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The Rigveda: A Historical Analysis

The Rigveda: A Historical Analysis is a book by Shrikant G. Talageri. It was
published by Aditya Prakashan New Delhi (India) in 2000. It is a contributionto the
"Aryan invasion debate". The book gives Talageri's examination and interpretation
of the Rig Veda. In the eighth chapter Talageri discusses the interpretations of the
Rig Veda Vedantic thinkers such as Bal Gangadhar Tilak, B. R. Ambedkar,
Vivekananda, Dayananda Sarasvati and Aurobindo. In the ninth chapter he gives a
critique of Michael Witzel's interpretation of the structure and the history depicted
by the Rig Veda.ll Witzel responded in a later review while the debate was
reviewed by Koenraad Elst in his book "Update on the Aryan Invasion Debate"
(1999; ISBN 81-86471-77-4).12]
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Talageri gives also his views on unsettled topics like the chronological order of the Mandalas. Differing from mainstream scholars,

Talageri's order for the earliest seven Mandalas is as follows: 6, 3, 7, 4, 2, 5 and 8, or: Early periecd Books 6,3,7 early I: 3400 — 2600
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Talageri argues that the Indo-Iranian Airyanem Vaejah lies in Kashmir. He states that the Indo-Iranians migrated from there to the

Punjab and later to Central Asia. According to Talageri, the Rigvedic Aryans lived in Haryana, from where they migrated to the

Sarasvati Riverregion, and then westward to Iran and Europé.l]
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Controversy and review of controversy

Talageri's first book (1993) was strongly criticized by the archaeologist George Erdosy and, in his wake, by the Indologist Michael
Witzel in 1995, as being "devoid of scholarly value", and it was characterized as belonging to a "lunatic fringe".[3] Talageri retorted
saying that Erdosy and Witzel criticized the book without having read or seen it, showing the mis-citation of his book's title and
name.[*] Talageri asserts that "this strong condemnation of a book", as he characterizes "unread and unseen by them, is both

unacademic and unethical. !

Talageri wrote a critique of a number of scholars such as Griffith, Pargiter, Tilak and Aurobindo in his book on the Rig Vedal8] In
Chapter 9, he singled out Michael Witzel's (1995) interpretatiorm of the structure and history of the Rig Veda. In this chapter,
Talageri alleges [8] "professor Witzel inventing evidence, suppressing inconvenient data, following an inconsistent methodology;
retrofitting data into pre-conceived notions, contradicting himself again and again, and using misleading language". Witzel later
wrote a review of Talageri's book.’] He based it on Talageris' alleged ignorance of the long-established structure of the Rigveda
(Oldenberg 1888, English 2003101 Talageri also uses the purportedly late Vedic Anukramani (a list of poets, deities and meters) in
analyzing the text of the Rigveda that is, per current scholarly consensus, and challenged by Talageri, hundreds of years earlier. Both
items combined render, in Witzel's view, the book entirely erroneous, and he therefore did not find it necessary to write a lengthy
rebuttal of chapter 9, stating that it is "a long and confused ‘analysis’" and that, therefore, the "angry assault on my 1995 paper ... can
thankfully be passed over here". It should be noted that Talageri's central thesis is to recast the chronology of the Rg Vedic texts. His
conclusions (revision of Aryan Invasion theory, etc.) follows from this alternative history. Talageri considers his evidence

unaddressed by Witzel, and the debate seems to have taken on the aspect of two scholars talking paeach other

Talageri later considered his criticism of other scholars as unnecessary (but then repeated it forcefully in his next book, 2008), and he
wrote that other writers like N.S. Rajaram "reprimanded" him for chapters 8 and 9, which Rajaram "felt were superfluous and
unnecessary and detracted from the value of my [dlageri's] work." [11]

After the publication of his book on the Rig Veda (2000), Talageri was proposed (by Witzel) (email on 17 June 2000) to do advanced
study or a Ph.D. at Harvard, "provided he is open-minded and flexible in his views, and does not show himself to be intransigent or
predisposed to certain ideas" [11] Talageri declined this offer "for purely personal reasons as much as in view of the blatantly fishy
proviso".[ll]

The debate was reviewed by Koenraad Elstin his book "Update on the Aryan Invasion Debate" (1999; ISBN 81-86471-77-4), points
out that the review added little new to the discourse, with Witzel mostly rehashing his original scholarship. Talageri's arguments have

since been lagely unaddressed, and it is dificult to find a direct scholarly afirmation or contradiction of his agument.[z]
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