 aspects of literature s it tells us about the mood of the social milieu. History, on the other hand, limits itself
Historiegraphy sugsests that the sbsence of evidences makes history literature. Beowulf is a text of eighth
| Anglo-Saxon period It is considered as an epic and the text is prescribed i the syllabus of English
¥. The Mahabharata which is also an epic though being written in lyrical form we don't deal it in Literature.
Same in wnmen form afier passing orally from generation to generation, hence contains many mythical stories.
10 have occusred m almost the same time span. None of them are treated as history but it is a common agreed
Both contain some historicity i them. A gquestion comes that what did prevent Beowulf from becoming a god like
lasty what does prevent Lord Krishnz in Mahabharata from becoming an important literary character in literanure?
i it origmal form is in “dead language™. One contains literature and the other contains religion. The present study
Ous Iiteranwe m religion. The article also tmied to find out the reasons behind making Beowulf a hero and Krishna a

rds: dngio-Saxon. Scciery, Epic, Mahabharata, Beowulf

Oxtord dictonary defines epic as "z long poem, typically one derived from ancient oral tradition, narrating
peds and advenmure of heroic or legendary figures or the past history of the nation.” Wikipedia searches lays
befors us many characieristics of an epic like the Hero is outstanding, the setting is large, supernatural forces,
eial sevle of wring. ew.. We also consider a literary fext an epic when the poet remains objective and narrative
BS I mecfics r=s. The zbove mentioned definitions cover all the important aspects of the work to be considered as
gpic. When we look on these parameters we find that both the Mahabharata as well as the Beowulf is an epic.
pwulf & an cpic wnitisn I Anglo-Saxon period. It is smdied in the syllabus of many universities all across the
e as =0 important linerary work. The Mahabharata is another epic that has been taken into consideration in the

Ihe research problem of the present study is: Why we do not consider the Mahabharata as a
@ Lerary studies. It 1s considered as Hindu literature but not simply a literary work at least with the
mees [fke the Beowuli

When we study the Beowulf in literanire we consider the protagonist Beowulf as a character. As a character it has
cope of =nal ﬁlﬂiﬁh‘ﬂpﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂihhﬁsmaﬂﬂ}ﬁdmﬂiﬂmmmm“y&his ticized ised
es vicumized by [ierary critics. We compare and contrast the character with contemporary human bein os and
i dificrent Ages. Hased on the charactey of the waﬁmymmmmﬁl : 5 -
-.fﬁe‘ﬁmfi;:mnmptofmemgedﬁummcBcomﬂfmdhmcedlechmacternfﬂ:cBeomﬂfm
Bems ¢ Irst superhero of the world which was and is imitated by many fiction writers. There are many monologues
= the Beowulf umered by Beowulf (the character) that has not become as sacred and impactful as the Gita, My discussion is
mot on e Beowulf bence I is required to divert my arguments towards the reasons that prevented the Mahabharata from
becomng populsr [ferary texi as the Beowulf. The Mahabhamia is acmally a celebration of different stories. It fulfills all the
criteme of beme an epic and even hh&mmﬁ“ﬁd‘meimm@ﬂﬂmmmﬂmqﬁghhmm
mmnm&atﬁmmedmmwinﬂrMahabhammmakeamapthatwasla:u-cauedaslmﬁn.ade.,
characters larger than hife and events which lesve indelible mark on the mind of the readers The text has almost iﬁﬂm
characersoes that meke i 2 comples [iteranmre n all senses. The way in which numbers of stories are related iim
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In many textbooks of stale boards, the smaller stories [rom Mahabharata are included. Bul [hc.prohlcm is that
even after being the longest and the greatest epic it is not compulsory by a literature student 1o know il. An argument
can be given that it was a Sanskrit text and Sanskrit is a dead language. It definitely becomes a weak flrlgumcr'lt as the
Beowulf's English is very different English from the English thal we usc today. Above all the spirit of literature
remains the same no matter what language it has been written in. In this context it can be said that by not including the
Mahabharata in our syllabus we are not only stopping the utilization of il as a source of literary knowledge but also
we are also sacrificing our literary pleasure. Thousands of translated scripts are available bul we do not bother to

include it even in the syllabus of Indian literature higher studies.

In important issue that is required to discuss here is if it is not the language that prevents it from becoming a
literary text then what may be the other reasons. It seems that it is not the character “Krishna” rather the Lord Krishna
(hat creates an obstacle for the Mahabharata to be a literary text. As soon as the character of Krishna (may be of Surya
or Parsuraam) becomes the god and starts being worshiped it becomes a matter of religious belick. And it is the only
rule that one cannot be questioned is religion. If we include the Mahabharata in our \syllabus of literature, we would
definitely need a semester to study it and in that one semester we would sometimes appreciate and sometimes criticize
the text, characters and intentions of the epic. But this hypothetical one semester would become a disaster for a
particular community. Not because students would demonize the epic and it will led to dehumanization of I.Qg
characters but because our society is not yet ready to accommodate the fact that there can be literature in religior
When we take away the Mahabharata from the ambit of free discussion in the name of worship we are not tmly.
a text away but also prevents it from further enrichment. As it is the basic nature of such texts that after passing ori
through ages it takes the form of text bul when once composed and placed in some lock than it becomes i
monotonous decoration on the rack of temples. Rather the way should be given, a flexibility is required to j
the text. We may take examples from last decades of twentieth century when Mahabharata and Ra
presented as daily shops before us. It made both the text alive and their popularity is undebatable. B
was considered that playing the role of god is an offence but once aired on doordarshan it becan
knowledge for many kids growing at that age. Similarly when we would discuss it in litera ,
important part of the literature we will not only explore it but will discover and redis

milieu of that age. We don’t have exact evidence which would establish Mahabharata
history. Some believes its otcurrence, some says it a myth while other look at it as a
it is not a history because it does not fulfil the rules set by Historiography which sa
systematic study of the selected events of the past”. Moreover history does ni
forces and based on this parameters we believe Mahabharata a fiction not a histc
be dealt in literature and reason and its grandness is known by all. How poetic o
known only when once it is included. .

itten in the west based on the Christianity and
ecause they don’t have pluralism but

izing a figure is a celebrated debate in the world but if th
e and criticism that it would serve more fruitful. Many mov

cter for example OMG eltc., they always kept sacred the charact

not a balanced approach to deal with a fictitious character. Once t

Many plays, prose and poem were
saxon periods till date and are studied
find hidden literature in their relig

ble to fulfill the academic need. Disciplines like Theology have emer
not only Mahabharata from one religion but many other text from d



