmistakably to the very latest peri_otl 
place, the att grammatical terminology. Jn the third 
clature of thernpt to squeeze the cJassification and nomen­
alien language _Sanskrit.Grammarians into the fact,;; of an 
of Tolkappi,•a e is _0 nly too patent t~roughout. "The author 
least the s~u~~ 1:'1 spite of has ~ansktit erudition, h:1d ·at 
----- -~1ct of a born grammarian to respect 

l. This l ------ ·-----• C ear} 
considered as havin Y. referring- to PA,.aini, Agastya must be 
Agastya corne afte gpl~v~a aiter him. How could the R~ Viidic 

r- a1;11ni? 
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the linguistic phenomena of a foreign tongue and to care­
fully avoid tampering with their peculiarities in his classi­
cal grammar. Later-day scholars, in their admiration of 
Sanskrit, seem to have been engaged in importing whole­
sale the conceptions and terminology of the Sanskrit Gram­
marians in the form of stray sutras composed for the 
nonce and fathering them on the great saint Agastya with a 
view to secure for their productions an authority more 
ancient and compelling than what belongs to Tolkappiyam. 

In the light of the exuberanc~ of this 01ihodox Tamil 
Literature, the hypothesis of Tolkappi­

Agastya S u t r a s 
and Tolkappt- yam being the work of an early Jaina 
yam. author can scarcely be I ightly brush­

ed aside1• The difficulty, however, of coming to any 

1. The identification of Tolkappiyar with Trf;ladhuma.g­
ni, the son of Jamadagni, the V.;dic ~~i, is due to a later 
tradition and is absolutely indefensible on historical grounds. 
To assign Tolkii,ppiyam to the fourth century A. D. is indeed a 
reasonable working hypothesis and this receives extraneous 
support from the facts of Tamil Literary development also. If 
however, the Vi;dic J.l!?i, Jamadagni, the father of Parasurama 
and of Tr1_1adhumagni, is imported into the story of this work, 
the whole ends in a chronological dislocation of no ordinary 
kind. That Jamadagni lived towards the close of the Krta .Age 
is the view of the Purai:ias. Summing up their conclusions, Mr. 
F. E. Pargiter writes, in page 315 of his Ancient hzdian Histori­
c~/ Tradz"tion thus:-" According to that reckoning Viswamitra 
and his sons (with whom began the real Vedic Age, as mention­
ed above) lived towards the close of the Krta Age and so also 
Jamadagni etc." The following observations of Dr. Burnell are 
apposite in this co'l.nection : " It is possible to show historical­
ly how the Brahman ~radually supplanted the old Buddhist­
Jaina civilization of tl:..~ Peninsula, the earliest historical civili­
zation of which there is any record in that part of India ; and 
the fact that the Vedas of the South are the same as those of 
the North proves conclusively that this was done at a time when 
the Brihmanas and the Siitras had been definitely r~duced to 
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definite conclusion on that question arises from the 
fact that the theological conceptions and cosmogonic 
legends of the Jainas show a family likeness to those of 
the orthodox Hindus except in a few abstract doctrinal 
points.1 There is reason for believing that the Agastya 
mint was opened and kept going for sometime solely to 
bring down the authority of Tolkappiyam and belittle 
its importance. Viewed in its historical setting, Agastya 
tradition appears as little else than an orthodox counter­
blast to Tolkappiyam. But the superior merits of that 
work could not thus be extinguished. It stood its 
ground and even at this distance of time while a number 
of grammatical works have in the interim succeeded it, its 
broadly-laid foundations have not been touched nor the 
classic brilliance of its superstructure surpassed. Thus 
----··----------------------
their present form or at all events not before the Christian 
Era."-Elemmts of South J,ulian Palaeography, pp. 11-12. . 

Prof. E. J. Rapson in page 66 of his work A11cimi India 
says "They (the Jains) have also played a notable part in the 
civilization of Southern India, where the early literary develop­
ment of the Kanarese and Tamil Languages was due, in a great 
measure, to the labours of Jain monks." 

I. This may be also due to the wonderful assimilative 
capacity of the Hindu Religion, which has. always received into 
-its bosom alien doctrines, admitted into its Pantheon alien gods 
and thrown open the deers of its hagiology to alien religious 
teachers. The admission of Buddha, the stoutest and the 
most formidable opponent of Brahmanism, into the Hindu 
circle of ::1atiirs is alone sufficient to establish the great catho­
licity of .t;tmduism. The remarkable strength of this religion is 
no doubt partly due to this. 

That the same tendency was powerfully at work in the 
heterodox sects too need not be doubted. The following obser­
vation of Mr. Vincent A. Smith applies with double force to the 
Jaina sect : " The newer form of Buddhism had much in 
common with older Hinduism and the relation is so close that 
even an expert often feels a difficulty in deciding to which 
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there is ample justification for concluding that the Agastya 
tradition is decidedly posterior to the early Jaina period1 

of Tamil Literature, and must be ascribed to the age which 
succeeded the composition of Tolkappiyam. Another 
ground of imprub~bility of the so-called Agastyam being 
anterior to TolMppiyam may also be adverted to here. If 
the original grammar, Agastyam, had really treated of the 
three kinds of Tamil, viz., Iyal, Jcai, and Na/akam, there 
was hardly any reason for Tolkappiyar to omit the treat­
ment of Icai and Nafakam m his great work. He too 
would have followed his predecessor and given his gram­
mar an all-comprehensiveness which, at present, it lacks. 
His failure to do so was due simply to the fact that the 
tripartite cJassification of Tamil into Iyal, Jcai <1 ncl 
Niitakam did not exist in his time. lt was introduced 
onl~at a later stage of the growth of the Tamil Language 
and stamps Agast·yam as a work of that period. 

The time and circumstances of the origin of Agastya 

Agast:va Sutras- siitras, no less than their lane-uage and 
A Later Forgery. import, are such as will warrant only 

one conclusion, that the whole mass of 
them is a bare-faced forgery-not, of course, committed by 
a single writer at a single period 'of time but the result of 
different authors at diverse ti[Iles contributing their share 
to, the pile, whole sundry fragments challenge our 

system a particular image should be assigned."-Ear/y History 
of India, p. 319. 

Compare also Mr. Vincent A. Smith's views in the same 
work re the absorption of foreign elements into the Hindu 
Society, given in pages 340 and 341 and the decay of Buddhism 
in India, in p. 382. 

1. The age of Tiruniinasambandha and Tiruna.vukka­
rasu, about the beginning of the 7th century A. D. may be 
taken as the dividin,; line which marks the earlier and the later 
periods of. the Jain History in Tamilagam~ 
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attention to-day and create a problem in the linguistic and 
literary history 'Jf Tamil for solution. That this is not 
mere idle theorizing will come home to the reader if he 
has the patience to scrutinize a little the language of the 
following Agastya siitras extracted from the c.ornmentaries 
of Nacci~arkki~iyar on ]11:aka-Cintiima?J,i and of Atiyark­
kunallar on Cilappatikiiram. 

1. " ,,rriiJ.s s....p§Jw ta9Clf5rrµ 8n....p§JGIMiir 

(!!J UJ/5 .§1 /D QJ @j IS /IQ!f GlIT & ; fe) ILJ QJT' (!!J (} QJT'." 

2. ·'~@QJasl&& &../S.§1 uSJ ~(!56') ~ (} /lfflolf)(I 

ILJlT t._ QJ (!!j /S #fil!T' ~ & /S $J UJQJT' ('!J (} GlIT •" 

~ 11.ia11rra ClrsrrfJfD® &rri~rrrrw UC§e:welw 

,§)& • fti1 • !:J?}Cl 1Frr w rr rr & C: w--uSI ii & jiJ /!J f!J 
arri~rr QLIJfiiJr0fl 1!)15,§!w ur,/'a;,J~ ji}fDGwSJT(!!Jir 

~iiprr o.spf;JUJe,i- Clurri.§1 ". 

Is it unfair to suppose that these late commenta­
tors, who quote such st1tras without letting us know 
whence they drew them, should haYe really intend­
ed that they should be taken for Agastya siitras ? If 
Agastya were the real author, why should he have refer­
red to himself at all and that also in the third perso ., n. 
Surely, one will tind it difficult to ascribe such vanity, as 
this language pre-supposes, to a Sage of Agastya's saintli­
ness and eminence. The only way then of explaining 
away what to us looks like effrontery is to conclude 
that these are not the genuine writings of Agastya hut 
only f orgerics perpetrated by the later devotees of 
the Agastya cult, The reference to these siitras in 
the commentaries does in no way es·lablish their 
authenticily. On 1he other han<.1, they are rendered 
doubly suspicious, first by the suppression of the names of 
their authors and secondly by the absence of the original 
Agastya siitras on which these later ones might be suppo­
sed to have been based. Hence this floats.im and jetsam 
of Agastya Literature deserves only to be stored away in 
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a special niche reserved for literary forgeries until their 
authenticity is vouched for by extraneous evidence of an 
incontrovertible kind. 

Human mind loves the marvellous. Even -now 
it has not clean outgrown that habit. 

Agastya. ~'raditton When once the Agastya Tradition 
in Later Tamil was planted in the Tamil soil, it burst Literature. 

into a rank and over-abundant growth. 
The following quotations from certain later Tamil works 
,,,m bear this out. 

Pa?J?Jirupatalam has the following in its Payira-:.,z: 
" ;;B ®<!!5'" L.. A>J© J11 e9 UJer• m @IT6'J PB P 
l'IT®&IT 156'J6&Q)8'p puS1fP&f!5e9~• .srrG.s6lJT" 
SJn<l@ arr P.§JLD d-wGw1Tll/u LJ61!'-l&fP 

.f6@LI Gu(!§a»w ~•p$Ja.J GQJ_T&i,r~w 

Jl(!§15jl6lJ (!f'611F/QJ @&slUJ (!f'/159)Ir6'J 

Gurr(!§raJI& &fDJl)IU 4a»11/ju 6JJ611mrr,i;C2JJTIT 

15e,Jr;rJ}Q1UF t6i,!J)I'" Qjl,T6'J&ITU~UJQJI", " 

The Payiram of Purapporu/ Vetipa Mala; contains 
this : 

" w&i,r ~ ILi ~ fD ut.Sl&i,r 6lJrr0 @IT (2 6lJ ~;,,, L.. p 
G,'1erw'P.6\> u51<!§,i;II flti-8'rr6'J (!P-o11A6lJJTQlr 

/f)QST LJIT /D ID m L..uS1 IP j11Te9 6JT' ./Pl 6ISIJI IT 15 jl · 
.§JQST' QJT G@ ~IT p Pl p G jllTaJ& ITU i.51 UJQJT'. ,, 

The Pllyiram of Akapporu/ Vi{akkam runs thus 
" ~LD"'l1 151TQJ6Jr UllTLD°l£J8' Ge:QJTQf/ 

R'6al!J 1.9-u., fll ar,u,(J IL/IT ti- (16lJ - L.. 619 /D (2 urr 15 .§1 

® '- ,i,ar,& u.9&i,r eB m II Gm©IB!ia rR uS1 ar,. ~ ii-j 
_ai'Pis->& L.. 61JL..&@ U,61)UJ~ $1<:!!jti" 
@(!§ 15 J16U QST /D QST LJIT 6'9 UJ /D /D uSJ (!p 61111 IT/5 II 
Lf6lJ6UIT uw ~GSJGt.: '-~611 @fi11LJ 

Gt1rr6'J&rrui.51U.J,i,r. " 

The Divakarani has the following : 
" QJ<!§IB /ii .stiif/lN QJ L..$J•e:u GuGa1111l{ti 

G/flfN tfle,i- ii1Jll•lDrl/ l.i'1UJ (§Jl)l(!JJdi 
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These references are enough to establish how the 
Agastya tradition first began in the upper stratum of 
Tamil Literature before trickling down to its lower or the 
popular levc:l. 

Leaving these, if we turn to Tamil Pura:i;i.ic Litera­

Agastya. Tradition 
in Tamil Pura­
nic Literature. 

ture of still later times, the Agastya 
legend will be found to have grown in 
extent and elaborateness, which the 
earlier writers could hardly have P.Ven 

imagined. The first promulgators of the Pura:1:ias in 
the Tamil land being Poets, the characters and inci­
dents of )forth Indian Traditions were imported bodily 
into their works and handled with a freedom which the 
u~·.aginative children of Poetry alone possess. Kanta~ 
purai:i,am (a), Kacikar;itam (b), Tirukkurralappurai:i.ain (c), 
Tiru·,e11kata,ttalappuraryam (d), Tirunelvelittalappuranam 
(c), Kutantaippuraryam (f), :Mayilaippuraryam (g), v·eta­
rat:iiyappuraryarn (h), 1 to mention only a few, have each 
something to say about the saint and his miraculous perf or­
mances. The array of the Purai;iic battalion is indeed 
tremendous, but its arms are loaded with only blank 
cartridges. It mav envelop itself in vast volumes of 
smoke and rattle ;-but for hitting at one fact of history 
it has not the means. Still some people feel a s0rt 

J. (a) 
(b) 
(c) 
(d) 
(e) 
(j) 
(g) 

vide JI/& JSp;}1Uuu1- 61JtD. 

11 p;} (!J LD QI« ff ~Ii "Li• 
11 (;/IGlln"&Qr Jlf .. ~~ILJ~JIU)LD61JLffiJJ 8'(!J5.Sui, 

,, Jlf•~fe)UJfr j}c:5w'P£i, Ql8')LDQll5JB Jll~pi}UJ.TUJui • 

. , f!l9 ,i 11@ rR a= 11' c:5.i .s LD. 

,. p. 198. 
11 Gutr ~UJw,TID'PliNi ~(!5••Ltl ; ,..,.Of,lt.:_,_; 



AGAST\'A IN THE 'fA~IlL LAND 49 

of unctuous over-scrupulousness of spirit and refrain 
from. rejecting these myths of the poets as utterly 
worthless for historic purposes. Emulating the 
-example of historians who try to extract some grains of 
truth from ancient traditions, they go on to argue 
whether the testimony of such a goodly company 
of Purar;iic poets should not after all have some bed­
rock of truth underneath. This is entirely misconceiving 
the problem that has been set forth in this paper and the 
method adopted for its solution. Inductive methods, 
which, when applied to facts, are a fruitful source of 
truth, will yield only fictitious generalizations wh('n ap­
plied to fictions. There is no intrinsic merit in these 
scientific methods to impart to the materials to which 
they are applied the validity of truth that they may 
otherwise lack. It is surprising that this commonplace 
of scientific doctrine and p1;actice is iorgotten by those 
who want to appeal to the testimony of numbers, where 
each number counted is little better than a zero. Surely, 
the false concurrent statement of a hundred unveracious 
witnesses will not make that statement true simply he­
cause their number happens to be hundred. On the 
method of inductive reasoning these adopt, almost every 
character of every poet and mythologist must be credited 
with real existence. Would ~hakespeare have treated the 
history of-Falstaff in three successive plays of his, if there 
had not been some real Falstaff to become the hero of so 
many exploits and escapades? How, for instance, could 
the ~umerous adventures and hairbreadth escapes of the 
great detective hero, Sherlock Holmes1 he made consis­
tent with his assumed non-existence? The numerous 
-exploits of those two heroes should force us to conclude 
that, discounting much as due to poetic fancy or a nove­
list's imagination, there must still remain a nucleus of 
solid fact at the core. A reasoning like this is not at all 

A-7 



50 AGASTYA-IN THE TAl\JIL LAND 

different in essentials from that which guides certain in• 
vestigators in:their work of constructing history with the 
help of the :Pura.1.1ic poets. The attempts of these remind 
us of the venerable Professors of the University of Lagado, 
who were engaged in grim earnest in extracting sunbeams 
from cucumbers. 

When Agastya passed from the hands of the Poets 
to the care of !he masses, his saintlin'ess. 

Apotheosis of came to he immediately surrounded Agastya. 
with a halo of divinity. In all coun-

tries· and at all times, group psychology has been charac­
teri!-'ecl by one feature-its tendency to occupy extremes. 
either way.I Hence, measured judgments, appreciation 
within limits, are not of th_e peopl~. They must make of 
the persons brought to theu- har either a god or a de\"iL 
Naturally, therefore, th~ _P?pular Ag~stya was .,raised at 
oAce to the rank of a d1vm1ty and their worshipful h 

d h. . . om-
age flowed towar s 1m m_, an unceasmg stream. A 
temple too, known as Agast1svaram, was raised in h. 
honour and it stands to this day some four or five .1

1s 
m1 es 

to the north of Cape Comorin. Though this temple h 
now fallen into neglect, it must have at one time att ~ ats 

. . 1ac -· 
ed a large concourf-e of votaries and been an in-. rt 
• ----- ·••~a~ 

I. ·' It is the lack of the conditions necessary to 
collective resolution and volition that renders a crowd so fickle 
and s.o i~consistent; so capable of passingfrpm one extreme of 
action to'"another, of h~rrying to death the man whom it glori-­
fied at an earlier moment, o.r of"turning from savage butchery­
to tender and tearful solicittide."-William McDougall's ' Group 
Mind' p. 45. Just as the lack of the conditions necessary to 
collective resolution leads to the fickleness of the crowd, i,;o also 
the want of facilities for collective deliberation and judgment 
of the populace precludes the application of the necessary 
corrective and brings about the extremist character o"f popular 
judgments in general 
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place of pilgrimage. That Agastisvaram may hav~ once 
enjoyed its heyday of prosperity is rendered probable by 
the fact that the Taluq or revenue division in which it is 
located is even now known as Agashsvaram Taluq in 
South Travancorc.1 Not only this, there are certain, 
communities in that part of the country, the weaving 
class for instance, who consider the saint as their own 
tribal deity and offer him regular daily worship. 

Another religious cult also later on seems to have 
mingled itself with the Agastya. \Vhen the Saivite reli­
gious philosophers appeared and began to spiritualize still 
more the religious conceptions of the earlier Na.yagma.rs 
in South India, they depicted God as the spiritual guru 
who would present himself before devout and ripe souls 
and free them from the coils of Karma and rebirth by 
bestowing mukti on them. This special grace on the 
part of Siva, the Supreme Lord, became one of the 
cardinal doctrines of 'the Saiva Siddhanta School of 
Philosophy, which even now claims the largest number 
of adherents in South India. That Saivism, at least in 
its latest phase, emphasising as it did Gttru-Bhakti as the 
foremost virtue amongst its three types of spiritual devo­
tion, powerfully reacted on the Agastya cult and helped, 
its spread amongst the masses goes without saying. An 
acarya of the type of Agastya, hovering midway between 
Divinity and man, could very ~asily be taken for Siva. 
Guru or the divine teacher himself. And in fact no 
orthodox Saivite could afford to treat a religious guru 
with indifferent feelings lest he should thereby lose the 
chance of salvatinn, which would be vouchsafed to him 

1. There is a village known as Tiru-Agattiyli.npaHi; about 
two miles to the south of Tirumaraikkiitu, in the Tanjore Dis­
trict. The Saint is said to have performed penance here for ·some 
time. This place comes withi'n the itinera~y of the Sairn devotee 
Tiruniinasambandha and is found mentioned in one of k hymns; 
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by Siva himself appearing in the form of a human teacher, 
at some lime or other~ Thus, in the identification of the 
Saint with Siva Guru l\lih"ttam, brought about by the 
exigencies of Saivite religious development, the apotheosis 
of Agastya reaches its finale in the Tamil land. 

The following details given in Mr. Gangoly's article 
in the Journal of the Mythic Society throw a fresh light on 
an earlier phase of the same rf":ligious tendency working 
itself out in the Malay islancls in the East. J n Java 
certain images called '' Siva Guru" or "Trisiila " 
images are found in many places and are worshipped 
as those of Agastya, who is believed to ha\"e been 
the first missionary of Saivism in that countrv. 
This, in a wav, explains how in the mainland ~i 
India Agastyacult received a fresh impetuc;; by its alliance 
with the Saiva revivalism, especially during its later 
stages when its --Ioctrines and rituals were elaborated and 
codified by Meykal').ta Teva _and :he other religious 
philosophers who followed him. fhat of all teacher·s 
Agastya should be brought in to collect and arrange the 
Tevara hymns lets in some light on the religious tenden­
cies of that time. In the distant Ja_~a too, Agastya's name 
became intertwined with that of Siva or Siva Guru d 

f . an 
assuJ11ed a sectarian importance o its own. The disillu-
sion in the matter of the people worshipping the ~iva 
Guru images as the Agastya came, however, from .an un­
expected, but authoritative quarter. Dr. Vogel, the 
eminent Dutch Archaeologist, to whom the photographs 
of the Siva Guru images were sent for inspection and 
identification, came to the Cl)rrect conclusion that the 
ima~es, al! of whic;h bore the Trisula or the trident in 
tbeir hands, wer:e those of Siva and not of Agastya. 
From my. own _in~pection of the photos I was satisfied 
that .all the im11ges were Siva's and that Dr. Vogel had 
given the correct verdiGt in the-matter.. F-ucther, from the 
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extract in page 55 of this paper from Bergaine's Sa11skrii 
Inscriptio11s of Champa, it will be seen that Agastya. 
journeyed to Camhodia to preach the worship of ~iva­
lingam known as Sri Bhadresvara. The ~iva Guru images 
of Java are also known as Bhattaraka Guru images. Bha­
dresvarn of Cambodia and Bh~ttaraka of Java bear a close 
resemblance and may be variant forms of probably one 
name.* However, this is a matter for Sanskritists to decide. 

Having been thus deified Agm,tya has come to 
evoke the greatest veneration among the people. This 
wave of piety led to a fresh recrudescence of myths and 
miracles which have now literally bu_ried the original 
figure "ten thousand fathoms deep." One need not 
wonder at the fecundity of the imagination, from the 
mo~t cultivated to the most ignorant,- thus piling on th~ 
devoted head of Agastya layer after layer of legends 01 

every description and colour. Almost every century had 
its quota to add -and if the mass of tradition will in any 
manner supply a·standard for determining the period of its 
growth and accumulation, at least a thousand years may 
fairly be allowed for the Agastya cult for its dcvelopn1ent 
to its present dimensions. Still in the held of psycho­
logv of a race, we cannot absol~tely be sure of the ,-ari­
dity of such surmises. 1 \.Vhen a Geologist calculates 
------------------------

*These words are given the following meanings in Sir 
Monier William's Dictionary. 

Bhadrtisvara = Various Statues or Liiigas of Siva. 
Bhattiiraka= Buddhist teachers and Saiva monks. 
1. Thola~Jl the lore-dimension and quality of a traditioi' 

may give us an idea of its age, it is not at all possible to reach 
a correct standard for its age-determinatign. Judged eithe; 
by quantity or quality of the materials that have gathere 
round Ct!rtain popular heroes of recent ·fates ha.oded doWdr ·an 
in ballad poetry of the day, such as Muttu Bhaitan. "b 
:Maturai Viran of later mvths. as Jai Singh and Khan Saht 
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the age of a river by the successive layers of its alluvial 
deposit,, he can positively be sure of his ground and con­
clusions for he is only dealing • with unvarying physical 
forces that have at no point of time ceased working. 
Not so in the present case, where the thought and life of 
a nation are dealt with. There may be centuries of stag­
nation to be succeeded by others of unusual productivity 
and progress. The concatenation of cir·cumstances which 
brings this about will defy the analysis of even the most 
accomplished historian. Yet with all these uncertaintiel:> 
which affect the later stages in the development of the 
Agas"tya cult, the tradition itself, according to the testi­
mony of the early literature examined, cannot be taken 
behind the 5th C,.-ntury A.D. 

Viewing the Agastya tradition as a whole fro 111 its 
inception to its. most recent dcveJ 

Intrtnaic Improba- . t "k . Op-
bUities. ment, 1t s n es us as an 1maginaf 

"fi IVe structure of magm cent proportions. 

In the first place, the reason assigned for the Aga t 
exodus is too mythical for ordinary human belief 5

1t~a 
. • q 

stated that he was sent to the South by God Si\•a hiri 
• lSelf 

to equalize the balance of the southern ha_lf of the Glob 
with the northern. This primitive conception of the O e 
portion of the earth tilting up and another sinking down~ 
not certainly by any geological cafastrophe-but by the 
sheer weight of the heavenly hosts gathered on th 
Himalayan top-is too puerile for ser.ious criticism. t 

---
probably of the Camatic Wars, as Katta Bommu and U mai Duraj 
of the Poligar Wars of Tinnevelly, these recent legends seehl 
to vie with the older, both in their elaborate character and ht 
their mythic ingredients. So the massiveness of a tradition by 
itself is not a safe guide for the determination of its ·age. 
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Secondly, his residences in the South are too numer­
-ous and far distant one from another to be received as his­
torical facts. He had his residence first on the southern 
-outskirts of the Vindhya Mountains, next on the l\fount 
Vaic;l.iirya in the Satpura range, then on the Malakii\a near 
Badflmi, then on the Pothiyil in the Pax:ic;lya country, and 
lastly he appears to have migrated beyond the sea to the 
Malaya Hill in Sumatra and thence moved on to Siam and 
Cambodia. 1 Is it possible for one man to have displayed 
-such catholicity of taste for a series of hi II residences 
·scattered throughout the Peninsular India and the 
numerous Indonesian Islands in the Ea~t ~,. 

Thirdly, a like improbability arises rrom Agastya 
-officiating as the family priest of the Calukya King 

1. The following is found quoted by :\Ir. Gangon· in his 
articl~ on Agastya published in the /ourm1I of the .11 ylhic 
Society, Vol. XVIII " That Brahmin .-\ga3tya, born in the land 
of the Aryans, devoted to the worship of Shiva, having come 
by his psychic powers in the land of the Cambodians for the 
::iurpost! of worshipping the Shiva Lingam known as Shri 
Bhadreswara and having worshipped the God for a long time 
attained beatitude."-Bergaine's Smscril Inscriptions of 
C!iampa, 1893, LXV, p. 360. 

2. Certainly a feeling of monotony will creep on the 
reader when he tries to run through the list of the Agastya resi­
dences in the various countries. The Mahamalaya hill in the 
:!\faJaya-Dvipa and the Malayam Hill in Sumatra come to him 
merely as the second or third editions of Malakiita and 
).laiaya of South India. In short, the principle followed 
appears to be that wherever a mountain or hill raised its 
head to the sky Agastya should be brought forthwith and 
located there. .\ hill without a Rishi of his eminence, in the 
view of the myth-makers, is almost a contradiction in 
terms. 
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Kirliraja of La.ta,, N. Guzerat,1 and of the Pa.I).<}.ya King of 
the far away South.2 ls it probable that in the condi­
tions of South India in that early time when roads and. 
other conveniences of travel did not exist that Agastya 
could ha\·e had such a• large clieptele of royalty to 
minister to? 

Fourthly, judged by our ordinary standard~, his ex­
ploits are mostly superhuman. Here human credu­
_lity is taxed a little too much. These performances 
hardly serve the purpose of establishing his historical 
character. Their cumulative effect after all seems to be 
the reverse. 

Fifthly, his labours as the pioneer of Aryan civiliza­
tion in _the South and in the East have to surmount seri .. 
ous historical difficulties, before they are finally accepted. 
The aryanisation of the Mahara~tra, then of the I{ar­
nataka, then of the T~mil country, the~ of the Ma_lay 
islands and lastly of Siam and Camboc:ha must each be 
assigned a few centuries at the least. No ordinary 
. human being with a limited span of life • of a hundred 
years .or thereabouts could have coped with this gigant·· 

1 N . IC 
task on a scale ·so colossa. or can 1t be pretend d 
with due respect fo_r the facts ~f history _that the aryan:_ 
ation of these various countries. was simultaneous anct 
could be compressed into the limited space. of one identi­
cal century. These are a few of the difficuU:es present, 
ed to us by the Agastya tradition. 

Thus we find that judged by the t~o f undamentat 
tests referred to at the beginning viz., (i) unbroken cont·­
nuity of tradition with the past and (ii) absence of inhere,:t 

p. 68; 
Vidc the Jotmzal of the Mythic Societ,•, \'ol. XVIII 

I 

2. Vide Sinnamaniir plate where Sundara Piind'":a 1-• • ,J s 
.referred to as Agastya Si~ya. 



AGASTY A IN THE TAMIL LAND 57 

contradictions, the Agastya tradition breaks down 
completely. 

yet attempts have not been wanting to rescue the 
sage from the ~tmosp·here of pure myth 

A=~~vtd!!~ and invest him with a sort of historic 
personality as that of Alexander the 

Great for instance. Mr. 0. C. · Gangoly in an article 
contributed to the Journal of the Mythic Sodety, calls him 
the leader of the Aryans in the great task of the aryanis­
ation of Dak~il]a.patha. The Aryan immigration into 
Europe, into Iran, into North India, all appear to have 
been accomplished without a personal leader to direct 
the hosts. In the case of South India alone a leader was 
found necessary~· Probably this last mi~ration being. 
the latest, the leade~•s name here has not fallen into 
oblivion. ~·hatever it he, the fiction of ascribing the 
origin and source of national movements and ectensive 
social phenomena to single persons has unhappily not yet 
r,xpired. In fact, nationai migrations are the results of 
social conditions and forces existing and workirg at the 
time and could in no way be ascribed to the thoughts an"d 
desires of individual men, however great they may be. In 
such movements communal or national -leaders may arise 
and take a prominent part ; when they do so, we should 
view them as acting unc;:ler some sort of social necessity 
and compulsion and not as free agents drawing humanity 
after them as mere pawns or automata. Eve·n the 
masterful Alexander the Great could not push his expedi­
tion further into the heart of India because· of the opposi-• 
tion of his troops. He ·bad to retrace his steps. The 
corn~ct reading of the great chara~ters of history is not to 
view them as isolated· figures, standing on a pinnacle of 
their own and moulding the des(inies of millions a1:1 it 
pleastd them, but as the highest . embodiments of. the­
:-pirit of their times, the recognized channels through 

A-8 
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which the social forces had to·work their way out for the 
accomplishment of their task set by the communal or 
national will. The ancient history of almost every 
country is filled· with heroes. But ·to understand -;uch 
heroes aright depends largely on the way in which their 
life-history is approacheo and studied. The ap;::,earance 
of ·the scientific method in history, superseding the 
ancient artistic one, introduces,-~ new angle of vision 
and \Vith it a new valuation of histprical data. Where the 
pre-scientific rec.order of facts laid too much stress on 
one human spirit em.bodie~ in a hero, as descending upon 
humanity fro•m ?- sphere of its own, the scientific historian, 
grown perhaps a :little impervious to the PMmptings of 
hero-worship, tries to dissect that spirit and read therein 
the reactions to its environment, to the peculiar stresses 
and pulls which had played about it and helped it on 
towards its development into a full-blown per1-o~ality.1 
Science is not blind wonder but it is admiration built on 
posifo·e analytic knowledge. It will untie the strands of 
a rope to its last filament to un~erstand it aright before 
admiring it. In judging the national events of a time far 

I. " A_~ Theodore Merz has so well shown in the fourth 
volume of his tnonumental work of the Synthetic mode of re­
garding organisms, men and institutions, not as single things, 
self-contained and complete in themselves, but as merely nodes 
or meeting points of all the forces of the world acting and re­
acting in unlimited time and space."-William McDougall's 
' Group Mind' p. 2. 

" People are always talking about originality ; but what 
do they mean ? As soon as we are born, the world begins 
fo work upon us, and this goes on to the end. And, after all, 
what can we call our own except energy, strength and 
will ? If I could.give an account of all that I owe to great 
predecessors and contemporaries, there would be but a small 
balance in my favour"-Goethe's Literary Essays (Spingarn's 
translation) pp. 256-257: 
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removed from ours, no doubt the mind, not befo~ in 
possession of the social factors of those by-gone times; is 
disposed to catch hold of a hero, real or imaginary, here 
and there, and· ascribe to him all the events of a particu­
lar epoch, which have to be somehow accounted for. This 
hankering after the creation of heroes may be artistically 
sati.sfying and even praiseworthy in its own way but must 
impede the growth of a true scientific history in our land. 

Applying this principle of criticism to the Agastya 
tradition in South· India and Further lndia, we find 
that the burderi sought to be placed is too vast even 
for the Atlantean shoulders of an Agastya to. b~ar. 
If he were a historical figure, as some are· disposed to 
contend, his wcrks should be judged by the ordinary 
canons of historic criticism. And what was his work in 
South India and outside? As already stated, it is nothing 
less than the introdt,ction of Atyan knowledge and cul­
ture, Aryan beliefs and customs, Aryan religion and philo­
sophy, in the Peninsular India from the Vindhyas to Cape 
Comorin, in the whole group of Indonesian hlands and 
in Siam and Cambodia sti!l farther East. Even on tl:.ie 
~upposition that he was only the originator, the initiator 
of the movement, in all these countries and not the later 
architect of the works in different areas, 011e has still to 
admit that the aryanisation of all these countries was 
started simultaneously and should be compressed into the 
short space of a sage's life-time, say, a hundred or a 
hundred and fifty years at the most. \Vould any student 
of history stand by the implications of this astoundinJ:! 
admission? Even the conversion of the DaI]c;iakarar:iya 
into a habitable country for the Aryan colonists should 
have taken up two centuries on a moderate caiculation. 
And anothei: two centuries for the Karnataka countries 
to he ar.tan:sed before Agastya could think of setting 
his foo, h the 'f.,mil land. Is it conceivable that 
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Agastya could ever have come _to . the Ta~il Jand 
leaving behin.~ him such a broad beH of ternt9ry. as 
the Dal)c;lakaral').ya and the Karnataka peopled by alien 
tribes without fir~t thinking of aryanising them and secur­
ing therein a firII! base for his furth~r progress ? If 
colonisation were his motive, these (orest regions offered 
him larger facilities than the pop~lated ar?a of the Tamil 
region. If on the other hand, he acted the _part of a mere 
missionary to bring the light .. of his knowledge to the 
Tamilians, he might .be suppo:ied to have come direct to 
the Pa.Qc;lya country. But .the tr~dition that ·seated him 
in the Malakiita range near Ba<;lami in the Kanarese 
country contradicts • this suppositio~. Accoi-dii:igly we 
have to assume that Agastya moved to the southern region 
stage by stage. In this scheme, !however, his arrival. at 
Pothiyil would be delayed by four or five centuri~s, at the 
least. CouJd Agastya have lived so long ? To meet"this 
difficulty, we have to assume either that Agastya was not 
an ordinary mortal or that there should have been manv 
Agastyas to carry on the work of aryanisation. Th~ 
former assumption removes the-ques(io~1 from the pale of 
history and the latter contradicts tradition, All this 
difficulty is due to the champions of Agastya trying to mi~ 
up two opposing view-p~ints, the mythical _and the 
scientific. In judging of the historicity of Agastya, ele­
mentary canons of historic criticism demand that nothing 
of the impossibilities and improbabilities of mythic 
characters should be imported therein to vit_iate our 
conclusion. 

The upshot of the discussion regarding the historicity 
l'f Agastya then comes to this: that the aryanisation 0f the 
different countries of South Indfa can in no way be-ascribed 
to one common point of time but must be spread ·over a 
}ew centuries and that Agastya,. if he were a historic·chara<'.l:­
ter, could not have livect. all that time tb see his work 
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even begun in those countries. He should have been 
long ago- gathered to his forefathers before the later stages 
of the aryanisation work could be said to have been even 
started. 

Whatever may he his historicity in the ~g Vedic 
India of old, i.e., m the Punjab or i11 North India, his 
translation to the Pothiyil of the South is a myth pure 
and simple and cannot be accepted as a fact in the primi­
tive history bf the Tarnilians. Not only does it not square 
with the known facts of South' Indian Literature and 
History but it contradicts them in many vital particulars. 

It may still be contenced that like Romulus of old, 
who founded Rome, Agastya might be 

Agastya-A Semi- considered as a sort of semi-historic per-
Historic Per,. 
sonage_ sonage~ He might be taken as one of 

the primitive heroes of antiquity, whose 
features, though dimmed and distorted by tradition, have 
still a ring of reality about them. If he could not be 
brought before the foot-lights of history, he might at least 
be classed with those pre-historic figures who have 
worked at the foundations of a nation's culture. 
This, it may be conceded, is a perfectly legitimate hypo­
thesis. On the~tage of Aryan history or pre-'history the 
sage fills a part, which no historian would be disposed to 
deny. H he had been left without disturbance in the 
Vedic milieu or in the period to which ~amayat_1a has a 
bearing, his character would not have suffered. But later 
myth-makei-s, with the strong instinct of hero-worship in 
them, would not allow him to rest there. He should be 
rei,urrected and brought again on another stage and that 
also at a far subsequent period to act another. drama of 
momentous importance. The only difficulty here is one 
of chronology-the necessity of squaring the facts of one 
individual's life-time with those of the cultural periods of 
many nations in India and outside. The zealous labours 
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oi the mythologists have only gone to make a primitive 
historical character, only less and less historical down the 
ages, to the very verge of his losing that character alto­
gether. Their blind zeal has done the greatest disservice 
to the ancient sage, whose very existence has thereby 
come to be doubted. ln the limited view of ,considering 
Jiterature as tlte :;tandard for arriving at the civilization of 

nation, indeed it is a far cry from the ~g Vedic Litera­
ture which clusters about 1,500 B. C., to 2,000 B. C. to 
Tamil Literature which gathers round 100 A. D. How 
could a single character of the primitive histc:.'ry of these 
nations touch both these ends? This hiatus in chrunolog " 
can be remedied only by supposing that there were mor~ 

gastyas at work than we are aware of. Apart from the 
reg Vedic Agastya and the Agastya of the Ramayana 
period, we require at least four n~on: Agastyas to ha~e 
begun the aryanisat1on 01 the Karnatic country f 
Tamilakam, of the J11ctonesian Isles, and of Cambodia'. ~s 
it a rational hyp~thesis. to ma_ke that one p~rticular family 
should have specially given birth to a senes of descen-

ants 011 whom alone, of <1thers, the: duty of the aryanisation 
of the :,;outhern region clevol~ed_?. Or we_rc there manv 
families of Agastyasor many 111d1Y1duals with a mere ac:ci-­
denhl coincidence in their names? \Vould it not b.,. , . . ..., more 

national to asc11be the cont111mty of the tradition to th 
rnity of the name •Agastya' which had struck root, in th: 

popular imagination by the labours ?f myth-makers and 
myth-preachers rather than to the unity of the fatnily from 
which half-a dozen protaganists of culture shoulri be 
derived? 

We have now arrived at the last stage to which the 
progress of thought in this subject 

Agaatya-an Alie- should inevitably take us. Scholars who gorical character 
feel that the Agastya problem in South 

Indian History bristles with many insurmountable diffi­
culties have tned to modify the hypothesis not a little to 
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reconcile it to certain stubboru. facts. They realise that a 
historical Agastya in view of the stupendou~ volume of 
work that falls to his lot-not in one country hut in many, 
not in one period bt,t in many-is absolutely indefensible. 
Still to save the situation they tty to read into the e"·enb 
of the aryanising epcch a dominant idC'al, a persistent 
note, rnnning through them all. Thus South Indian 
aryanisation becomes a beautiful long-drawn-' ut alle­
gory in their hands and in such a poeti.c \·iew of the 
whol_e process the critic is precluded from demanding 
the existence of a central historic personality. \Ve have to 
take Agastya as neither more nor less than the embodi­
ment of the ideal ot the Aryan nation in their work ot 
spreading their culture and knowledge to different coun­
tries of the South. This new school may urge that the 
Agastya legend need not be t,iken as treating of sobe1· 
facts of history to be thrust into a strict chronological 
frame-work but must be \"iewed as the expression oi :l 

generalized type of activity which the Aryan colonists 
had been pursuing in the southern regions. Could not the 
spirit of Agastya-e\·en after his bodilv dissolution-be 
taken as animating his iollowers and drl\·ing them on tn 
the accomplishment of the great task to which he had 
first set his hand ? \Vho will ever think of controverting 
this figurative way of interpreting Sonth Indian History? 

It is far from the purpose of this paper to disturh the 

Conclusion. 
complacency of those who believe that 
the sage Agastya lives to this day in the 

Pothiyil 1\Iount and remains invisible to ordinary mortals; 
nor does it aim to cc>11vert another group which amuses 
itself by pouring the ne,v wine of scientific history into the 
old bottles of mythologic tradition and imagines that the 
cause of both Historv and Tradition is somehow served 
therebv. Nenher o/ these is in the least troubled by the 
oft-repeated taunt of the \\'est that the Indians have no 



64 AGASTYA IN THE TA:'.\JIL LAND 

historical sense and discrimination. But fortunately for 
the reputation of India there is a numerous and growing 
band of Indian scholars, who do not flinch from 
applying the modern critical methods for the construc­
tion of a scientific history of their past. To this new and 
influential class, the positive facts and deductions,· I have 
herein advanced about an ancient chapter in the history 
of the Tamilians, are commended for its consideration 
and judgment. The late Mr. Vincent Smith wrote : 
'' Attention has been concentrated too long on the North, 
on Sanscrit books and on Inda-Aryan notions. It is time 
that due rf'gard shc11ld be paid tn the Non-Aryan element." 
I neerl scar~ely add that the pn:~en! is an att~1npt to carry 

out the wishes of that scholar m a subject wherein 
independent Non-Aryan testimony is imperative and 
should make itself heard. 



APPENDIX I. 

NOTE ON PTOLE~IY'S 'BETTIGO.' 

Dr. Caldwell correctly identified this with the Tamil 
Pothigai or Pothiyil. At the present day, Pothiyil is the 
name only of the southernmost promontory of the Western 
Ghats, later known also as Agastyarkutam. In Ptolemy's 
time, howe\•er, it appears to have had a larger signification. 
In Ptolemy's map, Mount Bettigo stands for the whole of 
the southern portion of the Western Ghats, i.e., the Ghats 
running through the Tamil country of those days. It 
begins from the northern confines of Dimyrike, Tami!akam 
or the country of the Tamils, and nms down to a distance 
of nearly 300 miles. This range is also known as the 
'Malayam' (lit. the mountain in Tamil). H in Ptolemy's 
days the term Pothiyil had signified only the southernmost 
peak, surely he would not have use~ it to denote the whole 
range of the mountains occupying some hundred miles. 
The restriction of the name Pothiyil or Malayam to the 
southern peak may probably have arisen at a far later day. 
Consequently, to import into the term 1 Pothiyil' occur­
ring in such w_orks as Purananuru, Agananuru, etc., of 
the "Sangam" period, our modern restricted meaning is 
·altogether wide of the ~ark and entirely misleading.• The 

• As a glaring instance of this kind of unconscious misinterpretation, the 
following categorical summary of Poet Mi.miilanar's reference by Dr. S. 
Krishnaswami Aiyangar in his Beginnings of Soutl, Indian History 
(pp. 90-91) may be quoted here. It runs thus :-"The fact of the invasion 
of the south by the Mauryas, the southernmost P.Oint reached being Podiyil 
Hill in the S. W. Comer of Madura." It is superfluous to point out that 
Dr. s. K. Aiyangar has lhus sought to bring)he Mauryas dowri i:o tlie present• 
day Pothiyil, being evidently misled therein by i:he re"Stricted current denot,l• 

A-9 
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earlier extended signification receives considerable support 
from. the fact that the kingdom of Aioi (Aayi), the Pothi­
yil chieftain in Ptolemy's days, comprised not merely the 
country adjoining the present-day-.Pothiyil but extended 
far to the north and west as far as Melkynda (the 
Nelkynda of the Periplus), the Nirkunram or Nira-
1).am near Kottayam in the northern district cf Travan­
core. Mr. Cunnipgham in his Geography of Ancieut 
India (p. 552) states that, in the Chino-Japanese map 
of India, the alternative name of Malayakiita, the 
southern portion of the Ghats, is given as Hai-an­
me11, vhich suggests a connection with Ptolemy's Aioi~ 
Furtl. s, this extende4 earlier signification of the term 
•Pothiyil' serves to give us the correct derivation of the 
name, besides shedding some light on the political divi­
sions of Tami!akam in the early centuries. It is clear tha-t 
it originally meant a common place, lying unappropriated 
by any one, though latterly it came· to mean a place of 
public resort or n~eeting as wQJT' ,(Dw. It formed probably 
also the sheep or cattl~ range of a tribe of shepherds and 
cowherds known as Pothuvar. As this range of hills 
(Malayam) ran through the heart of the territories of the 
three Tamil Sovereigns of that period (Cheta, Ch61la and 
Pa.1:u;lya) and separated their respective spheres ~f rule, 
it was considered by them a common belt of hill-region 
not belonging to any one king exclusively. As Aioi, the 
chieftain of a hill or forest region, was the earliest occupant 

tion of that name. F11rther, the Mokiir referred to in one of. Mamiilanar's 
stanzas (Akam 251) as the capital of the chief whose recalcitrancy is said to 
have. bro11ght about the Ma11ryan invasion is not different, I should think, 
from Ptolemy's 'l\,fago11r' which is stated to be an inland .city in the Paralia. 
of the Soretai (Cho!as). Mokiir th11s fall~ 011tsi<.le the Pandya co11ntry. B11t 
here also Dr. S. K. Aiyangar seems to have been mi~J~d by Mahamaho­
pidhyaya Swaminatba ··AlY?-r's erroneous identification of the place in his 
introduction to his Pura~~hUl'U ~ a town sit111te in the Pii~<;lyan territory. 
,vhetber the term Poth1yd 9<=c11rrm~ in this stanza refers to a hill at all • 
highly 'doubtflll.- B11t that need not"be gone into at present. is 
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of the lands on both sides of the Ghats (the village 
Aykku<;l! in the Shencottah_ taluq on the eastern • side 
of the Ghats will testify to Aioi's. connection with 
the. east), he seems to have appropriated the name and 
called himself the chieftain of Pothiyi~ and it is 
more than likely that his tribe was also known as the 
Pothuvar. This territory was afterwards merged in the 
Pa.1).9ya kingdom and the Pai:ic;lyas then came to be distin­
guished in literature as the 'lords of the Pothiyil'. At that 
time the Pai:i<;l.ya country covered almost the whole of 
Travancorc and Tinnevelly and Madura. But subsequent 
historical vicissitudes have brought about a shrinkage in 
their dominions and led to a correspon•ding restriction in 
the. signification of the term 'Pothiyil' also. In later times, 
the western littoral of the ancient Chera do,n'iinion became 
Malayalam-speaking and fell under. the rule of numerous 
local chieftains, who wrested from the Pa9<;l.yas by far the 
greater portion of the Pothiyil mountains and their ad-
1ommg regions. The Tamil name 'Pothiyil' consequent­
ly fell into disuse amongst them. The Pai:ic;lyas, the sole 
surviving member of the ancient Tamil monarchs, then 
had to content themselves with the possession of the 
southernmos~ peak of the chain, which accordingly came 
to be known as the Pothigai. Thus Ptolemy's map and 
the Chino-Japanese maps have made it clear that the 
Pothiyil of the ancient Tamil poets about the early 
centuries of the Christian era is quite different from the 
Pothigai hill of the present day. 

The following three lines trom stanza 2 of Pura-

" 'f!Sfil UJf5#6'$1 D(!!j®&'- 6rrfiJl)l&(!!j 

(YJ/i,~ ~~.ifil,a, JDJe;e;ui 

Gu.rj;<J&rrL... U1-UJ1J.J::!J)UJ Gurr§i/UJ(.!fJ:n <Jurr6i1r<J/f)" 

only go to confirm the interpretation I have herein 
sought to give to the term ' Pothiyil.' In these lines the 
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Poet institutes a comparison between the Himalayas and 
the Pothiyil mountain. The Himalayas, here, surely does 
not refer to a peak. It refers to the whole of a con­
tinuo"1s chain of mountains. Naturally, a poet, who wants 
to bring in another mountain for comparison with this, 
is not likely to pitch upon a solitary peak or promontory 
in a chain of hills in Southern India, however sacred or 
otherwise important it may be. He must be taken to have 
had before his mind another range of mo\mta.ins in the 
south which ,vould stand comparison· with the 1wrthern 
range. Thus early literary usage also makes it plain 
that Pothiyil refers to a chain of mountains and not tn 
a particular peak in it, as it came to signify in later times. 

I inay also advert in this connection to the gram­
matical difficul1y in interpreting ' Pothiyil' as a comnwn 
belt of mountainous country unappropriated by the 
three Tamil kings of those days. Though the term 
Gurrfi)u5'60 like so many other terms in Tamil ending in 
' @6\J ' signifies a place name, the phc,netic rules of late1· 
·grammarians state that Gurrj!µ+ @i>1 could become only 
Gurr.§;~6\J and not Gurr fi/u961l. To escape this dilemma 
Dr. Caldwell • split up the word into Gurr$,+~ 6IJ and 
interpreted the name as referring to a place of conceal­
ment. Apart from the fancied necessity of conceal·ment 
-from whom or what Dr. Caldwell himself does not say 
-it is very unlikely that a metaphor should h~we been re-
sorted to for naming a mountaii1 where such terms as 1.Do1»fD 

uSlG\l or ~.;rf/uSJ6\) would have answered the purpose even more 
-suitably and with absolute directness. The difficulty 
which seems to h,we driven Dr. Cal<lwell to this fanciful 
derivation, however, could be got over by the supposition 
that the term itself arose at a very ancient period when 
the Tamil speech was in an amorphous condition as 
every spoken dialect should be expected to be and when 
the Tamil phonetic rules themselves had not acquired 
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that regularity and rigidity which later on they came to 
assume in set grammatical treatises. Even these . later 
grammarians had to show deference to such usage ash; 
seen in Gurr.iu516'J 1 CJ.stTuS/~,, etc., and take it under the wing 
of what they are ple~sed to call ~6'J&&61R!1uCJurr6'19 covering 
forms of words which in their opinion though not strictly 
grammatical are yet sanctioned by usage. 



APPENDIX II. 

TESTIMONY OF SCHOLARS RE DRAVIDIAN 

CIVILISATJO)J. 

After giving an account of the Aryan colonization uf 
the 1\1 aratha country, Dr. Bhandarkar \\'rites as fol­
lows:-

" But farther south and on the eastern coast, though 
they penetrated there and communicated their own civili­
zation to the aboriginal races, inhabiting those parts, they 
were not able to incorporate them thoroughly into their 
own society and to root out their languages ctnd their 
civilization. On the contrary, the Aryas had to learn the 
languages peculiar of those races and to adopt a portion 
at least of their civilization. Thus the Kanarese, the 
Telugu, and the Tamil and the other languages now 
spoken in Southern lndia are not derived from the Sans­
krit but belong altogether to a different stock, and hence it 
is also that Southern Art is so different from the Northern. 
The reason why the result of the Aryan irruption was 
so different in Southern India from what it was in the 
North, appears to be that when the Aryan~ penetrated to 
the ·South there existed already well-organised communi­
ties and kingdoms."-History of Deccan, P· 10. 

James Fergusson's Study of Indian Architecture 
contains the following reference about the Dravidian 
Architecture:-

" Here is a representation of a temple, at Badami, on 
the limits between the northern and southern architectu­
ra~ provinces. An~ one at all familiar with the subject 
will at once recogmse the difference between the two. 
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That on the left is a straight-lined low pyramid, divided 
into storeys, and adorned with pilasters, that on the right 
is curvilinear, with no trace of storeys or pilasters and 
instead of the domical form that crowns the one it termi­
nates in a conventional fruit-like ornament. I know the 
pe·ople who erected the first must have been speaking 
Tamil or some of the allied languages when working 
upon it and that those who erected the other were speak­
ing Bengalee or some tongue with a strong infusion of 
Sanskrit in its composition" {pp. 11-12). 

From a study of the South Indian alphabets and 
languages Dr. Burnell comes to this conclmion :-

" The development of the early stages of _the Grantha 
character is very difficult to trace, for the reason that the 
North Indian civilization, when it got far down in the 
Peninsula as the Tamil country, found there a people 
already in possession of the art of writing and apparently 
a cultivated language. Thus Sanskrit does not regulate 
the Tamil Phonetic system nor did it become more to the 
people than a foreign learned langnage."-E/ements of 
South lndian Palaeography. 

Prof. E. J. Rapson writes thus :-
"This extension is everywhere marked by the spread 

of Sanskrit and its dialects. It received a check in 
Southern India, where the older civilization and lan­
guages remai~ predominant even to the present day."­
Ancient I ,zdia, p. 9. 

Apropos of the Dravidian race inhabiting South 
India, Dr. A. C. Haddon writes as follows:-

" Apart from language, there is, a general cultur~ 
which is characteri'>tic of those peoples and after th~ 
elimination of the pre-Dravidians a.. racial type emerges 
with finer features than those of the aborigines and the 
conclusion seems evident that this was due to an immi-
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grant people who reached India before 2000 B. C."­
The Races of Man. 

In his Early History of India, Dr. Vincent A. Smith 
wriles a.s follows:-

"The ancient kingdoms of th~ far south, although 
rich and populous, inhabited by Dravidian nations not 
inferior in culture to their Aryan rivals in the north were 
ordinarily so secluded from the rest of the civilized 
world including Northern India, that their affairs re­
mained hidden from the eyes of other nations; and n::itive-· 
annalists being Jacking, their history, previous to the 
year 800 of the Christian Era, has almost wholly 
perished " (p. 7). 

Sir Walter Elliot adds the following testimony:-. 

" But although the Dravidians were not the earliest 
settlers, and although they have not been exempt and 
that in no small degree, from external influences, it is 
from them that the civilized part of the Dakkan derives 
its characteristic features in language and institutions: 
Among the latter may especially be noticed its monetary 
system and the coins in which it is expressed." -Coins of 
Southern India (p. 2). 



APPENDIX Ill, 

THE HYPOTHESIS OF l\IANY AGASTYAS. 

While writing this paper, I had not suf-ficiently taken 
into account the tendency on the part of some scholars 
to make capital out of the bare possibility that more than 
one individual of the same name might have existed in 
the past as at present and played their role in the history 
of their land. But after going through a recent work, 
Tlze History of the Tamils by Mr. P. T. Srinivasa Aiyan­
gar, i\I.A.7 Reader in Indian History, I felt that I should 
have gone into the question at some length and offered 
detailed criticism on this favourite device oft,.n resorted ·to 
by certain Indian scholars for simply tiding over anachro­
nisms, contradictions and irreconcilabilities turning 
up in the materials they happen to handle. It is, how­
ever, not possible to compress within the short space 
of an appendix the various considera"tions which should 
Weigh with writers towards a cautious, not to say extreme­
ly limited, use of this hypothesis of plural personages 
going under one identical name in pre.::historic times. 
Still, I shall try to indicate here a few of the major 
grounds which will show how risky it is to convert an 
exceptional method into one of general application .. 

Such • writers as resort to it as a common step in 
their researches go on multiplying historical personalities, 
not for differentiating between separate individuals, admit­
tedly historical, but with the sole object of parrying the 
arguments of the other side formulated against the 
historicit! of such characters. These greet them from the 
most unlikely quarters, from times, places and circ.um-: 
stances not at all in ½eef>ing with their admitted 

1\-10 
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~?fecedents. So far as these .characters of ancient Indian 
f~;~ry are concerned, chronology and geography, which 
. together the iron fram~-work of history, have some-

hn~es been twisted out of all recognition, if not wholly 
splmtered and thrown together into an indistinguishable 
dust-h~ap. Two facts, to begin with, must give tis food 
for serious reflection. Few will dispute that, in the first 
place, the phenomenon of plural personalities appearing 
~nder one identical name seems to occur frequently more 
'. 11 the history of India than in that of any other country 
111 the world and, in the second place; more in the history 
of ancient India than of modern India. \Vhy should this 
be so ? The explanation, I think, lies not so much in the 
peculiu historical accidents of India as in certain psycho­
logical characteristics of its people, who react on the 
traditional materials .of antiquity in a manner pe~uliar to 
themselves. It is very necessary to bear this in mind. 

As a basis for my obsen·ations, I subjoin here a few 
extracts from H. H. Wilson's Essays on Sanskrit Litera• 
lure, Vol. III and Mr. P. T. Srinivasa Aiyangar's His­
tory of the Tamils. 

Essays on Sanskrit Litcrafore, 1-'ol. III. 

P. l75. Re more than one Vararuchi : 
"That the name of Vararuchi has in like manner been applied to 

<'ifferent individuals might fairly be inferred from ~he prac_!!c~thu_s described; 
but we have in this case a remarkable confirmation of our conJecture and 
find from the varying statements of several writer,s, that. two, if not three 
persons of this denomination are celebrated in the literary history of the 
Hindus." 

P._ 189. Re moi:e than one Sankaracharya : 
"The followers of Madhwacharya in Tuluva seem to have attempted 

to reconcile these contradictory accounts by supposing him to have been born 
three times; first at Sivuli in Tuluva about 1,500 years ago, again in Malabar 
some centuries later and finally at Padukachaytra in Tuluva no more than 
600 years since; the latter assertion being intended evic!ently to do honour to 
their own founder, whose elate that was, by enabling him to triumph· over 
Sankar~ in a suppositious controversy." 



APPENDIX III 

History of the Tmnils. 

75 

P. 30. . of 1..anka 
"Among others he (Kartavirya) defeated a Riivaz:ia, k•~~ not the 

d • • ed h" • M h" • T s certain Y 

Re more than one Ravai:ia : 

an imprison 1m m a 1srnat1. his Ravana wa }{ence, 
enemy of Ramachandra who li\:ed at h:ast five hundred years Jater.an earlier 
the Riivana who was imprisoned by Kiirtavirya mu!=t have t,een that the 

• • true 
Raja of that name or perhaps the guess of Dr. Sten Know is .1 • Iraivan' 
name Rava9a was but the result of the Sanskritization of Tami 
and merely meant a Tamil King." 

T~ke along with this the foot-note: 
. A -ranya, king 

" There was a'still earlier Rava9a who fought with na • 
of Ayodhya." 

P. 46. Re more than one Valmiki : . ·sed the Rimi· 
"Probably this Va.Jm~ki of the VII Century B.C. rev,_ . he con· 

yaz:ia of Valmiki Pracetasa in classical Sanskrit and worked into it t 
cept of Rama's being an incarnation of Vi~nu." 

P. 51. 
Sanskrit 

" Hanuman himself is said to have been the eighth great 

Re more than one Hanuman : 

grammarian but this perhaps refers to a much later Hanuman." 

P. 54. Re more than one Agastya : 
" The first Agastya, husband of Lopamurlra, a princess of Vidarba, 

was a contemporary of Alarka, king of Kasi, who lived a little n1ore t~an 
20 generations before Rama. Thus the .earliest Agastya lived in the region 

immediate south of the Vindhyas." 

" B11t the Agastya: whom Rama met two yojanas from Panchavati 
collld not have been the first Agastya, who Jived abml-t four centuries before 
Rama's time, but must hav~ been one of the later Ag;myas ; for this Aga~tya 
of Rama's day lived near the Godiivari, near which in his asrama, Rama 
stayed on his way south." 

* * • * * * 
A{ ter referring to Agastya's residence on the top of 

the Malaya Hill (Coorg) the author writes: 
" Hence this must !\ave been inserted by a later poet who lived _aft~r 

the Agastyas had proceeded further south than the Agastya of Rama s 
time and settled in the Tamil country." 

• * * * ~ 
" In the Epic a.s in the Pur~iis, all the Agastyas are spoken of_ as one 

Agastya Rti, though different Agastyas resided in different places at different 
times." 
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These extracts are enough to convince the reader of 
the existence of peculiar difficulties besetting the path of 
a historian of ancient Indian Literature and tra<iitions. If, 
from the shores of such literature and traditions, spectral 
forms of numerous Valmikis, Hanumans, Ravai.1as and 
Agastyas are thus found to accost the historian, surely he 
is apt to lose his bearings in the wide expanse of ancient 
Indian history un !ess he takes special care to keep a strict 
critical watch over this brood and banish such of them 
irom his ken as are mere will-o-the-wisps. 

Making the fullest allowance for the possibility and 
even probability of f\:vo or more historical personages 
going under one proper name, the question before the 
historian, especially ancient historian, is to see whether, 
even afte1· a rigorous critical examination, there exist facts 
which would ,varrant h:s assuming for the explanation a 
different personality with an identical proper name, and 
not to rush at once to this handy expedient of multiplying 
personalities. \Ve ha\·e seen how Agastya has come to 
figure in the ancient history of many countries in southern 
Asia and in many different centuries. Are we then to 
assume the existence of a separate Agastya for each country 
and also J or each century in each country? This procedure 
does not seem to take into account the well-known fact 
that many characters have been created by poetic imagina­
tion or by mythic fancy or by religious megalomania. 
Are we to give to these spurious births a 'local habitation 
and a name' by admitting them into the gallery of his­
toric personages ? Turning to historical characters them­
selves, is it not a faet that later traditionalists have shifted 
some of these from their strict historical setting and made 
them play many .different parts, in different places, and at 
different times ? An i(llpulse to blind hero-worship it is 
that furnishes the ground for so wrenching a character 
from its proper historical milieu and introducing it amidst 
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new surroundings and conditions. Are we, here also, to 
resort to multiplying the original character as occasion 
requires? Then again, those who resort to this device 
exhibit an amazing credulity in the acceptance of even 
fictions as facts. No doubt, the common man is credu­
lous by nature and acts on the principle that unless a 
statement is proved false it must be accepted as true. But 
that can hardly be the scientific frame of mind. Unless and 
until a proposition is proved true it has no credentials for 
acceptance. If the strength of history lies in its critically­
tested and carefully-ascertained facts, is not the historian 
under the necessity of rigorously testing his facts before 
he tries to raise any theoretic structure on them or seeks 
to explain them.. For instance, while the existence of 
Rava9a himself as a historical character is not above 
doubt, what conceivable purpose can it serve to create two 
or three Ravat)as ? While all the recensions of the existing 
Ramayai;ia text is in classical Sanskrit, why should a 
Ra.mayaI)a in V:-edic Sanskrit be hypostasized and another 
Valmiki created to become the author of that hypothetical 
Ramayai;ia? Along with this exhibition of 'primitive cre­
dulity' on the part of some investigators there is also a 
tendency to exhibit undue veneration tms.•ards ancient 
tradition and literature and to expect from them more than 
what the life and characteristics of the possessors of such 
tradition and literature would warrant us to expect. If in 
actual life we come across impostors and other unscrupulous 
characters, why could they not intrude now and then into 
the world of letters also? Are there not instances of deli.­
berate forgeries committed in the name of well-known 
authors in the literary history of every country and at all 
times ? Simply because ~ statement gets embodied in a 
literary work, does it become sacrosanct on that acco~mt? 
Shculd tlie critical method relax its rigour and go to sleep 
when t'la.t statement hails us from antiquity? On the other 
hand, the more an investi_gator recedes into the past the 
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gi-1.ater should be_ his care and circumspection in 
satisfying himself whether every fact rings 'true or. not. If 
once that atfi~ude is relaxed,· history is likely to become 

.more a fairy tale than a strictly scientific record of 
carefuliy-tested facts. Still, it may be urged that there are 
cases where the assumption of more than one historic 
character going under cne identical name seems to be 
necessary. Such an assumption, however, can be resort­
ed to only in cases where strict historical conditions 
vouch for it. The creation of a dozen Agastyas to answer 
all the differences brought about by historic conditions 
and then to formulate the existence of a family of Agast­
yas to which aJI of them are to be traced is scarcely 
a justifiable procedure. In fact, this delectable method of 
creating a number of Agastyas,. RavaJ].aS and Hanumans 

. and of an equal number of families to go under such 
generic proper names· is too vague and indefinite for 
practical application. :what does this family name<onnote 
in iridia ? Does it cover only. a simple family {gens), or 
a group {phratry) composed . of many families, • or a 
whole tribe composed of such groups? .. If gotra names, 

• such as Atri, -Bharadvaja, be considered as family names, 
millions of the present-day Aryans could be distributed 
under a few gotras and be considered as the Atris.· ancl 
Bharad,·ajas of this century. But this would hardly:s,.rve 
the purpose of any clear identification o~ th~ individuals 
concerned. Thus the gotra :pame will in no ~ay serve o_ur• 
purpose and need riot be resorted to as signifymg a d~fimte 

-individual in any period of our history except the first 
founder of ·a particular gotra. Is it not a little discon~ert:. 
ing that proper names intended to identify definite indi­
viduals should thus be converted into indefinite generic 
names for uncontroiled a.nd ~ven whimsical application ? 

In this connection, the attention of these scholars may, 
Qe drawn to a. very wholesome principle of scientific 
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procedure called "the Occam's Razor." Where one 
hypothesis is sufficient to explain adequately a number of 
observed facts, it is a vicious scientific procedure to for­
mulate more than one hypothesis for the same purpose. 
Applying this principle tc the phenomenon of many 
Agastyas appearing in the history of different countries 
and at different times, are we- to go on assuming the 
existence of separate Agastyas for each country and for 
each century? Or are we to ascribe the whole pheno­
menon to a common psychological characteristic of 
the races concerned-the strong tendency to hero­
worship ingrained in them? It is very likcJy that the 
first Agastya W?S a historic character but the sub­
sequent Agastyas were all the result of popular imagina­
tion catching hold of an ancient hero and spinning 
rounrl him all sorts of stories. Where such a solitary 
hypothesis as this is sufficient to account for all the 
facts of the case, is it not a violation of legitimate scientific 
procedure to go on .creating Agastya_s ad libifum to suit 
the multiplicity of historical circumstances turning up ? 
1f anywhere, here it is that the necessary pruning. insisted 
upon by the old Logician, should be effected. 

The following observations of Mr. Bhagabat Kumar 
Goswami made in the introduction (pp. xxxii-xxxiii) 
of his work, the Bhakti Cult in Ancietzt India, will, I 
think, be of interest as bearing upon tile pruning he 
_attempts to do i11 the case of Vyasa :-

" Whenever a new system of thought arose in Hindustan, it was 'not 
Dnly sought to be ha.seq upon some teaching of the Vedas but the name of 
Vyasa was generally sought to be connected with the department of thought 
so1;11e way or other while the names of the Vedic seers themselves were uti­
lised for similar.purposes wherever necessary and possible. This was specially 
the case after the Buddhistic onsfanght on Vedicism. Vyasa then figured as 
a writer of philosophical commentary YogaJl,a.rya, an author of a philoso­
p~cal system, Brahma Sutra, an author of a Smttl system, Vyasa Smtti, :'­
writer on polity, a writer on Astr~logy .. ~e .,;as again claimed ·as the author 
of l411 the. Purai;ias and to crown all, the author of the whole of the greatest 
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Epic lifaAa!Jlrarata 
claimed as • When not the original author, he was often traditionally 

connected . 
tems who th some way or other with the authors of the other sys. 

' emselv • some affin•t· . es tn most cases bore the i;acred names of or claimed 
J ies w1tb th Id V • 

age from e O edtc seers. To seek therefore to fix a historic 
some alleged co • - . . court disas nnection of the name of Vyasa or a Vedic seer 1s to 

other V _ ter. We must leave Veda Vyasa at about 3,100 B.C. and allow 
Yasas to take care of themselves." 

V _ To the Vasi~!has, who figure as numerously as the 
d.~asas, Mr. F. E. Pargiter feels justified in giving a 
fi 1 ~rent treatment, Being committed to the position of 

ndmg greater authenticity in the Ksatria tradition than in 
the Brahman h . f • . h , e 1s orced to conclude that the later Vas1~-
t as _were as historical as the kings with whom they lived. 
He ~s. not disposed to apply the pruning knife to the 
requisite extent and grapples with the PuraJ)ic tradition'> 
to extract from them some genealogical facts for the 
construction of history. How in this heroic attempt he 
_gets hopelessly entangled in the legendary quagmire wiJI 
be seen if one tries to follow the identificaiions and 
<liscriminations of the many Vasi~thas he makes in 
PP• 203-211 of his work Ancient Indian Historical Tra­
dition. He dismisses the first two Vasi~thas (the mind­
born son of Brahma and one, the contemporary of 
lkshuwaku) as mythical, and considers the later Vasi~thas 
as historical. But when we find the8e later Vasi~thas 
described as having most of the characteristics atten_d~nt 
on their mythical prototype we have to doubt the validity 
of the procedure, adopted by Mr. F. E. Pargiter i~ the 
valuation of the te:-;timony of the PuraJ)iC anna_hst: 
~ccepting it as trustworthy in one portion and reJectmg 
1t as entirely worthless in another. How, for instance, 
could each one of the fourth, the fifth and the seventh 
Vasi~thas possess Arundhati as his wife, the Arundhati, 
the companion of their mythical progenitor? Much the 
safer rule in such cases would have been to accept all or 
none. Nothing in these regions will enable us to 
distinguish between Tweedleduw and Tweedledee. It is 



At'>PE'.NDlX Ill 
t ha • f vasi~thas 
rue t. t by arranging the goodly company O . etical 

as Vasistha I, Vasistha II etc 1·n an .arit}llJl but 
• • • • ' ., h os· 

series, some sort of order is introduced into c a , ·es 
h eal sen 

ow can one be sure that it is ~n order of a r been 
and not an imagina~y one t To say that these haY:. t a 
referred to by their gotra names merely is to elute h~ ·h 

• • W tC 
straw, or even worse, a shadow The works in . • ·ther as 
these traditions are embodied must be taken et 

t d . . If contem-
con emporary recor s or later comp1 lations. 
porary, the authors should naturally be expected to 
distinguish the character they write about by giving t_heh 

• ·1. wh1c 
personal ,name and other biographical detax 5 

could distinguish their character from others of the same 
gotra. At any period of time the Puranas treat of, there 
should have been living a very large nu~ber of Vasi!?_thas 
claiming their descent from one of the seven progenitors 
of the race. Would· any contemporary writer leave. the 
character he seeks to glorify in the haze and uncertainty 
of a generic name ? If, on the other hand, the works 
are considered as later compositions, as presurnab_ly_ they 
are in spite of their prophetic .inanner, the authenhc1ty .-of 
their statements so far as personal identifications a~e_ 
concerned gets more and more attem,iateJ ~nd loses in 
value as we recede from the times treated of. Hence, a 
Vasi~tha going upder a gotra name, unless he is rendered 
distinct by authentic detai;:, of a personal or historical 
character, is little better than a figment of the writer's 
imagination conjured out of the name of a legendary 
hero o~ the idol of a literary coterie. 

Granting, however, the legitimacy of the method­
the assumption of a gotra name to explain away a number 
of characters under one denomination coming to us from 
the distant past-the question wi:il naturally arise how 
this method will help us in solving such a problem as the 
four or five Auvais ~ppearing- in different periods of Tamil 

A-lJ 



AGASTVA iN THE TAMiL LAND 

Literature To wh t -t d"d h • • I · • h T · .1 • a go ra 1 t e ongma Auva1, t e 
ami Poetess, belong? Or should we resort to some 

0the~ me!hod to save the historicity of all the Auvais 
figurm~ m Tamil literary history ? The truth of the 
matter ts that Mr. Pargiter's tenderness towards traditions 
as a. whole has, I fear, • made him a littie too proae to 
ascribe objective reality even to subjective creations. He 
seems to have wholly expungea the subjective factor as 
an agent in the creation of personalities and perhaps may 
have thought that novelists are all of modern growth, the 
old world having none to show. However, the more we 
push our way into antiquity, the more are we brought 
int.o contact with an imagination of an unbridled 
type. Reason seems to have been a slow growth of mil­
lenniums of tardily accumulated experience and painful 
labour. As against this, it was all easy for imagination to 
go to work. Hence it is that imagination got a start 
over slow-developing Reason, the results of which 
are visible even to this day. Few will doubt the abstract 
probability of traditions containing truths, but, when a 
large masses of them are thrown into the melting-pot of a 
poet's imagination or overwrought religious feeling or 
sectarian prejudice, to expect reality or truth to emerge 
therefrom unscathed is to expect the impossible. 
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