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MATERIALS FOR A CRITICAL EDITION OF 

BHARATi\'S NATYASASTRA 

By Dr. Shripad Krishna Belvalkar, l.1I. A., Ph. D., 

Professor of Sanskrit, Deccan College, Poona. 

In a paper I read before the one hundred and twenty-
sixth meeting of the Americ3!n Oriental Society ( 16, April 
1914 ) I made the announcement that I had taken on hand 
a critical edition of Bharata's Na~ya-sastra to be publish
ed under the auspices of the Harvard Oriental Series. 
Until 1865, when Fitzedward Hall (as an appendix to his 
edition of the Dasarupa) published the 18th, 19th, 20th and 
34th chapters of the Na~ya-sastra, this important treatise 
on dramaturgy \vas believed to have been lost for ever. 
Hall based his edition on t\VO paper mss., one of them 
inconlplete. These \vere the only mss. then kno'wn to 
exist. Since then a number of other mss. have come to 
light. Grosset and Regnaud, t\VO noted French Sans
kritists, after editing and publishing several stray chapters 
from the Na~ya-sastra, undertook in 1898 to publish w"hat 
would have been an editz'o princeps of the entire work. 
But unhappily, the task was never c0111pleted. And in the 
mean\vhile the learned and industrious editors of the 
Kavya-mala-lVlessrs. Sivadatta and Parab-published 
the entire work (I894, Kavya-m~ila no. 42), This edi
tion, however, was confessedly uncritical, being based 
on just two 111SS. which contained many lacunce in common 
and so were probably derived from the same original. 
A third attempt (which was, in fact, earlier than either 
of the t'wo last mentioned, but \vhich is not very \videly 
known) \vas made by Mr. i-\nnasaheb Gharpure of Poona, 
who, in a magazine called the Saligita ~linlansaka, pub
lished (1886) the first three chapters only and a part of 
the fourth, the magazine havi ng come to a sudden close 
in the second year of its existence. "NIr. Gharpure had 

·only one ms. to go by, but this gave some very good 
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readings and had, therefore, a value independent of the 
russ. used for the Kavya-m~ila edition. 

It will thus be seen that while many have so far 
attempted to edit Bharata's Na~ya-sastra, a really critical 
edition of that work is still, as M. Sylvain L6vi observes 
in his letter to me on the subject, 'an urging need of our 
studies.' There is enough available mso material to con
stitute a reliable text; but it is such a vast undertaking 
and covers so many different branches of study, e. g., 
origin of Indian drallla, stage-building and stage-pro
perties, acting, dancing, prosody, Prakrits, figures of 
speech, dramaturgy proper-including the ten rupakas
music instrumental and vocal, etc., and in each of 
these branches there is so much of pioneering \vork to do 
that to have anything like an adequate justice done to 
them all would be an exclusive occupation for years. I do 
not expect to finish it in less than six years. 

Here for the present I merely wish to put together 
a list of the fiSS. that have so far come to my knowledge, 

'-' 

of the text editions that have been already published, as 
also of other critical papers and pamphlets that have 
appeared from time to time in the various journals and 
other publicatiolls,-all in the hope that scholars will 
bring to my notice any omissions in the lists and furnish 
me with such other information and suggestion as is like
ly to help me in a \vork which is as much my own as of 
the world of Orientalists generally. At the end, I wish 
also to indicate briefly the nature and scope of the pro
jected edition and the way I wish to go about it. 

I. TEXT EDITIONS 

186s-Fitzed\vard Hall: chapters 18, 19, 20, 34 (published 
as an appendix to his edition of Dasarupa in the 
Bibliotheca Indica Series of Calcutta ). 

1878--Jibanand Vidyasagar: Chapters 18, 19, 20, and 34 
( being a mere reprint of the above, included in 
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his edition of the Dasarupa printed at the Saras
vati Press, Calcutta). for critical purposes this 
is altogether valueless, as I found it \vhen I collat
ed it with Hall's edition at the British ~luseum. 

188o--P. Regnaud: chapter 17 (published in A.nnales du 
Musee Guimet, I ( 1880 ), pp. 8 ~-99 ). 

1881--P. Regnaud: end of chapter IS, and chapter 16 
complete ( published in Annales du Musee Guimet, 
2 ( 1881), pp. 63-130). 

I 884-P. Regnaud: chapters 6 and 7 (published in his 
Rhetorique Sanskrite, Paris, 1884, pt. 2, pp. 1-42). 

1886--Annasaheb Gharpure: Chapters r, 2 and 3, and 79 
stanzas of chapter 4 (published in the Sallgita
Mimansaka voL i, no. 12, Aryabhushan Press, 
Poona ). 

1888-T. Grosset: chapter 28 ( published in Bibliothequ e 
de la Faculte des Lettres de Lyon, vol. 6, Paris, 
r888, pp. 9 I ). 
, 

1894--Sivadatta and Parab: the conlplete ,york but \vith 
many lacunce and queries and conjectural emenda
tions (published in the Kavya-mala, no. 42, 
Bombay, pp. 3 + 447)· 

1898-J. Grosset and P. Regnaud: first part of the first 
yolume of the critical edition (published in Annales 
de l'universite de Lyon, fasc. 40, Paris, 1898, pp .. 
12+ 27 + 296). The edition :.yas never completed .. 
It covers less than a third of the entire \,·ork. 

2. MANUSCRIPTS 

I and 2--The Fitzedward Hall mss.-nfost of Hall's 
manuscripts were handed over by him to the Har
yard University Library. I examined all of them 
but did not find amongst them the t,vo Na~ya
sastra ill(lDuscripts. Fortunately, however, Professor 
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Lanman has been able to trace them. 'fheyare noW 
with T. Grosset, and I expect soon to obtain a 
loan of them for mv use . 

.; 

3-The ms. used by Annasaheb Gharpure.-I luade in
quiries of hirn but learn that the ms. is missing. It 
'~vas a valuable rus. but is no\v available for colla
tion only through the published portions of it in 
the Sailgita :M lluansaka . 

. ;~.--A copy ofaX epal ms. nlade at Kahnandu for Profes
sor Sylvain L6vi.-Professor L6vi has very kindly 
consented to place it at lUy disposal at the Deccan 
College Library through the India Office. 

3-Another ms. fronl Nepal beloging to the Nepal Durbar 
Librarv.--This is in ::\evarI characters and the 

.; 

Harvard CoIleo'e Library has kindlY obtained, 
~ ~ ~ 

through Professor Ylacdonell of Oxford, a photo-
graphic reproduction of it for Iny use. Unfortun
ately, the manscript is net complete, breaking off 
abruptly to\vards the middle. 

6 and 7--The two Deccan College manuscripts nos. 68, 69 
of 1873-74.--These are modern copies and their 
originals are in the Library of H. H. the )Iaharaja 
of Bikaner. 

8 and 9--These are the originals of 6 and 7.-1n Rajendra
lal :YIitra's Bikaner Catalogue they are numbered 
1092 A and B~ I have not yet started inquiries 
about these, but I anticipate little difficulty in get
ting access to then). 

lo--A palm-leaf ms. of the work now in the possession 
of the Royal Asiatic Society of great Britain and 
Ireland.--The Secretary of the Society has kind
ly consented to obtain a loan of it for my use at 
the Deccan College Library. 

1 I to 2 I-The Government Oriental manuscripts Library 
at Madras is reported to have some I I ms. of the 
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Xa~ya.sastra, :fi ve of thell1 follo\ved by 3. Telugu 
commentary .--The mss. are all fragmentary, 
containing stray portions from the Na!ya-sastra, 
and in two cases at least, the work given by the 
ms. is different from Bharata's Natva·sastra, be . . -' 

ing, like the India Office nlS. noted belo"\y, the 
",~ork of Kohalacharva. I o\ve all these details 

-' 

to Mr. S. I{uppusvami shastri, M. A., the Curator 
of the Library, through \vhose kind offices I hope 
to obtain copies of all these lUSS. 

22-Pandit Haraprasad Shastri of Calcutta in his Report 
for the search of Sanskrit mss. (1895-1900) 
ll1entions on page la a lllS. of the Xa~ya.sastra 

"thich extends to chapter 2 2 only.--1 have not 
yet opened negotiations about this . 

. 23, 24, and 25--The Palace Library of H. H. the lVlaharaja 
of TrivandrUlTI contains t\VO n1SS. of the Natva • . ., 
sastra (one containing' chapters 29 only and the 
other described as incomplete ).-Both of them 
are In Kerala characters. The library also 
contains a unique but fragmentary (! 9 chapters 
'with many lacunce,) ms. of Acharya Abhinava
gupta's commentary on the Na~ya-~astra called 
the Xa~ya-veda-viv~iti. Through the courtesy of 
T. Gal)apatisastri, I have been able to procure 
DevanagarI copy of a part of this inlportant 
commentary, as also of a few chapters from the 
Xa!,ya-sastra mss. The relnaining portions are 
also being copied for me, and later I might obtain 
photographic reproductions of the mss., or examine 
them personally . 

. 26-A manuscript of the work belonging to the Mysore 
Oriental Library~--This manuscript purports to by 
the A.dibharata, though it does not differ materially 
from the others . 

. 27-The late Dr. H. H. Dhruva in his article on the 
Na~ya-sastra (Asiatic Quarterly Revie\v, 2 (1896) 

6 [ Sk. R. I. I. 1 
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pp. 349-359) speaks of a manuscript of the work 
which he obtained from Gujarat.-Dr. Dhruva 
had used the ms. hinlseIf, and I thought that he 
might have placed it at the disposal of the editors 
of the Kavya-mala for their edition of the work. 
I have not so far been able to obtain any trace 
of this manuscript. 

Aufrecht's Catalogus Catalogorum mentions, on p. 284b 
and 396b of Part I, certain other n1SS. of the ~a~ya
sastra, but their existence is nlore or less problematical. 
SOlue of the mss. (e. g., that in the India office, Mack. 1 16) 
were 'wrongly described as n1SS. of the Natya-sastra of 
of Bharata. For the present then the above list includes 
all the genuinely accredited 111SS. of the ,york that are 
know'n to nle. 

3. PAPERS AND PAMPHLETS 

I874--Heymann: 'Ueber Bharata's Natya-sastram, In 

the Nachrichten der I{. Gesellschaft der \:Vissens· 
chaften, 1874. This article gives a list of the 
Na~ya-sastra mss. and other materials available for 
an edition of the ''lork upto 1874. 

1882-E. vVindisch: 'Der griechische Eil1fiuss im indischen 
Drama', a paper originaIl y read before the fifth 
International Congress of Orientalists ( 188 I ) and 
later published separately, Berlin, pp. 3- 106. 

1890-Sylvain Levi: 'Le Theatre indien " Paris, 1890 
pp. 15 + 43 2 + 125. This is a standard ,vork on 
Sanskrit drama, though no'w rather antiquated. 

1896-H. H. Dhruva: 'Natya-sastra or the Indian dra
luatics'. Published in the Asiatic Quarterly Review 
2 ( 1896), pp. 349-359. 

1898-P. Regnaud's preface and J. Grosset's introduction 
to their ( incomplete) edition of the Na~ya-sastra. 
Here an attempt is made to divide the then 
known IllSS. of the work into families. 
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1909-Haraprasad Shastri: Journal and Proceedings of the 
Asiatic Society of Bengal (N. S.), vol. 5, no. 9, 
October 1909. In this paper Mr. Haraprasad Shastri 
tries to put Bharata in the second century before 
Christ. 

191 2-P. R. Bhandarkar: Indian Antiquary, V 01. XI. pp. 
157-164, r85-195, and 254-265. In this valuable 
paper ( not completed) on A_ncient Hindu ~1:usic 

the later or musical chapters of the Na~ya-sastra 

are from internal evidence assigned to the fourth 
century A. D. 

A nUluber of works on general criticism of the In
dian drama are listed in Schuyler's Bibliography of the 
Sanskrit Drama pp. 18-23, but not all of them are likely 
to be of equal use in our projected edition. But it is a 
valuable compilation and I am trying to keep it up-to
date, and w'ould be grateful to anyone suggesting names 
not already included there. I shall no\v, in conclusion, 
indicate very briefly the nature of the projected edition 
and the \vay I propose to go about it. 

The first and the foremost task \yould be of cours6' 
the constitution of the Text on strictly scientific princi· 
pIes. For this I am going to use as critical apparatus 
not only the mss. and the text-editions above listed (so 
far as they are available) but the various commentaries 
both on works like the Dasarupa or the Sahityadarpal)a, 
as \veIl as on the nlore important Sanskrit plays. These 
conlmentaries usually give large extracts from Bharata's 
Na~ya-sastra often with significant variant readings ; and 
there is no reason why this source should be ignored or 
remain unexplored. The Text \vith a critical account of 
the critical apparatus and the variants and the collectania 
(printed at the bottom of the Text) would form a volume , 
by itself. At its close would be given an index of Sloka-
pratikas (wherein every line of the Anush~ubh \yould be 
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separately indi cated ) and a glossary of technical terms 
\vith their approximate English equivalents. 

The second volume \vould contain principally the 
English translation. As before observed Bharata's 
Na~ya-sastra touches upon a number of subjects each of 
\vhich can be nUlde the object of an independent study 
and have a volullle devoted to itself. Sanskrit Rhetoric 
or AJailldira-sastra and Sanskrit i'tIusic (both voca,} and 
instrumental) suggest, both of thenl, a number of ques
tions as to genesis and chronological developnlent-ques
tions 'which have not been so far even proposed as 
problenls, lunch less attelllpted to he set at rest. Bha
rata's Xay,ya-sastra can be from this point of vie\v divided 
into a number of separate parts, each part oc cupying 
from one to six or lllore chapters. No\v, I intend tio give 
an Introduction at the beginning of the translatbon of 
everyone of these parts, \vhere I wish to give a hiljo
graphy and a critical history of that particular branch of 
study. The chapters dealing \yith dran1atics proper \\~ould 
for instance be preceded by a discussion as to the origin 
of the Hindu drama and a consideration of the alleged 
influence of Greek Theatre upon it.'fhe chapters ~/ on 
l\tIusic would give among other things a comparative 
study of the Indian and the European systellls of 
music. And so on for the rest. At the end there \vould 
be of course a general Index. 

I fully realise the vastness of the undertaking, but 
with the synlpathy and co-operation of Oriental scholars 
generally I hope to Inake out of it at least something 
better than disastrous failure. And I therefore invite all 
persons interested in the \vork to favour me \vith any 
ideas and suggestions that they l11ay have in the matter, 
together 'with any inforn1ation as to mss., text editions, 
critical papers, etc. that they have '1nd that they think 
would be of any use to me. I have already started the 
work in earnest, but it gro\vs upon m~ in magnitude 
almost every day. Truly has the poet sald-

vVarks in moments of inspiration \villed 
Through years of toil have to be fulfilled. 


