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Foreword by Dr Narahari Achar on the first 
Astronomy book 3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective 
on Astronomy of the Mahabharata War and on 

this volume 
Dr. Manish M. Pandit is an indefatigable worker in the cause of bringing 
out the correct interpretation of the traditional lore of our heritage 
through the medium of film. Now he is a veritable researcher and 
scholar of our epic, the Mahabharata, and he must be whole heartedly 
congratulated for his book “3067 BCE, A fresh perspective on the 
astronomy of the Mahabharata war.” Taking off from where he had left 
in his first film, “Krishna, History or Myth’, he has turned on his 
incredulous ability and energy to un-fathom the mysteries of the 
astronomical puzzle preserved hidden in the epic. He has proposed a 
modified theory of Krishna’s mission for peace, the Tri-pushya theory, he 
is able to account for every little detail in Balarama’s pilgrimage, 
Bhishma moksha episode, comets galore which appeared foreboding 
the great disaster of the war, in addition to the well discussed planetary 
positions and eclipse phenomena of the epic. The book is full of color 
illustrations, copious tables and other data that can be checked by 
anybody. 

A famous Kannada poet describing the work of Gadugina Naranappa 
(Kumara Vyasa) on Mahabharata said the following: 
“KumAra VyAsanu hADidanendare kaliyuga dwaparavAguvudu, BhArata 
kaNNali kuNiyuvudu” 

When Kumara Vyasa sings, Kaliyuga turns into Dwapara and the whole 
of Mahabharata dances in front of our eyes. 
A similar statement can be made about this book of Dr. Pandit, with all 
the illustrations and tables it displays. This book is not for easy-chair 
reading, but belongs in the library of every person who has a serious 
interest in historical aspects of our epic. 
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Foreword by Dr Manish Pandit 
I made the film “Krishna: History or Myth” in 2008 after a set of serious 

arguments on the subject of the historicity of Sri Krishna and Sri Rama. I 

had come across several pieces of research which claimed to 

corroborate the astronomy of the Mahabharata war by PV Vartak, 

(5561BCE), Dr Narahari Achar from Memphis (3067BCE), Balakrishna 

and Sengupta (2449BCE) among others.  

I never wanted to really make a film on the subject, but nobody else 

was willing to take the risk of making a film which most Indian, English 

language, Hinduphobic channels would not show. I also had to check 

and see which piece of research was actually true: a process which took 

me from 2004 to 2007 and only after I was satisfied that 3067BCE was 

the year of the war did I dare make the film “Krishna History or Myth”. 

The film became a major success with screenings in 30+ countries and 

+1.5 million views at least. 

In 2019, I started to re-read the Mahabharata and undertook a deep 

study of the astronomy references (I dug up my old 2008 notes on the 

Mahabharata). I eventually arrived at a modified theory of 3067BCE 

which includes a Tri-Pushya theory (for Krishna’s Mission of Peace), a 

new theory of Balarama’s pilgrimage, a new war theory to fix the 18th 

day of the war instead of the first day (thereby changing the first day of 

the war) and a fresh reasoning for Bhisma Moksha and the entire comet 

theory of the Mahabharata, the reasoning for Saturn’s position at Rohini 

and indeed Jupiter’s position during the 17th day of the war. Rebuttals 

to other dating efforts including 3137BCE, 3138BCE, 3139BCE, 

3140BCE, 3143BCE, 3162/3163BCE and 5561BCE feature primarily in 

this book. The various parts of Mahabharata war proposals are 

examined  and dissected including: components of Balarama’s 

pilgrimage, war timeline, Bhisma Moksha Tithi and Nakshatra, Saturn’s 
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position, eclipses and Jupiter’s position among others in each of the 7 

theories.  

I hope that this will serve as learning material for those people who 

come to learn the astronomy of the Mahabharata in the future. There 

are lots of short film links and Pgurus and Sattology videos included in 

this book in various chapters which will clearly illustrate my point as well. 

I would like to reiterate that 3067BCE is the only viable date of the 

Mahabharata war. 

I would like to give my deep and heartfelt gratitude to all my Gurus, the 

Divine Mother Kali, and Dr Narahari Achar. I would like to thank my late 

parents and especially my late father for all his support. I would also like 

to thank Smt. Jayasree Saranathan and of course Nilesh Oak for 

challenging me. 

I would also like to thank PVR Narasimha Rao whose free software JHora 

made my life somewhat easier and DK Hari, Anuraag Saxena, Ramesh 

Swamy, Dr Subramanian Swamy and others who provided me 

encouragement in this endeavour. 

I would like to thank Pandit Katti Narahari, @pranasutra, @irudragaur 

and others for their help. 

I hope that this book will provide learning material for people who 

attend my free workshops on the Mahabharata. These are announced 

on my Twitter handle at regular intervals @mmpandit and on my 

astronomy Wordpress blog. 

Those who wish to look at my spiritual blog can go to: Je Suis 

My films are mostly available on two sites:  

1: YouTube site: https://www.youtube.com/user/SaraswatiFilms 

2: www.saraswatifilms.org 
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I will slowly update the blog and my Twitter site with many more 

learning links and short films. Following me on Twitter and Facebook 

(my page is Saraswati Films) ensures that one can see all my films and 

future books as they arrive. 

Thanks 

Dr Manish Pandit 

MBBS (Pune), FRCSEd (General Surgery), FRCSENT, MSc (Merit) Nuclear 

Medicine, CCT (Nuclear Medicine) 

Practising doctor and lead consultant in the Department of Physics and 

Nuclear Medicine, Senior Academic Tutor, University of Birmingham and 

Training Program Director (NM) West Midlands, United Kingdom 

Krishnamurti Jyotisha Visharad 
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Released on Dattatreya Jayanti 2020 
Jai Guru Deva Datta  
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Important Keynote on settings: 

For the purposes of this volume, I am providing a link to free software called Jhora 
which has been provided free by the esteemed PVR Narasimha Rao for the last 15+ 
years. This software uses the Swiss ephemeris database and can be downloaded in 
the link below.It works only on Windows but will provide nakshatra and planetary 
positions to perfection. There are two settings recommended  for BCE calculations 
only by PVR Narasimha Rao who is an expert in the matters of Panchanga 
calculation: 

1. Use Drik Siddhanta (no change), BUT change Gregorian calendar to Julian 
calendar. Using Surya Siddhanta calculations (as one author has done) instead of 
Drik siddhanta calculations as recommended is a massive mistake, these latter are 
set in JHora by default, produces results which will not tally with NASA ephemeris 
based planetary positions which are used by most major astronomy software 
makers using their updated ephemeris. Some authors have regrettably gone down 
this path with huge problems. 

2. Settings for 3067BCE = -3066, 5561BCE = -5560, 3137BCE = -3136,  
You will notice that the calculation needs a subtraction prefix and a date lower by 
one year. This is because the BCE and AD era does not have a zero year. If this is 
set wrong by the person doing the calculations (as two authors have done) then 
there will be wrong calculations for the entire year of the Mahabharata. 

vedicastrologer.org/jh/index.htm 
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1: VERSES OF THE 
MAHABHARATA TEXT 

– BALARAMA’S 
PILGRIMAGE 
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Introduction:  

My attempt is to show that except for the modified proposal of 

3067BCE, every war proposal of the Mahabharata war as formulated by 
any researcher does not fit the rigid criteria of the astronomy related 

verses in the Mahabharata document.  

Each chapter is going to put forth a set of verses related to the 

Mahabharata text and the implications for each war proposal. The 

methodology used will incorporate Jagannatha hora software with its up 

to date Swiss ephemeris. The settings are: Drik Siddhanta and Julian 

Calendar. Please note that BCE and AD years do not have a year zero 
therefore when referring to any Mahabharata war proposal we will show 

it as follows:  

5561BCE = -5560 in Jhora, 3067BCE = -3066 in Jhora, 3137BCE = 

-3136 in Jhora, 3138BCE = -3137 in Jhora, 3139BCE = -3138 in Jhora, 

3140BCE = -3139 in Jhora, 3143BCE = -3142 in Jhora and 3162BCE = 

-3161 in Jhora. 

Verse 1: Rigorous criteria used for Balarama’s Pilgrimage: 

1.Start day of the pilgrimage must be a Pushya (Al-Tarf) 
Nakshatra.  
2.Ending day of the pilgrimage must be a Shravana (Altair) 
Nakshatra.   
3.The pilgrimage must last 42 days. 
For the purposes of this entire discussion, I have given the 
benefit of doubt to the researcher if this Shravana nakshatra arrives on either the 
42nd or the 43rd day from day one of the pilgrimage.  
4.The 18th day of the war must be either an Amavasya or very close to 
it, because of the exact description of the Moonrise occurring late on 
the 14th war night, shows a waning phase late crescent moon (159 Drone 42) post 
the killing of Ghatotkacha as well as multiple other references based on 60+ verses 
of Chapter 159/161 of Drona Parva. There is also the reference of Gada 
Yuddha Parva on the last war day signifying an Amavasya.  
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Criteria 4 above depends on 60+ verses of Chapters 159/161 of Drona 
Parva. This Moonrise must be visible, so this 14th war night cannot be 
an Amavasya/ Krishna Chaturdashi. 

Let us start with the 5561BCE (-5560) war proposal: 

Here is a short film to illustrate the problem (Twitter link): https://
twitter.com/mmpandit/status/1270887123533643778?s=20 

Please note that the given date of the end of war is November 2nd 
5561BCE and therefore the start of the pilgrimage is September 22nd 
5561BCE. That means that the start of the pilgrimage in this war 
proposal is on Uttarshadha nakshatra. Hence the start nakshatra is 
wrong. 

        ! !  
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Please note that the given date of the end of war is November 2nd 
5561BCE. That means that the end of the pilgrimage in this war 
proposal is on Ashlesha nakshatra, Pushya nakshatra has ended by the 
time of afternoon. Hence the end nakshatra at 42 days is wrong in the 
5561BCE war proposal.  
Therefore 5561BCE does not fulfil any of the criteria given for 
Balarama’s pilgrimage.  

3139BCE (-3138) War Proposal: 

The next war proposal is the one based on the tradition of Krishna’s 
death at the time of the accepted Kaliyuga date of 3102BCE and that 
war proposal is 3139BCE:  
In 3139BCE, the war timeline as per tradition is to start on a Shukla 
Ekadashi (for benefit of doubt let us assume that it could even be a 
Shukla Trayodashi). Unfortunately there is no credible Pushya nakshatra 
start for this Shukla Ekadashi.  
Suppose we were to ignore this, then the most credible Pushya 
nakshatra candidate for the start of Balarama’s pilgrimage must be the Pushya 
nakshatra on September 22nd, the pilgrimage must therefore end on 
November 2nd, 42 days later.  
This day is indeed a Shravana Nakshatra day, unfortunately, though, it is noted that the 
2nd of November 3139BCE (-3138) is a Shukla Chaturthi. Thus the day of 
Balarama’s return, ie. the 42nd day of the pilgrimage, is a Shukla 
Chaturthi as one can see in the screenshots below but that means that 4 
days prior to this would have been an Amavasya and therefore the 14th 
night Moonrise would have been non- existent. Thus not being able to 
end the war on an Amavasya creates a peculiar problem for this theory 
and ending it 4 Tithis later creates an unsurmountable problem which I 
call “The Problem of an invisible 14th war night Moonrise.” 
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! !  

Therefore assuming a start to the war timeline which must end at or near the 
preceding Amavasya, in 3139BCE, Balarama arrives at least 4 days too 
late and after the war has ended. The bigger problem is that Thus he is too late to 
be able to witness the duel/ Gada Yuddha.  

However, if one assumes that tradition were supremely important in the proposal for 
3139BCE, then a Shukla Ekadashi start to the war timeline must be 
proposed. If that were to be the case, with that more traditional start to 
the war timeline, then Balarama must arrive even later, because the 18 days from 
Shukla Ekadashi onwards would end on a Krishna Trayodashi or so. (Oct 31st 
3139BCE)  

That means that Balarama would be a whopping 6 days too late to witness the duel 
with maces as that would have ended a couple of days before the preceding 
Amavasya.  

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit
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3162BCE (-3161):  I will clarify later in this chapter that in actual fact this theory 
deals with 3163BCE instead of 3162BCE. 

The last day of the pilgrimage and war timelines according to its author is 11th 
November 3162BCE.  

!  

Thus the last day of the pilgrimage and war timeline is a Jyestha Nakshatra in this war 
proposal and we need it to be a Shravana nakshatra as clearly stated by the text.  

The claim in the 3162BCE war proposal is that this last day should be a Pushya 
nakshatra instead of a Shravana nakshatra and that the nakshatras are mistakenly 
reversed . Let’s address this problem next. 

To get to the heart of the problem, we must look at the verse in the Mahabharata text. 
This verse, in Shalya parva 33:05-6, is extremely clear and is as follows: 
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                            !  

The verse says unequivocally that the pilgrimage must start at Pushya nakshatra and 
end at a Shravana nakshatra and must take 42 days. However, Veda Vyasa has not 
commented on why the first day of the pilgrimage must be a Pushya nakshatra. 
This has allowed some authors to mistakenly infer that the pilgrimage sequence from 
Pushya to Shravana must be either an interpolation or be a consequence of a 
interpolation/ wrong translation. However, both these inferences are due to an 
ignorance of the rich Jyotisha tradition of India which clearly observes Pushya 
nakshatra to be the most auspicious nakshatra of the zodiac.  

                    !  
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A pramana for this can be found in many places but just two will suffice. In 1947, when 
the late Hardeo ji, one of the greatest astrologers modern India produced was asked 
by Congress leaders to produce an auspicious time for the muhurta for the 
independence of India, he chose the time when the Moon would transit Pushya 
nakshatra as it is the most auspicious nakshatra of the zodiac and known as Tishya.  
 
The second reason is more familiar to most non Jyotishis and relates to the fact that 
Pushya nakshatra when combined with a Thursday is the day when a majority of 
people still buy gold jewellery or other costly goods. The idea behind this practice is 
that Pushya nakshatra produces the gold of consciousness hence Balarama must 
have started his pilgrimage on this auspicious nakshatra (and day combination) and 
the text in fact corroborates this fact and is not in opposition to it. 
  
According to the timeline of the war proposal of 3162 BCE, 42 days before the 11th of 
November is Oct 1st, 3162BCE. This should therefore be the first day of the 
pilgrimage. This day unfortunately is also not a Pushya (or a Shravana nakshatra), 
instead it is a Rohini nakshatra as you can clearly see. 

                                              !  

It took me a while to figure out that the problem is that the war 
proposal of 3162BCE is not that of 3162BCE (-3161), instead it is of 
3163BCE (-3162) . Can we prove that this is the case?  
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The answer is an emphatic yes. Lets see how. 
The statement made by the researchers of 3162BCE war proposal is 
that the pilgrimage starts with Shravana instead of Pushya and ends 
with Pushya instead of Shravana.  

! !  

If we see Jhora software for 3163BCE, we will notice that the nakshatra 
for the last day of the pilgrimage 11th November in that year (-3162) is 
indeed Pushya.  
We can prove above that the first day of the pilgrimage has been taken 
to be Shravana nakshatra in 3163BCE (-3162). 

While both of these are completely wrong as we stated earlier and has 
happened owing to some ignorance of the importance of specific 
nakshatras like Pushya nakshatra, it shows that the researcher has 
mistaken the date of 3163BCE for 3162BCE.  

This leads us to another problem for this particular war proposal.  

Balarama’s pilgrimage quite clearly should start after the conclusion of 
Krishna’s Mission of Peace at Hastinapura but here it starts much before 
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that point. This is partly because, in 3162BCE (actually 3163BCE), the 
war starts on Jyestha Amavasya which is much too soon (just days after) 
after the Mission of Peace. In fact, just pre this Jyestha nakshatra 
Amavasya, a period of time must go by when Krishna returns from the 
Mission of Peace on a Uttaraphalguni nakshatra and post this Jyestha 
nakshatra Amavasya, an even longer period of time must go by, as 
given in chapter after chapter of Udyoga Parva where the Pandavas 
need to set up camp in Kurukshetra with seven Akshuhinis.  
While some other researchers have recognised this problem in their war 
proposals and at least theorised the possibility of an Adhika masa (even 
if it does not exist), in this particular case, the proposal demands the 
start of the war on a Jyestha Amavasya and therefore fails the basic 
tests. 
Therefore it must be said that this war proposal fails from multiple 
angles.  

Next let us look at 3138BCE: (-3137) 

Let us take the first 42 day candidate pair for a Pushya nakshatra for 
Balarama’s pilgrimage in this year.  

             ! !  
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The first candidate pair for Balarama’s pilgrimage is somewhat an 
unlikely date as it ends on November 19th meaning that the time from 
the 10th day of the war, (which is the start of Bhisma Moksha Timeline) to 
Winter Solstice (and the 4th day therefrom) would be would already be 
more than 64 days (and this timeline cannot exceed 58 nights under any 
circumstances according to Bhisma himself). 

This second somewhat unlikely candidate pair is 9th Oct to 19th 
November 3138BCE (-3137) (above) 
As you can see (above), the problem is that the 9th of October is indeed 
a Pushya nakshatra but the 42nd day is not a Shravana nakshatra. Instead 
the end of the pilgrimage on that day 42 is on a Uttarashadha nakshatra 
which continues till sunset. The bigger problem is that this day is not an 
Amavasya but instead is two days past as a Shukla Dwitiya and the 14th 
war night Moonrise is therefore at Krishna Chaturdasi which is barely a 
sliver of crescent Moon incapable of casting significant light on the 
battlefield. Therefore the stringent conditions of Nakshatra for 
Balarama’s pilgrimage have no hope of being satisfied in this war 
theory.  
The next candidate pair is 5th Nov to 16th December 3138BCE 
This candidate pair for Balarama’s pilgrimage in 3138 BCE creates 
another problem because that Pushya nakshatra where the pilgrimage 
starts, arrives 27 days later on November 5th. (see below) 
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!  !  
This the last day of the possible pilgrimage would be Dec 16th, 
3138BCE, and that is in the middle of Uttarashadha nakshatra and not 
at Shravana nakshatra although it is a Krishna Chaturdashi.  

Thus the problem of either the nakshatra or the Tithi not being correct 
for every Pushya start exists for the war proposal of 3138BCE too. Of 
course, the bigger issue will be that, at this stage, any possible Bhisma 
Moksha timeline would become much too short when counted from 
either the start of the war or from Bhisma’s fall to Winter Solstice. (and 
the 4th day there from) 

                                 
Let us take the war theory for 3140 (-3139) next: 

This pilgrimage candidate pair is 2th Oct to 10th November 3140BCE 
(-3139) 
As you can see, the great thing is that the 2th of October is indeed a 
Pushya nakshatra and the 42nd day is indeed a Shravana nakshatra. 
However, even though the end of the pilgrimage on that day 42 is on 
the point of Shravana nakshatra, the problem which assails this theory is 
the same problem as in the 3137BCE (-3136) theory.  
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The day of Balarama’s return, ie. the 42nd day of the pilgrimage, is a 
Shukla Chaturthi as one can see in the screenshots below but that 
means that 4 days prior to this would have been an Amavasya and 
therefore the 14th night Moonrise would have been non- existent. Thus 
not being able to end the war on an Amavasya creates a peculiar 
problem for this theory and ending it 4 Tithis later creates an 
unsurmountable problem.  
I call this particular problem: The invisible 14th night Moonrise problem. 
Therefore the stringent conditions of Tithi/Nakshatra for Balarama’s 
pilgrimage have no hope of being satisfied in this war theory either. 

Let us take the war theory for 3137 (-3136) next: 

The candidate pair which is given in the book by the author is 2th Sept 
to 10th November 3137BCE (-3136) 
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As you can see, the problem is that the 2th of September is not in fact a 
Pushya nakshatra. It is instead an Ashlesha nakshatra (the fault lies with 
using the wrong Siddhanta calculations by the author) and the 42nd day 
is not in fact a Shravana nakshatra as a result, it is instead a Dhanistha 

!   

nakshatra right from sunrise as you can see in the Jhora Screenshots. 
Having said the above, I am going to give the benefit of doubt to the 
author and take the pilgrimage sequence back by a day on either side. 
Thus the candidate pair becomes 1st Sept to 9th November 3137BCE 
(-3136). Let us check this pair of dates. You can see that this pilgrimage 
pair is indeed Pushya to Shravana in 42 days. What is then the problem? 
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Even though the end of the 
pilgrimage on that day 42 is on the point of Shravana nakshatra, the 
problem which assails this theory is a similar problem as in the 3140BCE 
(-3139) theory.  

The day of Balarama’s return, ie. the 42nd day of the pilgrimage, is a 
Shukla Triteeya as one can see in the screenshots below but that means 
that the 14th war night in this theory would have been an Amavasya. 
Hence there would have been no Moonrise on that day and not as 
described in the text. Thus not being able to end the war on an 
Amavasya creates a peculiar problem for this theory and ending it 3-4 
Tithis later creates an unsurmountable problem.  
I call this particular problem: The invisible 14th night Moonrise problem. 
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Therefore the stringent conditions of Tithi/Nakshatra for Balarama’s 
pilgrimage have no hope of being satisfied in this war theory either. 
Here is the screenshot for that. 

Conclusion:  
As we can see all pilgrimage timelines except 3067BCE have major 
problems and cannot replicate the strict conditions given in the text. 
The main problem with getting the Pilgrimage timeline wrong is that 
three timelines are inextricably entwined with the Balarama’s pilgrimage 
timeline. These other two timelines are the war timeline which shares its 
end point with the end point of the pilgrimage timeline and the Bhisma 
Moksha timeline which by definition will start either at the fall of Bhisma 
within the war timeline (or at the start point of the war timeline as 
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inferred by many scholars). Thus getting Nakshatra wrong for the 
pilgrimage timeline finishes the other two timelines as well. In any case 
the Mission of Peace timeline is an impossible timeline which can only 
be replicated with any certainty in 3067BCE. 
I have shown this in some detail in chapter 3 of this book and chapter 2 
of my first book: “3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective on the Astronomy of 
the Mahabharata war” which can be downloaded for free via the link 
provided. 

Important Audio Video Links for Learning: 

1:  A short film on the rigorous conditions of Balarama's pilgrimage  
https://youtu.be/mLceUJnXydg  

2. Part 2 of the Mahabharata Workshop with Pandit Katti Narahari 
 https://youtu.be/1P-m_9z6l7A  

3. This is a long Twitter Thread on the Fact vs Fiction of the 
Mahabharata: 
https://twitter.com/mmpandit/status/1326059811063164928?s=20 

4: PGurus Workshop: Part 3 of 5 on the Dating of the Mahabharata: 
https://youtu.be/wwQaW4EhtVk  
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2: ESTABLISHING A 
MATHEMATICAL LIMIT 

FOR  THE TIME OF 
THE MAHABHARATA 

WAR: 
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1: Upper limit of the Mahabharata war:  

Bhisma Moksha occurs in Magha masa according to two separate verses 

of the Mahabharata. The first of these verses is here: 

!  

The first of these verses occurs in chapter 153 of Anushasan Parva and 

the second occurs in chapter 47 of the Gita Press edition as shown 

below. 

Readers may note that contrary to speculation from a few astronomers, 

there is absolutely no verse which shows a Phalgun masa departure for 

Bhisma. This creates terrific difficulties for various theses like 5561BCE 
which are reliant on this false narrative for their Mahabharata war 

proposal. The second verse is from the Gita Press edition and is even 

more precise: I show it below: 
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      !  

It creates a complete set of even more rigorous criteria for Bhisma 

Moksha which are only satisfied in the war proposal of 3067BCE.  

These are as follows: 

A Magha Masa  Plus 

A Shukla Paksha Plus 

An Asthami Tithi conjoined with a nakshatra ruled by Prajapati ie. Rohini 

nakshatra and the time must be at noon as seen 

Thus we can see that Magha masa for Bhisma Moksha is an unavoidable 

phenomenon, this reference is one which is effectively set in stone. This 

fixes the upper limit of the Mahabharata war at a maximum of 3800 
BCE. How and why can we say this? 
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!  

A Magha masa departure for Bhisma means that the full Moon at 

Magha will ensure that the Sun is at Satabhisha nakshatra on the 

opposite side of the zodiac, 180 degrees away.  

This means that the Vernal Equinox is indelibly fixed at Rohini nakshatra 

at the time of Bhisma Moksha. Using the equation of precession of the 

equinoxes, we can prove that this Vernal Equinox at Rohini cannot occur 
beyond a maximum of 3800BCE. However, if we look at it practically, 

this Vernal Equinox at Rohini fixes the upper limit of the Mahabharata 

war at around 3200-3300BCE. There is no way that the Mahabharata 

war can exceed this limit. What of those who argue that the Arundhati 

Vasistha observation allows the Mahabharata to be dated only between 

11,000BCE to 4508BCE?  

We look at this flawed ideation about the Arundhati Vasistha 

observation in a separate chapter devoted to that purpose. 
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The Lower Limit For the Mahabharata War: 

What about the lower limit for the Mahabharata war? How can we fix 

that? Here is where a soapstone tablet comes in useful. This tablet was 
discovered in Mohenjedaro by Mackay in 1930 and shows the famous 

Yamalarjuna episode of Sri Krishna. It is conservatively dated to 

2200BCE whereas other put it at 2600BCE. This means that the 

Mahabharata (and Krishna) can never be dated to a date below 

2200BCE. 

!  

Hence the Mahabharata must be dated within a stringent window of 

2200BCE to 3200BCE (or a maximum of 3800BCE if one feels lenient) 

Does this dating of the Mahabharata of 2200BCE to 3200BCE fit in with 

ancient Bharatiya traditions? Does this period fit in with the Saint 

tradition of the great saints Madhwacharya and Nammalwar?  
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In my previous book I showed that Shri Madhwacharya himself said that 

4300 years have elapsed since his last appearance as Bhismasena. 

Counting from 1237AD this brings us to 3063BCE which is very close to 
our date of 3067BCE. Please note that any date more than 100 years 

away from this date will be in flagrant violation of basic Indian traditions. 

After all, the Madhwacharya sampradaya will accept nothing except a 

3K BCE date. 

!  

A similar problem happens with dates beyond 3200BCE as far as the 

Nammalwar tradition is concerned. Saint Nammalwar was born as per 

tradition on the 43rd day post the ascension of Sri Krishna. There is a 
known Tithi and Nakshatra for that day as per tradition. Using Jhora 

software, we can check these dates. I came up with the date of 
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ascension of Sri Krishna as Uttarabhadrapada nakshatra, Chaitra Shukla 

Prathama. This important date is on Feb 2 3030BCE as per the Julian 

calendar ephemeris prevalent at the time. 

!  

Date of birth of Saint Nammalwar as per Tradition: 

Alwar Satagopa who is born 43 days later the ascension of Krishna is 

normally given a 3K BCE date according to his own sampradaya.  
According to the Julian calendar, we calculate that day to be March 17 

3030BCE. According to tradition, this day is supposed to be Vaishakha 

Purnima. If we check the Jhora ephemeris, we find that it is indeed a 

Vaishaka Purnima. That day, March 17th 3030BCE (-3029), according to 

the Julian calendar, starts as a Chitra nakshatra but later becomes Swati 

nakshatra.  

Again the point must be noted that the Nammalwar tradition puts this 

Alwar at 3102BCE based on the Harivamsa Purana. However, no 
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tradition puts the saint at even 100 years earlier or later than 3102BCE. 

Thus to put this saint at 5K BCE as demanded by certain Mahabharata 

proposals is quite absurd. This is another problem with the 5561BCE 
date propounded by some individuals. 

  

The JHora chart for Nammalwar’s birth is presented above. 
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3: SNAPSHOT OF THE 
TIMELINE FROM THE 
MISSION OF PEACE 

TO THE 18TH DAY OF 
THE WAR (3067BCE) 
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Links for Easy Learning: This is a short film in the link below to 

explainTimelines of 3067BCE: 

https://youtu.be/HqU71MFUrW8 

1: The Mission of Peace starts on the 26th of September 3067BCE with 

Sri Krishna’s departure from Upaplavya to Hastinapur on a Revati 

nakshatra. This event occurs in Maitri Muhurta. This Muhurta is the third 

one which occurs in the day and so it can be reliably estimated that Sri 

Krishna embarked on the Mission of Peace at 8 am or so from 

Upaplavya. On the way he stops at a place called Vriskasthala. The 

relevant verses are shown here. 

  

2: The arrival of Sri Krishna is 3 days later at Hastinapur.  

Since Sri Krishna started on a Revati nakshatra and reached 3 days later 

and each nakshatra lasts around a day, it can be reliably estimated that 
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he reached Hastinapur on the third or at a maximum, the fourth 

nakshatra from Revati. (see first book for detailed reasoning) 

  

Thus he reached Hastinapur either on a Bharani nakshatra or a Krittika 

nakshatra. An additional verse from the Bhisma Parva, from chapter 2 

tells us that was in fact a lunar eclipse on a Kartika Purnima which was 

observed by Veda Vyasa before the war. This is a crucial observation 
and it can be found that there indeed was a penumbral lunar eclipse 

which was visible later that night on the 28th / 29th September as shown 

in the diagram. 

3: Duryodhana Rejects Peace on the 5th of October 3067BCE 

This is the First Pushya (Al Tarf) nakshatra of our Tri Pushya Theory. It is 

very important that this Pushya Nakshatra is not confused for the 
second Pushya nakshatra which occurs at the start of Balarama’s 
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pilgrimage. This mistake is made by several prominent researchers. It is 

a blunder which sets the tone for even more serious blunders. 

In our timeline, you can observe that there is a clear delineation of the 
three Pushya stars which we are showing here, later in this chapter. You 

may see a detailed audio-visual presentation in the link below from 

around 20 minutes into the presentation: 

 https://youtu.be/MH6MFZM3Lh 

This first Pushya nakshatra is very important as it is at this point that the 

first Vishwarupa darshan is said to occur. 

!  

4: Karna’s Meeting with Krishna (Karna Krishna Samavada) 8th 
October 3067BCE 
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This particular portion of the Mahabharata from Udyoga Parva contains 

a rich source of information pertaining to astronomy. It is unfortunately 

omitted by many researchers precisely due to its detail.  

Depending on what time of the day this observation is to be noted, it 

will be either a Purva Phalguni nakshatra (It could be an Uttara Phalguni 

nakshatra as I said in the first book but this occurs quite a bit later in the 

day.) 

!  

Karna has already noted four observations which he narrates to Krishna 

during this ride. Sri Krishna later leaves for Upaplavya on this date. 

5: Balarama Leaves Sri Krishna at Upaplavya on a Anuradha 
Nakshatra: 

This corresponds to the night of 13th October 3067BCE/ early morning 
of 14th October. 
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Balarama leaves Krishna at Upaplavya. His arrival at Upaplavya is 

unknown But Balarama’s departure is on a Anuradha ie. Maitrey 

Nakshatra as mentioned in Shalya 34:12 

!  

Please note that some people have mixed up this reference which takes 

Anuradha nakshatra for the start of Balarama’s pilgrimage.  

It is to be noted that the nakshatra for the start of the pilgrimage is 

unambiguous (Pushya nakshatra). Balarama’s pilgrimage requires that 

the time elapse from the end of this Maitrey nakshatra (Anuradha) to the 

point where the next Pushya nakshatra starts.  
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6. Seven Days from observation 4 mentioned in this chapter,  there 
is an Amavasya at Jyestha/Antares: 

!  

This reference fixes that there is an Amavasya at Jyestha nakshatra 

which is seven days away at the time of the Karna Krishna Samvada. 

That means that the day of the Karna Krishna Samvada was a Krishna 
Astami. It also means that 9 nakshatras back from this date is the 

Purnima we mentioned in observation 2. 

Observation 1 above says that it was a Kartika masa, that too it was a 

Revati nakshatra at the start when Sri Krishna started on his Mission of 

Peace, it also says that it was an Amavasya forthcoming in around 18 

days from the advent of his mission, therefore there must be a Purnima 
15 or 16 days back from this date.     
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7: The Third eclipse with Moon at Mrigasira occurs on 28th Oct 
3067BCE 

This 3rd eclipse is predicted in the text of the Mahabharata in verse 28 
and 29 of chapter 2 of Bhisma Parva but is missed by most astronomers. 

The problem is that the verse requires two eclipses to be present within 

a short lunar fortnight, however most astronomers have mistaken this to 

be a solar and a lunar eclipse only.  

Nobody thought of an eclipse season to explain the verses (an eclipse 

season comprising three eclipses is reasonably common). 

!  

The curved white arrow in the picture below shows the journey taken by 

the Moon from the nakshatra Jyestha where the solar eclipse occurs to 
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the nakshatra Mrigasira where the 3rd lunar eclipse occurs which is 

penumbral in nature or Aparvani. 

!  

The other point which can be made from the above diagram is that the 

start of the journey from Upaplavya on a Kartika masa, Revati nakshatra 

to Krishna’s arrival in Hastinapur is three days.  

That point of Purnima (full Moon) to Jyestha Amavasya completes one 

lunar fortnight and then the journey from Jyestha Amavasya to the full 

Moon (Purnima) at Mrigasira nakshatra completes another lunar 

fortnight. Thus we complete a full lunar month and three days from 

Krishna’s start at Upaplavya for the Mission of Peace.  

This sort of delineation of 3 eclipses, the two Purnimas and the 
Amavasya along with the first Pushya nakshatra of Duryodhana’s 
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rejection of peace and Karna’s ride with Krishna with its observations is 

only present in the war proposal for 3067BCE. No other war proposal 

can talk of these matters in this precise detail. Its also important to note 
that if one is using the references from the Mahabharata text, namely 

Udyoga 141:08, Bhisma 02:23 and 02: 32, then all the eclipses must 

occur before the war.  

!  

This fact is missed by nearly all the astronomers who have ever 

attempted to find an eclipse pair in the year of the war.  

Takeaway facts: 

A: All eclipses must occur before the war as these verses occur when 

Vyasa meets Dhritarastra and Vyasa meets him before the war starts and 

talks about the omens he has already noted. These verses from chapter 
2 Bhisma Parva, therefore must occur some time before the war has 

started. 
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B: At least one of the lunar eclipses must take place at Kartika Purnima. 

This is only possible if the lunar eclipse takes place at a Purnima at 

Bharani or Krittika Nakshatra. 

8: Pushya Nakshatra 2: The start of Balarama’s Pilgrimage 

!  

One of the most difficult conditions to be satisfied in any Mahabharata 

war proposal comes next. This is the start of Balarama’s pilgrimage 

which must occur on a Pushya nakshatra. This is Pushya nakshatra 
number 2 of the Tri Pushya theory. 

This occurs on November 1st 3067BCE which happens to be a Guruwar 

or Thursday which is not coincidental. Guru Pushya is utilised even 

today for important decisions in India and full page advertisements for 

jewellery and car purchases are the norm on these days which have 
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customarily always been considered as very auspicious. Balarama was 

simply following the tradition of starting his Teerth Yatra on a very 

auspicious muhurta of Guru Pushya and that too at sunrise. This is an 
extremely important observation which cannot be replicated in any 

other year’s Mahabharata war proposal and helps in proving the 

accuracy of 3067BCE as a unique year of the war.  

9: Pre war ritual Bharani homam:  

The Mahabharata text refers to the army reaching on a nakshatra which 

is ruled by Yama. That nakshatra is Bharani and the reason for the 

mention of this nakshatra is that a pre war homa is usually performed on 
this nakshtra. This is just 3 days prior to the start of the war. The 

presence of the battle commander of the Kaurava army is inferred from 

a point just before the war starting on Bharani nakshatra (as the battle 

commanders’s presence is absolutely necessary). 

!  
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10: The start of the war: 25th November 3067BCE 

The question most people ask is: Must the war start on a particular 

nakshatra and Tithi? The answer is that the war must end on a Shravana 
nakshatra on the 18th day of the war. This day must be an Amavasya or 

close to it given the factors governing the Moonrise on the 14th war 

night which as we already know is a crescent Moon which adorns the 

eastern sky that night. Hence the first day of the war can only be a 

Mrigasira or a Rohini nakshatra day at the most and nothing else. This is 

a stringent war timeline criteria again and is impossible to satisfy in any 

other war proposal other than 3067BCE.  

!  

You can see that the Moon is at Mrigasira naksatra. Thus this is the 

second Mrigasira nakshatra of importance. The first one occurs just after 
the mission of peace at the point of the 3rd eclipse which is a penumbral 

eclipse (shown in point 7 above). We can call this theory the Mrigasira 
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theory and this point is M2 and point 7 where the lunar eclipse happens 

can be called as M1. 

11: The Pushya nakshatra 3 which occurs in the war timeline and is 
hidden to the eye occurs on November 28th 3067BCE (-3066) which is 

the 4th war day. It spans the time upto the sunrise on the next day. The 

Jhora chart is reproduced below. 

!  

12: The 14th war night moonrise: Dec 8/9 3067BCE 

The Moonrise of the 14th war night, as we already know is a crescent 
Moon which adorns the eastern sky. We will explain a bit later why this 

Moon can only be a waning phase crescent Moon. (see workshop Link) 

https://youtu.be/o9nX4pjlah8 
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!  

13: The last war day: 12th Dec 3067BCE 

This is war day 18 which is a definite Amavasya. Theoretically this day 

can be a Krishna Chaturdasi too (which is how I presented it in a 

previous year as the software parameters were slightly off in an old 
version) but as we explore the various latest options on all software, we 

come to realise that it can only be an Amavasya.  

It has also got to fulfil the criteria of it being a Shravana nakshatra as per 

Shalya 33:05. No other war proposal can satisfy the very tough and 

stringent internal (and external) criteria which are presented in this text. 
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See below the Shravana nakshatra corroboration along with the extra 

Amavasya reference which is given in the text clearly seen in the images 

of the sky from that date.  

Post Script: 

Some authors have tried unsuccessfully to conflate references of 

Kaliyuga with a Pushya nakshatra as the day on which Kaliyuga starts 

and impose a limit on the Kaliyuga start to within the war timeline. Even 

if that were true and its a BIG IF to accept, when we consider that there 

is a standard acceptable date for Kaliyuga being used by all Panchang 

makers (3102BCE Feb), the fact then remains that there is a Pushya 
nakshatra in our war timeline which occurs on the 4th day and that 

would easily suffice and fit with 3067BCE theory. 
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Audio Video learning materials can be downloaded here: 

1: Short film: Timelines Superman 
https://youtu.be/HqU71MFUrW8 

2: Workshop Part 1 with Lokagatha: 
https://youtu.be/o9nX4pjlah8 

3: Workshop Part 2 with Lokagatha: 
https://youtu.be/oemQQCaSXms 
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4: SEQUENCE OF 
PURNIMAS AND 

AMAVASYAS BEFORE 
AND DURING THE 

MAHABHARATA  
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!  

The sequence of Amavasyas and Purnimas is presented above. There 
are a few important takeways from this slide.  

The Kartika Purnima must occur before the war. This is shown in two 

separate points quite clearly. The reason is as follows: 

1. Mention is present in verse 23 of Bhisma Parva of the Kartika 

Purnima where a lunar eclipse is said to occur. 

This Kartika Purnima can be seen to happen on the 28th/ 29th of 

September 3067BCE and produces the first of three eclipses in 
that eclipse season. This is a lunar eclipse of course. The most 

important point to keep in mind is that since Vyasa meets 

Dhritarashtra before the war and narrates this chapter to him 

about the omens which he has already seen, it is clear that this 

Kartika Purnima must occur before the war and in fact it must 

occur way before the war timeline ever starts. It cannot occur in 

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit

M Pandit



!58

the war timeline as has been mistakenly suggested by a few 

theorists.  

!  

The second reference is one which occurs in Vana Parva verse: 179:16 

also explicitly mentions Kartika Purnima and says that Pandavas are 

sleeping in Upaplavya at that time. The implications are clear.  

The Pandavas cannot be in Kurukshetra fighting a war during Kartika 

Purnima as has been suggested by some over enthusiastic war theorists. 

Thus the Kartika Purnima must occur much before the war and during 

that Kartika Purnima, the Pandavas are nowhere near Kurukshetra and 
they are not fighting in Kurukshetra. 

The huge problem for any war theorists who claim that Kartika 
Purnima is occurring during the war: 

At the time of Kartika Purnima, the Pandavas are sleeping at 
Upaplavya and Sri Krishna is on his way to Hastinapur. This means 
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that if somebody theorises that the Kaurava army is at Kurukshetra 
on that Kartika Purnima fighting the war, then  the problem is that 
the Kaurava army has nobody to fight at Kurukshetra as the 
Pandavas are at Upaplavya and Sri Krishna is still at Hastinapur to 
argue for the mission of peace. In fact, even Karna cannot be on the 
battlefield at that time as Karna Krishna Samvada takes place 4 days 
after the rejection of the peace offer.  

Since Sri Krishna and Arjuna can both not be present on the 
battlefield, the Bhagawad Gita can also not be delivered. This makes 
theories like 5561BCE which talks of exactly such a premise 
completely untenable.  

The rigorous sequence of Amavasyasa and Purnimas is as follows: 

Kartika Purnima (with a lunar eclipse) must occur first and that is at just 

after the start of Sri Krishna’s Mission of Peace. This must be followed by 

the first Pushya nakshatra where Duryodhana rejects the offer of peace. 

This is followed by the Purvaphalguni nakshatra of the Krishna Karna 
Samvada, which is followed by Jyestha Amavasya at 15 Tithies 

accompanied by a solar eclipse. Then comes Mrigasira Purnima (with 

the 2nd Lunar eclipse) which must be followed by the second Pushya 

nakshatra at which point occurs Balarama’s pilgrimage and then 

followed by an Amavasya just before Shravana nakshatra (at 

Uttarashadha nakshatra). This is followed by a Purnima at Punarvasu  

just after the start of the war at S13 followed by the third Pushya which 
occurs on the 4th war day. Finally the war must end on an Amavasya 

coincident with the 18th war day and a Sharavana nakshatra.  

This stringent sequence is shown below in great detail and with clarity. 

No other war proposal can duplicate the sheer detail present in this 

next image which shows the Moonphases to perfection. 
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!  

Thus the Timeline from the Revati nakshtra in the lunar month of Kartika 

takes us through a journey of rigorous Moonphases and Nakshtras for 

nearly 60 days before the war timeline starts. 

Important Links to Learning Materials: 

1: The Pgurus Episode 3 Video: Watch in totality or watch from  
04:15 mins onwards 

https://youtu.be/wwQaW4EhtVk 

2: The Free Lokagatha Mahabharata Workshop on Youtube Part 1:  

https://youtu.be/o9nX4pjlah8 
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5: STRINGENT 
CRITERIA USING 

ECLIPSES IN THE 
DATING OF THE 
MAHABHARATA  
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Introduction: 

The three eclipses which occur in the dating of the Mahabharata to 
3067BCE are unique. Here are the representative shlokas from Udyoga 

Parva and Bhisma Parva as below which represent eclipses. 

!  

We will also check whether the shlokas given by other authors in their 

Mahabharata theories actually represent eclipses at the end of this 

chapter. These verses represent either Upamanas or meteor strikes 
mentioned explicitly. 
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Rigorous criteria: 

The rigorous criteria which must be followed when verifying eclipse data 

are as follows: 

Q1: Do the two/ three eclipses mentioned in the shlokas above occur 

before the war? (as eclipse shlokas before war) 

Q2: Does the lunar eclipse occur before the solar eclipse? 

Q3: Does the lunar eclipse occur at Kartika Purnima?  

Q4: Does the solar eclipse occur at Jyestha Amavasya? 

Q5: Is the solar eclipse visible from Kurukshetra or is it only visible from 

Antartica as in certain theories? (we allow benefit of application of delta 
T measurements to data within reason) 

The lunar eclipse needs to occur at Kartika Purnima.  

Let us check eclipses using Jhora for various theories: 

3139BCE: (-3138) 

Here both eclipses occur in Aswayuja masa which seems unlikely but 

ignoring that problem, we can see that both eclipses do seem to occur 
in enough time before the war answering Q1, however the solar eclipse 

that time of the year occurs on Sep 1 3139BCE whereas the lunar 

eclipse instead of preceding it, follows it on Sep 15th. Thus this 

condition is not fulfilled. 

It must be noted that the lunar eclipse occurs at Bharani nakshatra 

which could qualify as Kartika Purnima (1 nakshatra minus),  
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!  

unfortunately though, the solar eclipse is not at Jyestha Amavasya. 

Instead it is occurring at Chitra nakshatra which can be clearly seen in 

the picture below: 

!  
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!  

You can see the lunar eclipse a bit more clearly here. You can see in 

these images above that the lunar eclipse of Sep 15th 3139BCE occurs 

at Bharani nakshatra which could qualify as Kartika Purnima. 
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!  

Let us look at 3137 BCE next: (-3136) 

Here both eclipses occur in Bhadrapada masa which seems unlikely but 

ignoring that problem, we can see that both eclipses do seem to occur 
before any possible war timeline, however the problem here is that they 

occur too far before the war timeline. The solar eclipse that time of the 

year occurs on Aug 9th 3137BCE and the lunar eclipse precedes it on 

the 25th of July. Conditions 1/ 2 are fulfilled. 
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!  

!  

It must be noted that the lunar eclipse occurs at Purvabhadrapada 

nakshatra which will never qualify as Kartika Purnima.  Unfortunately 
again, the solar eclipse is not at Jyestha Amavasya. Instead it is 
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occurring far far away at Uttaraphalguni nakshatra which can be clearly 

seen in the picture above. 

!  

 !  
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In the above image you can see that the lunar eclipse occurs at 

Purvabhadrapada nakshatra. This is too far away from Krittika nakshatra 

and moreover the lunar eclipse occurs prior to reaching Revathi 
nakshatra (which is where Krishna would have started his Mission of 

Peace). Thus this date will never satisfy the stringent criteria for the 

eclipses. 

Let us look at 3140BCE next: 

!  

Here the solar eclipse occurs in Aswayuja masa which seems unlikely 

but ignoring that problem, we can see that both eclipses do seem to 

occur in enough time before the war answering Q1, however the solar 

eclipse that time of the year occurs on Sep 11 3140BCE whereas the 

lunar eclipse instead of preceding it, follows it on Sep 26th. Thus this 
condition is not fulfilled. 

It must be noted that the lunar eclipse occurs at Bharani nakshatra 

which could qualify as Kartika Purnima (1 nakshatra minus), as shown in 
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the picture on the left below, but the solar eclipse and Amavasya occurs 

at Swati nakshatra which is at least 2+ nakshatras away from Jyestha 

nakshatra. Thus this condition is not fulfilled. Thus the solar eclipse fails 
on at least two counts if not more. 

! !  
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Let us examine 3138BCE:  

Here the solar eclipse occurs in Bhadrapada masa which seems unlikely 

but ignoring that problem, we can see that both eclipses do seem to 
occur in enough time before the war answering Q1, and the solar 

eclipse that time of the year occurs on Aug 21 3138BCE with the lunar 

eclipse preceding it, follows it on Aug 6th. Thus those conditions are 

fulfilled. 

It must be noted that the lunar eclipse occurs at Purvabhadrapada 

nakshatra which is too far away from Kartika Purnima and prior to Revati 

nakshatra where Krishna starts his Mission of Peace as shown in the 
picture on the left below, the solar eclipse and Amavasya occurs at 

Hasta nakshatra which is at least 4+ nakshatras away from Jyestha 

nakshatra. Thus all these conditions are not fulfilled. Thus both the 

eclipses fails on at least three counts if not more. 

! !  
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To reiterate, the solar eclipse occurs at Hasta nakshatra which is in 

Virgo/ Kanya, the lunar eclipse occurs at Purvabhadrapada nakshatra, 

thus both the 3138BCE eclipses fail on all possible counts. 
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Let us examine 3162BCE next: 

Here the solar eclipse occurs in Margashirsha masa which is unlikely but 

ignoring that problem, we can see that both eclipses do not seem to 
occur in enough time before the war failing Q1, and the solar eclipse 

that time of the year occurs on Nov 13 3162BCE with the lunar eclipse 

following it on Nov 27th  instead of preceding it. Thus both those 

conditions are not fulfilled. 

 

It must be noted that the lunar eclipse occurs at Punarvasu nakshatra 

which is too far away from Kartika Purnima and more than 7+ nakshatras 
away from Revati nakshatra where Krishna starts his Mission of Peace as 

shown in the picture above.  
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The problem is that the strict criteria for the Mission of Peace is that 

Krishna reaches Hastinapur on the 3rd day where the lunar eclipse 

occurs at night and so a maximum of three nakshatras can pass the 
point post Revati nakshatra. 

!  

Further the solar eclipse and Amavasya occurs at Purvashadha nakshatra 

(shown below) which is at least 2 nakshatras away from Jyestha 

nakshatra. 

 Thus the solar eclipse also does not pass the basic conditions required 

by the Mahabharata epic. Thus all these conditions are not fulfilled. 
Thus both the eclipses fails on all 5 counts if not more. 
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!  
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Next let us go to the eclipses in 5561BCE: 

5561BCE presents a unique problem in that it ignores the basics of 

astronomy given in the epic, like a few other war proposals. The war 
proposal, quoted by first Vartak and later Oak takes the 14th war night 

crescent Moonrise as a conflicting observation. This Moonrise is dealt 

with in a separate chapter, however as per the epic, we can see clearly 

that if that crescentic late waning phase Moonrise is taken to be a 

conflicting observation by a war proposal, then  60+ observations /

verses of Drona Parva come into conflict with that war proposal which 

makes it a blunder of epic proportions. 

The solar eclipse of 5561BCE is said to occur on the first day of the war 

thus failing the conditions completely as eclipses cannot occur on the 

first day of the war, they must occur before the war as Vyasa meets 

Dhritarashtra before the war. 

Further, the verse taken to signify a solar eclipse on the first day of the 
war instead turns out to be a meteor strike causing a certain haziness of 

the sky a few verses earlier. The phenomenon of two suns in the sky is 

one seen at the time of a meteor strike (in Tunguska for example and 

therefore cannot be anything else especially when the text itself 

signifies a meteor strike)  

This is the reference being quoted by Shri Oak to signify a solar eclipse.  

!  

The verse used by Shri Oak to justify a solar eclipse unfortunately shows 

that there was a meteor which fell into the earth and appeared as if it 
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was falling into the rising Sun. This gives us a clue as to the reason why 

there was an appearance of two Suns in the sky. 

In 1908, when the Tunguska event occurred, there was an appearance 
of two suns in the sky. In the case of Tunguska, the evidence is divided 

between the cometary phenomena proponents and the asteroid 

phenomenon proponents.  

Proponents of the cometary phenomena theory say that the event could 

have been a result of a meteor fragment of comet Encke but the 

proponents of the asteroid theory say that it was not a comet but an 

asteroid which disintegrated on impact which is why no particular crater 
was found. However the fact that Tunguska was associated with a comet 

or an asteroid strike points to the distinct possibility that a meteor strike 

from a comet is what occurred in Mahabharata times (here the verses 

talk of dust rising into the sky and a haze obscuring the Sun)  

One must also understand, that what happened would easily produce 

the phenomena of two Suns as also the phenomenon of glowing of the 
twilights described in verse 30 in chapter 2 of Bhisma Parva.  

!  

The verse clearly says that: “Both dawn and dusk were glowing, 

accompanied by a burning of the 4 directions”  This particular 

phenomenon was seen after the Tunguska meteor impact for a few 

months too. 

Of courrse, nowhere in the Mahabharata is it mentioned that there was 

a solar eclipse on the first day of the war. Thus the odds are heavily 

stacked against the possibility of a solar eclipse on the first day of the 

war and the verses quoted clearly point to a meteor strike. 
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The next problem which visits the solar eclipse which was supposedly 

on the first day of the war (according to the mistaken inference drawn 
from the verse shown earlier) is that the eclipse does not occur on the 

16th of October at all. Instead this eclipse occurs on the 17th of October. 

This can be confirmed by the data obtained from the Swiss ephemeris 

online. You can see the eclipse occurs on the 17th of October 5561BCE 

UTC 0048 hrs post midnight. 

!  

This means that the eclipse occurs at around 0548 am in the morning in 

Kurukshetra when the time is extrapolated to Indian local mean time 

from UTC. There is a further problem with this hypothesis, that is this 
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solar eclipse is not visible at Kurukshetra, in fact the solar eclipse is only 

visible from Antartica and there is no way that this eclipse will be visible 

at Kurukshetra even using Delta T. 

!  

Therefore the solar eclipse of 5561BCE lands up in a cruel place. 

Further this hypothesis which makes the solar eclipse land up in the war 
timeline, also makes the lunar eclipse land up in the middle of the war 

timeline, the lunar eclipse follows the solar eclipse which is contrary to 

what the epic tells us and the Amavasya is at Moola and not at Jyestha. 

The lunar eclipse of 5561BCE lands up in a similar problem, because 

the 14th night Moonrise clearly stipulates a crescent Moon (like the 

smiling lips of a beautiful woman – Kamini-ganda-panduna) rising in the 
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Eastern sky on that 14th night of the war, late at night and NOT a full 

Moon under any circumstance. You can see that lunar eclipse is in any 

case at Ardra nakshatra and not at Krittika nakshatra.   

!  

It must be noted that this lunar eclipse which occurs at Ardra nakshatra 

is too far away from Kartika Purnima and more than 6 nakshatras away 

from Revati nakshatra where Krishna starts his Mission of Peace as 
shown in the picture above.  

The problem is that the strict criteria for the Mission of Peace is that 

Krishna reaches Hastinapur on the 3rd day where the lunar eclipse 
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occurs at night and so a maximum of three nakshatras can pass the 

point post Revati nakshatra. Thus the eclipses of 5561BCE fail all the 

possible criteria. 

In this chapter and the others, I have shown you that no well known  

Mahabharata war proposal fulfils the eclipse criteria except 3067BCE. 

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit



!83

References:  

[1] The Mahabharata, Text as constituted in its Critical Edition, 
Bhandarkar Oriental Research Institute (Poona, 1972) and Chapter on 
Mahabharata references  

[2] Sathe, S., Deshmukh, V., and Joshi, P., Bharatiyayuddha: 
Astronomical References, Shri Babasaheb Apte Smaraka Samiti (Pune, 
1985)  

[3] Achar BN : On Astronomical References in Vyasa-Dhrtarastra-
Samvada in the Bhismaparvan of Mahabharata,  

[4] BrihatSamhita, ibid, in ‘ketucara’ ,Ch. XI 

 
[5] Oak NN : When did the Mahabharata war happen? The Mystery of 
Arundhati 2011  

[6]Pandit MM, Achar BNN: The Mystery of Bhisma Parvan Chapter 3: 
What does it Mean? 2019  

[7]Pandit MM 3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective On The Astronomy Of the 
Mahabharata War 2020 

[8]Pandit MM: https://astronomyofindia.wordpress.com 

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit

https://astronomyofindia.wordpress.com/2020/04/07/new-book-3067bce-a-fresh-perspective-on-the-astronomy-of-the-mahabharata-war/
https://astronomyofindia.wordpress.com/2020/04/07/new-book-3067bce-a-fresh-perspective-on-the-astronomy-of-the-mahabharata-war/
https://astronomyofindia.wordpress.com


!84

6: THE PECULIAR 
PROBLEM OF BHISMA 

MOKSHA IN 
DIFFERENT WAR 

PROPOSALS 

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit



!85

The Stringent Criteria is based on three specific verses: 

!  

This verse summarises the basics: Bhisma Moksha must arrive on: 

1: Post winter Solstice, 2: In Shukla Paksha, 3: In the lunar month of 
Magha, 4: On a Rohini nakshatra, 5: On an Astami Tithi 

Some of this information, especially that of Shukla Paksha in Magha 

masa (and Asthami Tithi according to at least one interpretation, see 
chapter 11 of my first book on the Mahabharata) is corroborated in 

another verse: This is from Anushasana Parva chapter 153, verse 28. 

!  

However there is a very important part of this puzzle which is missing 

and that information is one which fundamentally changes the nature of 

the debate on Bhisma Moksha. This fact indicates that Uttarayan has 
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been observed and is conveyed to Bhisma a couple of verses earlier in 

verse 26.  

!  

As we know now, Yudhithira actually observes Winter Solstice with the 

eye. I will indulge in a little repetition here for readers. Solstice is a Latin 

word meaning Sol Sistere or “the Sun stands still” and as I explain in 

chapter 11 of the first book in this series in detail, the Sun is perceived 

to be standing still for 3 days post Winter Solstice and can be SEEN to 

move Northward only on the 4th day afterwards. It is this movement 
North which is observed on the 4th day and is visible to Yudhisthira in 

verse 6 of the same chapter. 

!  

This means that its is only on the 4th day post Winter Solstice that 

Uttarayan can be observed with the eye and therefore it is this day that 

we have to look for 4 of the afore mentioned 5 criteria: 

1: Post winter Solstice, 2: In Shukla Paksha, 3: In the lunar month of 
Magha, 4: On a Rohini nakshatra, 5: On an Astami Tithi 

Thus criteria 2 to 5 and Bhisma Moksha must arrive on the 4th day 
post Winter Solstice and not before and not after.  

This becomes an almost impossible set of criteria to fulfil for any war 

theory except for those based on 3067BCE as the year of the 

Mahabharata war. Let us explore in this section, the mishaps which 
befall other war theories. It must be noted that the day of Winter 

Solstice (in the year of Bhisma Moksha) is later by one year in every 

theory. 
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Let us go for 3139BCE (-3138) first:  

In the 3139BCE war theory (-3138), Winter Solstice is occurring on Jan 

14th of the next year, ie. 3138BCE (-3137).  

  

This particular Winter Solstice has a full moon which occurs just before it 

and so the 4th day post Winter Solstice is in the Krishna Paksha and not 

in the Shukla Paksha failing one of the most basic criteria.  

!  
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Can I prove that what I am saying is true?  

The 4th day post Winter Solstice is Krishna Saptami and the Moon is not 

at Rohini but at Anuradha nakshatra. Thus the criteria are failed quite 
easily. This cannot be the year of Bhisma Moksha. 

Next let us examine the 3138BCE (-3137) war theory: 

  

We can see from the screen shot above that Winter Solstice the next 

year occurs on Jan 14th, -3136 and the New Moon occurs on the 4th day 

post Winter Solstice. Thus there is no chance of a Shukla Astami on the 

4th day post Winter Solstice. Can we confirm that this is indeed the 
case? 
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You can clearly see that the 4th day post Winter Solstice is Jan 18th 

3137BCE which is a Shukla Dwiteeya and what is more the Moon is 

actually transiting Uttarabhadra pada nakshatra and not Rohini 
nakshatra. 

Next let us look at the 3137BCE war theory (-3136) 

We can see from the screen shot below that Winter Solstice the next 

year occurs on Jan 13th, -3135 and the Full Moon occurs on the 5th day 

post Winter Solstice. 

  

             

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit

M Pandit



!90

Thus there is no chance of a Shukla Astami on the 4th day post Winter 

Solstice. Can we confirm that this is indeed the case? We can indeed do 

this if check the Jhora software. 

We can clearly see in the JHora Screen shot above that the 4th day post 

Winter Solstice is actually Ashlesha nakshatra and a Shukla Chaturdashi 

as predicted by the Redshift screen shot above. Thus 3137BCE also fails 

the rigorous criteria for Bhisma Moksha set by the text itself. 

The next war theory to be examined is 3140BCE (-3139): 

The Winter Solstice pertaining to the hypothesis of Bhisma Moksha 

occurs the following year (-3138) on 13th January. Thus the day to be 
examined is the 4th day from here which is January 17th. This day must 

comply with the stringent criteria set by the text.   

!  
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This day is a Shukla Dashami (not Astami) at noon and one can see that 

nakshatra is not at Rohini, instead it is at Ardra. This can be clearly seen 

in the screen shot of Jhora provided below.  

What is interesting is also that the day before it will also not comply with 

the criteria set for observed Winter Solstice. However, 2 days prior to 

this is 15th Jan and that day is indeed a Rohini nakshatra and a Shukla 

Astami at noon. Unfortunately considering that Winter Solstice has 

occurred just the previous day, there is no way this will comply with the 

verses 26 or 6 of chapter 153 of Anushasana Parva which require 

Yudhisthira and Bhisma to observe a Winter Solstice. 

!  

Thus the theory of 3140BCE also does not pass the test. However, some 

people may feel that this theory works for this reason, unfortunately all 
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the other data for this war proposal are at complete variance with the 

data given in the Mahabharata text. 

Next let us check Bhisma Moksha for the war proposal of 3163BCE: 
(-3162) 

I have shown earlier in the chapter on Balarama’s pilgrimage, why the 

author has picked 3162BCE when he meant 3163BCE. You can see that 

the Winter Solstice for this proposal occurs in the following year on the 

14th of January 3162BCE (-3161). The problem is that the Full Moon 

occurs prior to the Winter Solstice on the 7th of January. Thus Winter 

Solstice and the 4th day following this Winter Solstice are all in the 
Krishna Paksha and not in the Shukla Paksha. Since the Winter Solstice 

Moon is in Anuradha nakshatra and the Moon for the 4th day from then 

is at Purvashadha nakshatra, which is far away from Rohini nakshatra, 

there is no way that this year’s Bhisma Moksha proposal will fit the 

stringent criteria required.  

  

One can see in the screen shot above that the Moon is indeed at 

Vishakha/Anuradha nakshatra at the time of Winter solstice and would 

have reached Purvashadha nakshatra on the 4th day from then. We can 

cross check the same in Jhora. 
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             !  

Thus the -3162BCE war proposal fails Bhisma Moksha completely. 

Let us look at 5561BCE next (The Bhisma Moksha proposal will be 
for the following year 5560BCE): 

First let us ask what are a small list of the many false assumptions 
made for Bhisma Moksha as per the 5561BCE theory?  

1. An attempt is made to corroborate Bhisma Moksha in Phalguna 

Masa by Shri Nilesh Oak when the verse chapter 153 of Anushasan 

Parva, verse 28 and GP verse as shown earlier refer to Magha Masa 

explicitly. This leads to the 2000 year error in the 5561BCE theory. 

2. An attempt is made to corroborate Bhisma Moksha at an interval of 

98 or 92 days from the time Bhisma fell, when chapter 153 of 

Anushasan Parva, verse 27 refers to a maximum of 58 nights only. 

(ie. there are two timelines which state a maximum of 56 or 58 

nights only to Bhisma Moksha. Clearly, whichever version one 

accepts, this is never going to be 92 or 98 nights which is not 

mentioned anywhere in the text. The author takes refuge in the 

theory of one of many conjectures here, thinking that there is a 

wrong transcribing of 58 nights which is obviously false: from the 

view of preserving the sanctity of the text as well as human biology 

(where 98 nights from the fall of Bhisma sounds like a bit too much.) 
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3. An attempt is made to add 50 extra nights to the timeline to 

Bhisma Moksha from a shloka in chapter 153 of Anushasan Parva, 

ie. verse 5, without deciding whether there is another logical 

explanation possible. (See later in the chapter for the explanation) 

The verse is presented as below. 

 

4. Not fixing the Tithi and Nakshatra of Bhisma Moksha according to the 

verses given in CE or Gita Press edition of the Mahabharata. (This is 

from Chapter 47 and it is verse number 3 GP. It states that Bhisma 

Moksha arrived on a Rohini nakshatra on Magha Shuddha Shukla Astami 

at midday after Uttarayan was observed in the sky. ) Making these 

observations, especially those of Magha masa, which are mentioned in 

two specific shlokas, as conflicting observations are catastrophic for the 

5561BCE theory. 

5. Not taking the verse Chapter 291 verse 4 into consideration. This 

verse clearly states (before the verse mentioned in point 3) above that 

there are only a few days left to Bhisma Moksha hence addition of 50 or 

a smaller amount of days for Bhisma Moksha is an impossibility. 

This verse is described as trivial by team 5561BCE and states that 

Yudhisthira meets Bhisma the last time prior to Uttarayana and says to 

Bhisma that only a few days are left for him to ascend to heaven. I am 

presenting this verse below which clearly means that less than a week 

menials for Bhisma Moksha (noway we can accept the word  “alpa” to 

mean 50 extra nights: 
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6. Not taking verse 6 and verse 26 of chapter 153 of Anushasan Parva 

into consideration which calls for an observed Uttarayan which is   

scientifically known to only occur on the the 4th day after Winter 

Solstice. (This is the problem of a “False assumption of Bhisma Moksha 

at or just 1 day after Winter Solstice”), ie. the author takes the first day 

post Winter Solstice for Bhisma Moksha which as we know is an 

impossibility. 

7. Not taking the only clear Moonphase data ie. the crescent Moonrise 

of the 14th war night, ie. Kamini-Ganda-Panduna (which occurs late in 

the night on the Eastern sky as a crescent Moon) into consideration 

which clearly has to be in the waning phase a few days from an 

Amavasya leading to the 5561BCE war proposal getting the entire 

Moonphase wrong for the entire year. This also results in getting 60+ 

observations of Drona Parva being in conflict with the 5561BCE theory. 
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This occurs because of the consideration of Upanamas instead of the 

real Moonphase references. 

8. Inability to corroborate Rohini nakshatra on the 4th day after 

calculated Winter Solstice and not earlier and not later on an Astami 

Tithi. 

Audio Video Learning materials: 

1: Pgurus Episode 1: 3 ways to compute the date of Mahabharat – 
Science, Astronomy & Scriptures 

https://youtu.be/POHHsMlutfU 

2: Pgurus Episode 2: Part 2 in the series on the dating of Mahabharata 
with Dr. Manish Pandit 

https://youtu.be/MH6MFZM3Lhg 

3: Pgurus Episode 3: Textual points of Amavasya, Purnima, Tithis and 
Nakshatras in the war, Mission of Peace and Balarama’s Pilgrimage 
timelines: 

https://youtu.be/wwQaW4EhtVk 

4: Pgurus Episode 4: Arundhati Vasistha proposal 

https://youtu.be/sGJMJ4t7KPc 

5: Pgurus Episode 5: The dating of Mahabharata and on the date of 
birth of Adi Shankaracharya 

https://youtu.be/Yb0kgKw2CGA 
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7: THE POSITION OF 
SATURN AT THE TIME 

OF THE 
MAHABHARATA WAR 

IN DIFFERENT 
PROPOSALS 
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Aim: To show that the position of Saturn during the Mahabharata in 

different war proposals ,other than 3067BCE does not fulfil the strict 

criteria given in the epic. 

Introduction: Can Saturn be in two separate positions in the same year 

of the Mahabharata war within the space of 10-15 verses in the same 

third chapter of Bhisma Parvan? (Vishakha and Uttaraphalguni) and at 

the same time be at Rohini nakshatra too which is 150+ degrees away in 

the sky, all in the space of a Parva? It is to be noted that no other 

researcher of the Mahabharata actually tries to solve the puzzle of the 

three conflicting and contradictory positions of Saturn (and also the 
three contradictory positions of Jupiter and two positions of Mars, 

essays for which can be found elsewhere in my first book: 3067BCE 

which can be downloaded here free of cost. ) 

h t tps : / /ast ronomyof india .wordpress .com/2020/04/07/new-

book-3067bce-a-fresh-perspective-on-the-astronomy-of-the-

mahabharata-war/  

Being the slowest of all planets in terms of its movement, using the 

position of Saturn during the war becomes very important to decide 

whether a particular war proposal fits the verses or not.  

Saturn is a slow moving planet and it takes approximately 29.5 years to 

move around the zodiac. Because of its slow movement, it lends itself to 

being very useful for acceptance and rejection of a date for the 

Mahabharata war. 

Because of its slow movement and because it stays for long terms of 

time in a fixed star of the zodiac (modern day calculations fix it at 2.25 

years approximately in every Rashi/sign of the zodiac) it is very 

important to use the stringent criteria of the position of Saturn in the 

Mahabharata war, to see if a war proposal passes or fails. 
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Let us quickly go over the Four Key verses:  

A: Three of the four verses pertaining to Saturn refer to him explicitly as 

“Shanaischarah” AND giving its position in terms of a named fixed star:  

Verse 1. This is “Prajapatyam hi Nakshatram” verse from Udyoga Parvan 

141:07 which fixes Saturn at Rohini (Aldebaran) in the sky. The verse 

comes from the dialogue between Krishna and Karna, two important 

characters of the Mahabharata. 

!  

Verse 2. Rohinim Pidayannesha Sthitho Rajaan Shanaischarah from 
Bhisma Parvan Chapter 2.32 which again fixes Saturn at Rohini 

nakshatra (Aldebaran). This verse is related by Ved Vyasa in chapter 2 of 

Bhisma Parva to Dhritarastra.  

!   

Verse 3. Samvatsara Stahiyonou cha Grahau Prajvaliata Vubhau, 

Vishakayou Sameepasthou Brahaspati Shanaischarou, which refers to 

two “grahas” Jupiter and Saturn which are staying very close to 
Vishakha a nakshatra for a year. This verse is related by Ved Vyasa in 

chapter 3 of Bhisma Parva to Dhritarastra. 

 !  

Verse 4:  The fourth verse whose first part does not refer to the name 

Shanaischarah explicitly but gives a possible fixed star/ nakshatra                                          

!  
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position Bhaga ruled nakshatra is here. 

The first part of the verse appears in the Bhisma Parvan chapter 3 as 

verse 14.  

A ranking system was proposed in my last book as shown here: 

!  

Thus we can see that Saturn’s position at Rohini during the Mahabharata 

war is the overwhelming favourite using a non biased marking system to 

obtain ranking as above by employing scientific thinking, looking at all 
the alternative possibilities in a fair manner and eliminating researcher 

bias which can lead to errors.  

2. We can eliminate the verse pointing to the possibility of Saturn at 

Vishakha during the Mahabharata war completely owing to absurdities 

in Jupiter’s position in the same verse and because an alternative 

explanation in the form of a simulation showing two comets at Vishakha 

can be found easily. An etymological explanation also is provided by me 
in a previous paper on academia and is an additional reason to reject 

Saturn at Vishakha.  
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3. The verse pointing to the possibility of Saturn at Uttaraphalguni has a 

low mark as shown above in the ranking system. In addition Saturn is 

not referred to by the name in the other three verses (Shanaischarah) 
but instead as a “putra” of the Sun and that raises the distinct 

possibility of this verse being a reference to a cometary position where 

comets have been explained by Parashara and Varahmihira as “putras” 

of various grahas.  

4. We therefore feel that when researchers of the Mahabharata take 

Saturn, a slow moving planet of the zodiac at any other position other 

than Rohini during the year of the Mahabharata war, it throws their 
entire body of work into considerable doubt because the external and 

internal absurdities of any other position of Saturn in the CE (critical 

edition) of the Mahabharata text have already been pointed out as 

above.  

5. In light of the clarity of the above findings, we recommend that one 

of the basic requirements of any unbiased dating effort for the 
Mahabharata war should always try to fix the date of the Mahabharata 

war on one of the 210+ dates (considering a search between 6000 BCE 

and 500 CE) when Saturn was at Rohini nakshatra (Aldebaran).  

6. In 3067 BCE, Saturn is at Rohini quite clearly and as per the dictum of 

Varahmihira which would have been operational at that time would 

clearly have been causing “pida/peeda” to Rohini whose lord is 

Prajapati. Thus Saturn at Rohini quite clearly is a huge point in favour of 
3067 BCE as the date of the Mahabharata war. In addition, 5561 BCE 

and other dates when Saturn is not at Rohini or alternative dates for the 

war when Saturn is at Vishakha or Uttaraphalguni should be rejected 

outright as they fail this basic test of non biased ranking of Saturn as 

demonstrated above. 
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Astrologically speaking, any other position of Saturn during the 

Mahabharata war makes no sense as Rohini Saturn is a well known 

harbinger of doom in Indian astrology. 

However, in the interests of fairness, we will give some credit if Saturn is 

actually at Vishakha (in which case Jupiter would also need to be there) 

or at Uttaraphalguni as mentioned in the other verses.  

The position of Saturn in 3139BCE:  

!  

In 3139BCE, Saturn is at Jyestha and Moola nakshatra. Thus it is at not 

at Rohini which is preferable, nor any of the other two positions 

(Vishakha or Uttaraphalguni) as mentioned in the epic. 
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!  

In the interests of clarity, I have shown both the August and November 

positions of Saturn in 3139 BCE (-3138) clearly.  

!  
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 The position of Saturn in 3138BCE: 

  

In 3138BCE, (-3137) Saturn is at Moola nakshatra and Purvashadha 

nakshatra. Thus it is at not at Rohini which is preferable, nor any of the 

other two positions (Vishakha or Uttaraphalguni) as mentioned in the 

epic. 

!  
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In the interests of clarity, I have shown both the August and November 
positions of Saturn in 3138 BCE (-3137) above, clearly.  

Next lets look at 3137BCE (-3136) below: 
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In 3138BCE, (-3137) Saturn is at Purvashadha nakshatra. Thus it is at not 

at Rohini which is preferable, nor any of the other two positions 

(Vishakha or Uttaraphalguni) as mentioned in the epic. It is a good 180+ 
degrees away from Rohini nakshatra as shown below. Thus it does not 

fulfil any of the stringent criteria demanded by the epic. 
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Next lets look at 3140BCE (-3139) below: 

  

In 3140BCE, (-3139) Saturn is at Jyestha nakshatra. Thus it is at not at 

Rohini which is preferable, nor any of the other two positions (Vishakha 

or Uttaraphalguni) as mentioned in the epic. It is a good 180+ degrees 

away from Rohini nakshatra as shown below. Thus it does not fulfil any 

of the stringent criteria demanded by the epic.  

!  

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit

M Pandit

M Pandit



!109

In the interests of clarity, I have shown both the August and November 

positions of Saturn in 3140 BCE (-3139) above, clearly.  

!  

Next lets look at 3143BCE (-3142) below: 

  

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit



!110

In 3143BCE, (-3142) Saturn is at Vishakha nakshatra. Thus it is at not at 

Rohini which is preferable, but it is at of the one of the other two 

positions (Vishakha or Uttaraphalguni) as mentioned in the epic. Thus it 
does fulfil one of the stringent criteria demanded by the epic, however 

this position of Saturn at Vishakha demands Jupiter in that same 

position which does occur but not quite as demanded in the epic. This 

is a weak fulfilment. 

!  

!  
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In the interests of clarity, I have shown both the August and November 

positions of Saturn in 3143 BCE (-3142) above, clearly.  

Next lets look at Saturn’s position in 3162/3163BCE (-3161/ -3162) 
below: 

  

In 3162BCE, (-3161) Saturn is at Satabhisha nakshatra. Thus it is at not at 

Rohini which is preferable, nor is it at any one of the other two positions 
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(Vishakha or Uttaraphalguni) as mentioned in the epic. Thus it does fulfil 

any of the stringent criteria demanded by the epic. 

!  

!  

In the interests of clarity, I have shown both the August and November 

positions of Saturn in 3162 BCE (-3161) above, clearly.  

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit



!113

Because of the peculiar problem of mistaken BCE date in this theory of 

3162BCE, ie. It is not 3162BCE but 3163BCE which is being discussed 

in the war hypothesis), I am also providing Saturn’s position for 
3163BCE (-3162) below. You can clearly see that Saturn is in fact at 

Dhanistha and nowhere near Rohini, nor is it at any one of the other two 

positions (Vishakha or Uttaraphalguni) as mentioned in the epic. Thus it 

does fulfil any of the stringent criteria demanded by the epic. 

!  
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8: ARUNDHATI 
VASISTHA 

PHENOMENON AND 
THE DATING OF THE 

MAHABHARATA 
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Introduction: 

Before reading this chapter, kindly read chapter 17 of my previous book: 

The verse, by Vyasa, in consideration is verse 31 of Chapter 2 of Bhisma 
Parva.  

This verse has several interpretations, however one meaning which is 

taken by a few authors, talks of Arundhati walking ahead of Vasistha 

before the Mahabharata war. This verse is clearly belonging to the same 

time and space where Vyasa meets Dhritarashtra and that is BEFORE 

THE WAR to inform him of the various omens noted.  

Two authors, namely Vartak and now Oak, have made use of this verse 

to formulate a war theory where it is purported that Arundhati/ Alcor 

walks ahead of Vasistha/ Mizar (when considered from the position of 

the NCP) for a period of 5500 years from 11,091 BCE to 4,500BCE, 

thereby pushing the Mahabharata war way beyond the stringent 

3800BCE upper limit imposed by Bhisma Moksha in Magha masa at S8 

(Shukla Astami) as shown earlier. This has then been claimed to be an 
Epoch, namely the Epoch of Arundhati (11000 BCE to 4508 BCE) by the 

said authors. 

My answer is that there can be no Epoch if the event of Arundhati 

walking ahead of Vasistha as described by those authors occurs every 

year OUTSIDE the said Epoch. Here is the claim: 
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The so called claim of the “Epoch of Arundhati Vasistha” and a slide 
from my earlier book which illustrates the problem: 

Before we come to the occurrence of the AV observation outside 
the said Epoch, lets ask the first basic question with the AV 
observation: Is it a temporary/ transient observation or long 
running? Is it an omen/ Nimitta ie. something happening which is 
temporary and out of the ordinary or something long running? 

Lets answer this first question methodically by looking at the context of 

the verses. I have earlier said in my previous work that the verses 
leading up to verse 31 of chapter 2 of Bhisma Parva are temporary in 

nature. Lets take a quick glance at those verses.  

Temporary Nature of the AV verses:  

Verse 26: The murtis of the deities in the temples, tremble, laugh, vomit 

blood from their mouth and then sweat profusely and fall down. 

!  

Verse 27: A sound of drumming is heard but nobody is playing the 

drums, the chariots start moving despite having no animals yoked to 

them. 
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Verse 28: The kokilas, woodpeckers, parrots, swans and peacocks utter 

cruel cries.  

Verse 29: Soldiers ride on the back of their horses with their armour and 

weapons. Swarms of locusts are seen at or just before sunrise.  

Verse 30: All four cardinal directions were burning along with both 

twilights and it was raining blood and bones. 

To therefore answer the question which I have posed earlier: 

The legitimate and most logical inference which can be made from 
these verses is that they are describing omens which are merely 

temporary in nature. None of these verses describe phenomena which 

last more than 6 months. Most of them are in fact fleeting in nature. 

Thus the inference which can most definitely NOT be drawn is that the 

verses leading up to the Arundhati Vasistha observation are pointing to 

a phenomenon which runs for 100’s or 1000’s of years. It would be 

illogical for any astronomer to make that sort of inference. This is the 
first problem which assails any war theory which attempts to draw a 

conclusion of this sort. (as the 5561BCE astronomers have tried to do). 

The next question to ask is whether Vyasa defines (or quantifies) the 

Arundhati Vasistha observation as a Nimitta or an omen (ie. something 

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit



!118

which is an extraordinary observation) rather than something which is 

occurring for 1000’s of years. Let us look at verse 16, which precedes  

the verses of this chapter already described above. 

As we can see from the verse above, Vyasa quantifies and defines the 

AV shloka as one amongst many omens/ Nimittas, hence the answer to 

our next question is clear: Vyasa defines (or quantifies) the Arundhati 
Vasistha observation as a Nimitta or an omen (ie. something which is 

an extraordinary observation) and not something which is occurring for 

1000’s of years. 
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The non existent “Epoch of Arundhati” in reality: 

The next problem is that the AV observation is not limited to any kind of 

Epoch. In fact, it is found to occur every August in the 3K BCE 
timeframe. In fact, so common is this observation in the August time 

frame that it occurs every year in that month right upto around 

1000BCE. Since this phenomenon of Arundhati walking ahead of 

Vasistha (in relation to the NCP) is occurring every year outside that time 

frame of 11,000 to 4508BCE, the only reasonable inference which can 

be made is that there is no Epoch.  

This is because, an Epoch implies that the AV observation has 
exclusivity to within a particular time frame and we have just proved that 

statement to be baseless as that event occurs every year outside that 

Epoch. 

The next question to ask is when did the AV Observation occur? 
Before, during or after the war?  

Vyasa meets Dhritarashtra before the war. The references of Bhisma 

Parva from chapter 2 which include the Arundhati Vasistha observation 

are also narrated by Vyasa and are definitely describing the omens 

observed by him before the war. Thus the Arundhati Vasistha 

observation is not being described By Vyasa Muni as occurring during 

the war or after it specifically, but instead it occurs only before the war. 

Thus August time frame for the Arundhati Vasistha observation as 
occurs every year in the 3K BCE time frame is perfectly in keeping with 

the facts which have been presented so far. Remember that we have to 

take the life span of humans into account here and what exactly the 

verses show. We are also aware that Bhisma after the war is over talks of 

Arundhati as a pativrata and so does Kunti in the years much prior to 

the war.  
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Therefore we are now in a situation where there is a claim (that the 

Mahabharata war can only take place in the time interval of 11091BCE 
to 4500BCE (Vartak and Oak) and a counter claim by me based on the 

verses preceding the AV observation and those coming after it along 

with the presence of Bhisma Nirvana at Magha Shukla Asthami, that 

there is no possibility of the Mahabharata war ever occurring in the time 

frame beyond 3800BCE (and more realistically 3200BCE).  

However, the average lay person has no definite way of deciding which 

of the two claims is true and which is false. Let us dissect the 
interpretation made by these authors and see if the conclusions drawn 

by them are correct or not. Here are the perfectly valid criticisms of the 

situation in which the AV observation as used by the 5561BCE war 

theory finds itself in. 

1. Ignoring the word Nimitta (or omen) which is present in verse 16 

of the same chapter 2 of Bhisma Parva.  

This one point is not noted by both Vartak and others in their enrolment 

of this verse is the use by Vyasa of the word Nimitta which occurs in 

verse 16. 

2. Ignoring the context of the verses before and after the AV 

observation which point to an omen, that is either a transient 

phenomenon or one which lasts at most for just a few months and 

definitely not for 100’s or 1000’s of years. 

3. Ignoring the fact that the observation occurs every year in August 

before the war (and outside the so called Epoch). 
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4. Ignoring the fact that the observation occurs before the war as an 

omen. 

5. The last criticism is that the word Pristhata Kritaha has more than 

one basic meaning. It could, for example, mean a temporary 

abandonment of Vasistha by Arundhati, a meaning which carries 

so much more meaning than the one taken by Vartak et al, 

especially if one considers that Alcor is notoriously more difficult 

to visualise than Mizar and therefore can be said to have deserted 

Mizar temporarily (due to lack of visualisation). This especially 
makes sense if we consider that two comets at Vishakha (which I 

have described in detail in my past book) with tails penetrating or 

obscuring the Saptarishis. There is also the alternative theory of a 

change in refractive index which can be caused by meteors falling 
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on earth (or indeed striking the Moon) due to the numerous 

cometary phenomena (described in my previous volume).  

Conclusion:  

1. There is no epoch of Arundhati Vasistha as the observation can 

be shown to exist outside the said epoch every year. (As 

considered from the NCP) 

2. The Arundhati Vasistha observation is an omen according to 

verse 16 of chapter 2 of Bhisma Parva. If some astronomer 

deliberately ignores the word “Nimitta” or omen, then it allows 
one to deliberately ignore the rightful context that Vyasa puts 

the Arundhati Vasistha observation in, which is that of a 

temporary observation. This then is what the astronomers of 

5561BCE have done. 

3. Finally it must be said that the Arundhati Vasistha observation 

must be shown to occur before the war and not during or after 
the war as in the 3067BCE war theory. 

4. An observation running for 1000’s of years cannot be an omen/ 

Nimitta and so the AV observation is only applicable in the 3K 

BCE theory and it definitely cannot be applied to the 5561BCE 

theory. 
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9: SIR KARL POPPER 
AND  ERROR 
ELIMINATION 

METHODS IN DATING 
OF THE 

MAHABHARATA 
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Introduction: Sir Karl Raimund Popper was a great philosopher of 

science and academic. He rejected Marxism and his work left a 

profound impact on science. For the purposes of our work here, we will 
pick up one of the ideas which he propounded for the advance of 

scientific knowledge called error elimination and I will apply this to the 

war theory of 5561BCE. 

This short film on You Tube in the link below explains how we can do 
this: 

https://youtu.be/ImBTnS_Z9xY 

Method:  

PS1 →  TT1 →  EE1 →  PS2 (From Karl Popper’s “All Life is Problem 
Solving”) 

Steps of the Error Elimination Methodology 1: 

Definition of Error 1: Mistakenly taking an Epoch of Arundhati to be 

present (11,091BCE to 4508BCE) when there were valid points where 

Arundhati walked ahead of Vasistha outside the said Epoch (3200BCE 

to 1000BCE). 

PS1: Here, PS1 is problem situation 1 (in this case the Arundhati Vasistha 

observation is interpreted to lead to the Epoch of Arundhati Vasistha 

and the theory of 5561BCE),  

TT1: Application of TT1 (or Tentative theory 1 which I have formulated 

states that 5561BCE date for the Mahabharata is wrong as there is no 

Epoch) 

EE1: Application of Error Elimination 1 applies the fact that Arundhati 

walks ahead of Vasistha in every August to the 5561BCE war theory. 

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit

https://youtu.be/ImBTnS_Z9xY


!126

PS2: Application of EE1 leads us to the situation that there is no Epoch 

of Arundhati and Arundhati can be shown to walk ahead of Vasistha in 

every August outside 11091BCE -4508BCE time frame, in the 3000BCE 
time frame. 

Hence we can be sure that the Mahabharata can occur at the 3000BCE 

point taking into consideration the AV observation verse (Bhisma 02:31) 

and moreover it satisfies the pre requisite that the verse is just a 

Nimitta/ omen (Bhisma 02:16) 

Error Elimination methodology 2:  

Definition of Error 2: Mistakenly taking Upamanas to be valid Moon 

phases thereby starting the war on an Amavasya. 

Here the problem situation is that the Upamanas have been mistakenly 

taken to be valid Moon phases in the theory of 5561BCE.  
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TT2: Application of TT2 (or Tentative theory 2) which I have formulated 

states that Moonphases for the entire 5561BCE war proposal for the 

Mahabharata is wrong as the waning phase 14th night crescent 
Moonrise is taken as a conflicting observation in the 5561BCE war 

proposal. 

EE2: Application of Error Elimination 2 takes the Moon phases  into 

consideration by taking the 14th war night Moonrise and 60+ verses of 

Drona Parva into consideration. 

PS2: Application of EE2 leads us to the conclusive fact that the 14th war 

night is a waning phase crescent Moon 4 days away from an Amavasya 
and is not a full Moon at all, thereby war must start on S13 and end on 

an Amavasya or close to it. 

Error Elimination methodology 3: 

Definition of Error 3: Taking crucial observations of the Mahabharata as 

conflicting observations in the 5561BCE war proposal. 

TT3: Application of TT3: Take the conflicting observations into proposal. 

1. 60+ observations of Drona Parva data   

2. Verses pointing out start and end nakshatras of Balarama’s pilgrimage   

3. 15 Nimitta verses of AV  and verse 16 pointing to AV observation 

being Nimitta only. 

4. Taking into consideration Tithi nakshatra of Bhisma Moksha + Solstice 

5. Taking Saturn at Rohini nakshatra  

6. Take Kartik Purnima prior to the war instead of in war timeline. 

EE3: Conflicting observations as defined above are applied to theory. 

PS3: The inescapable conclusion that war can only occur in 3067BCE 
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10: THE 18 DAYS OF 

THE MAHABHARATA 
WAR IN 3067BCE 

(MODIFIED THEORY) 

(To look for foundations of the war timeline, check chapter 1 
and 3 of this book and the first book, chapters 2, 3 and 11 
“3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective on the Astronomy of the 
Mahabharata war” which can be downloaded for free via 
the link provided.) 
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The first day of the Mahabharata War:  

Margashirsha Shukla Paksha Trayodashi, 25 November 3067 BCE. We 

have already established that the last day of the war must be Shravana 
nakshatra coincident with an Amavasya Moon, hence counting 

nakshatras and Tithis backwards, we can easily conclude for ourselves 

that 17 nakshatras back can only be either Rohini or Mrigasira nakshatra 

for the first day of the war. This first day of the war in the modified 

3067BCE theory is at Mrigasira nakshatra (seen below) just as predicted 

by the text. Uttara & Shweta, Virata's sons are killed on this day. 

!  

Day 2 of the Mahabharata War: 

S14 26th November 3067BCE Arjuna and Bhima devastate the Kaurava 

army. The Nakshatra of the day is Ardra (Tears from Eye of Rudra) 
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=Vidhwans No other war theory can replicate it to this level of 

perfection.  

!  

Day 3 of the Mahabharata war:  

27th Nov 3067BCE Purnima. Punarvasu Nakshatra. Pushya 3 of Tri-

Pushya will come just before dawn on the 28th. The point here is that  
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!  

Day 4 of the Mahabharata:  

Nov 28 3067BCE The 3rd Pushya of the TriPushya theory.  

Pushya nakshatra 1 of the Tri Pushya theory: Duryodhan rejects peace. 

Pushya nakshatra 2 of the Tri Pushya theory: Balarama’s pilgrimage 

starts.  Bhimasen attacks the Kaurava army and is hit by an arrow by 
Duryodhan. Abhimanyu defends Bhimasen until he regains 

consciousness. 

The occurrence of this 3rd Pushya nakshatra MUST be in the war 

timeline as per the preceding 2 Pushya nakshatras 27 + 27 days apart. 
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!  

Nobody except 3067BCE attempts to explain why these 3 Pushyas 
occur and in precisely this order only. Many authors mixup P1 and P2. 

Day 5 of the Mahabharata war: 29th Nov 3067BCE 

!  
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Ashvatthama fought Arjuna. Bhurishrava fought Satyaki. Moon goes into 
Ashlesha around dawn on the 5th day. Note the terrible conjunction of 
Ketu with Saturn at 11 degrees Vrishabha. 

Day 6 of the Mahabharata war: Bhimasena!  
Nov 30th 3067BCE िनःशल्यमेनं च चकार तूणर्म् आरोपयच्छात्मरथं महात्मा | भृशं 
पिरश्वज्य च भीमसेनं आश्वासयामास च शत्रुमध्ये ||  
Bhima destroys the Kaurava army alone. Spears stick out of him. Note 
Moon at Magha exact same as Bhima’s Moon. 

!  

This day has got to be a Krishna Tritiya as per the Tithi calculation 
backwards from day 18 of the war (Amavasya or very close to it) and it 
proves to be exactly that.  

Day 7 of the Mahabharata: 1st Dec 3067BCE Moon in PurvaPhalguni, 
Ashwatthama fights Sikhandhi. Bhisma attacks Yudhisthira and the 
Pandava army before sunset.  
This day has got to be one of the Phalguni stars as per the nakshatra 
calculation backwards from day 18 of the war (Shravana nakshatra) and 
it proves to be exactly that.  
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!  
Day 8 of the Mahabharata war:  

2nd Dec 3067BCE Moon in Uttaraphalguni at sunset: HAS TO BE 
waning phase Krishna paksha (Panchami) acc to text and proves to be 
just that. Bhima kills eight Kaurava princes. Aravan, the son of Arjuna is 
killed by Alambusha. Please note the time of his death is between  
Purva/Uttaraphalguni nakshatra on this day which is also given as the 
birth nakshatra of Arjuna. 

!  
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Day 9 Mahabharata: 3rd December 3067BCE Krishna Paksha Sasthi/ 

Uttaraphalguni Nakshatra as predicted by text: तिस्मन् िविनिजर् ते तूणर्ं 

कूटयोिधिन राक्षसे | आजुर्िनः समर ेसिनन्यं तावकं सम्ममदर् ह | मदान्धो वन्यनागेन्द्रः सपद्मां 

पिद्मनीिमव || Abhimanyu defeats Alambusa. 

!  

Day 10 of the Mahabharata war: 4th December 3067BCE  

It is Krishna Paksha Saptami and Moon at Hasta Nakshatra as predicted 

by the text: Bhisma falls in battle. From the start of the war, a maximum 
of 58 nights can pass to Bhisma Moksha. 

!  
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The Bhisma Moksha timeline is indelibly tied to the war timeline and 

Balarama’s pilgrimage TL, both of which MUST end on a Shravana 

nakshatra which no other war theory can fulfil. The other very interesting 
corroboration here is that the day of fall of Bhisma is a Hasta nakshatra 

(associated with elephants as the name suggests) and it is Bhisma who 

is the chief protector of Hastinapur (city of elephants) who has fallen in 

the battle on this day. This is quite a deep corroboration for the war 

timeline of (modified) 3067BCE. 

Day 11 of the Mahabharata war: 5th Dec 3067BCE Moon is at Chitra 

Nakshatra  

!  

The software replicates a Krishna Astami Moon which is 6 Nakshatras 

away from Sun exactly as shown by text (which predicts Shravana 

nakshatra on the last day boy the war and an Amavasya or very close to 

it.) Dronacharya creates havoc on the battlefield. Yudhisthira is saved by 
Arjuna. 
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Day 12 of the Mahabharata war: Dec 6, 3067BCE  

It’s a Krishna Navami and Moon at Swati Nakshatra as predicted by the 

text. (As 18th day must be Sravana Nakshatra + Amavasya) Bhagadatta 
fires the Vaishnavastra but Sri Krishna absorbs it. Arjuna kills 

Bhagadatta. 

This use of the Vaisnava astra which was unsuccessful points to a Rikta 

(empty) Tithi of Navami and its being completely absorbed by Sri 

Krishna. 

!  
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Day 13 of the Mahabharata war Dec 7, 3067BCE  

!  

It’s a Krishna Dasami and Moon at Visakha Nakshatra as predicted by 

the text. (As 18th day is Sravana Nakshatra) The Chakravyuha is created 

to trap Yudhisthira. Abhimanyu penetrates the Chakravyuha, is trapped 

there and killed.  

Day 14 of the Mahabharata war: 8th Dec, 3067BCE 

Jayadrath killed pre sunset with no mention of an eclipse in the text. I 

have mentioned a logic based explanation in one of the Pgurus talks. 
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A crescent Moon rises in the Eastern sky very late night post killing of 

Ghatotkach fixing it as a waning phase Moon 4 days from Amavasya as 

per 60+ observations of Drona Parva chapters 159/161. Moon in 

Jyestha and Krishna Ekadashi exactly as predicted by text.  

! !  
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Day 15 of the Mahabharata war: 

Dec 9th 3067BCE:  A waning phase Moon 3 days from Amavasya. The 

Moon must be in Moola or in Jyestha Gandanta (just 3.5 days away from 
Shravana nakshatra on the last day of the war) and Krishna Dwadashi 

exactly as predicted by the text. Drona gives up battle hearing of 

Ashwatthama’s (the elephant’s) death and takes Yoga Samadhi.  

! !  

The question many readers will ask is what is the connection between 
the Moon in Jyestha/ Moola nakshatra Gandanta and the death of 

Drona.  

The Gandanta point here reflects the yogic nature of the death of  

Drona and also the manner. 
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! !  

The use of the Narayana Astra by Ashwatthama, a little after the death 

of Dronacharya, also did not realise its objective. This failure of 

objectives is also well aligned with the nakshatra Moola where Moon is 

transiting in this particular war theory (that activity started in Moola 

returns to its start/ Moola/ roots and may not fructify well). 

Day 16 of the Mahabharata: 

Dec 10, 3067BCE. This has to be Krishna Paksha Trayodashi according 

to the text and a Purvashadha nakshatra. Moon is in fact seen at 

Purvashadha as predicted by the text. 

Since this is the 3rd day prior to the end of the war which must end on a 

Shravana nakshatra, it must be Moola nakshatra during the better part 
of the day (which is what it is in the 3067BCE war theory) 

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit



!142

!  

Day 17 of the Mahabharata war: 

11th Dec 3067BCE. It has to be Purvashadha nakshatra which transits to 

Uttarashadha Nakshatra. (since this is the day prior to the last day of the 

war which is Shravana nakshatra.) This is a Krishna Chaturdashi (as it 

should be since the last day of the war has references to an Amavasya in 

the text) and this fits in well with what happens on this day. Generally 

speaking, this is not considered as an auspicious day for good karmas, 

however krura karmas are well known to be committed on this particular 
day.  This day sees the death of Dushasana at the hands of Bhimasena 

who hits him with his gada and then runs towards him at great speed to 
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finally sit on his chest. There he asks Dushasana which arm it was that 

had pulled Draupadi’s hair. Upon Dushasana’s answer, Bhimasen then 

tears off his arm. The text describes Dushasana’s arm as strong as a 
vajra, Bhimasena then proceeds to hit Dushasana with that torn limb 

and then finally he drinks his blood. This fits well with the nakshatra 

Purvashadha which is an Ugra nakshatra (and in some extreme cases 

such as this, can indicate vindictiveness and vindictive acts as well) 

!  

It is worth noting the position of Jupiter who is placed  at Ashwini 

causes Nakshatra peeda to Rohini as per text, this stringent condition 

coincides with Karna’s death. (We have already explained these 

references adequately in chapter 6 on the references surrounding 

Karna’s death in my book “3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective on the 

Astronomy of the Mahabharata war”.) see also the chapter on Mercury a 
bit later in this book.  
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Day 18 of the Mahabharata War: 

This is war day 18 which is a definite Amavasya. Theoretically this day 

can be a Krishna Chaturdasi at sunrise that is to say that it is very close 
to an Amavasya (which is how I presented it in a previous year as the 

software parameters were slightly off in an old version) but as we 

explore the various latest options on all software, we come to realise 

that it can only be an Amavasya.  

It has also got to fulfil the criteria of it being a Shravana nakshatra. No 

other war proposal can satisfy the very tough and stringent internal (and 

external) criteria which are presented in this text. 

You can clearly see the Sun and the Moon approach each other at Altair 

(Shravana nakshatra situated in Makar rashi), in fact they are very close 

and this situation can only happen on an Amavasya.  
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The various other events which are happening on this day related to 

Souptika Parva are quite startling and evoke a further image of an 

Amavasya only (from the point of view of omens). 

You may remember that on the night following the 18th evening of the 

war, Ashwatthama invokes Rudra and then armed with a celestial sword 

enters the Pandava camp where the Panchalas and upa Pandavas are 

sleeping. It is at this point in time that they are slaughtered and this sort 

of a sequence of events as narrated in Souptika Parva (as far as Jyotish 

Vidya is concerned) only fits with a Krishna Chaturdashi or an Amavasya. 
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11: THE POSITION OF 
JUPITER AT THE TIME 

OF THE 
MAHABHARATA WAR 

IN DIFFERENT 
PROPOSALS 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Aim: To show that the position of Jupiter during the Mahabharata in 

different war proposals other than 3067BCE does not fulfil the strict 

criteria given in the epic. 

Introduction: Can Jupiter be in two separate positions in the same year 

of the Mahabharata war within the space of 10-15 verses in the same 

third chapter of Bhisma Parvan? (at Vishakha with Saturn if we believe 

the verse and retrograde at Shravana along with Mars retrograde at 

Magha, this latter is an impossibility astronomy wise)  

Can Jupiter at the same time cause peeda to Rohini nakshatra too 

which is 150+ degrees away in the sky from the other positions? 

It is to be noted that no other researcher of the Mahabharata actually 

tries to solve the puzzle of the three conflicting and contradictory 

positions of Jupiter, essays for which can be found elsewhere in my first 

book: 3067BCE which can be downloaded here free of cost.  

h t tps : / /ast ronomyof india .wordpress .com/2020/04/07/new-

book-3067bce-a-fresh-perspective-on-the-astronomy-of-the-
mahabharata-war/  

A short film on the position of Jupiter during the Mahabharata war can 

be found here: 

https://youtu.be/icrE36Wodq4  

Being a slow planet in terms of its movement, using the position of 

Jupiter during the war becomes very important to decide whether a 

particular war proposal fits the verses or not.  

There are three verses pertaining to Jupiter in the Mahabharata text. 

These are as follows: 
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Observation 1: Karna Parva: Chapter 68: verse 49 

Brihaspati which causes “peeda” to Rohini became lustrous like the Sun 

and the Moon. 

There are two specific findings in this verse which any Mahabharata 

researcher must try and corroborate: 

A. Jupiter causing “peeda” or “vedha” to a nakshatra called Rohini/

Aldebaran. 

B. Jupiter becomes really bright in the sky. Its magnitude needs to be 

in negative numbers. 

Lets tackle point A above first: 

The problem that the verse from Karna Parva: 68:49 creates is 

something which took me a long time to solve. That doyen of 

Mahabharata astronomy, Dr Srinivas Raghavan also did not solve this 

problem.   

The problem arises because the verse does not mention the word 

“peeda” in the sense of any affliction as being caused to any Rashi 

(sign) but instead talks about the “peeda” being caused to a nakshatra 

(fixed star) only. This sort of Nakshatra based “peeda” finds specific 

mention in only two places in Jyotish. One of them is the Brihat Samhita 

of Varahamihira. However in that treatise, the verses state quite clearly 

that Saturn or the Sun (or Mars or a comet) must occupy a nakshatra to 

afflict it (cause peeda).  

It however says NOTHING about Jupiter causing peeda. Thus if we take 

Varahamihira’s Brihat Samhita to be the pramana, then we must take an 

alternative meaning for “Brihaspati” which seems improbable in this 

context (The Guru of Karna had cursed him) 
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It was then that I realised that Vyasa was talking about the definition of 

peeda used in the Sarvatobhadra chakra. (which was well known and is 

described during the Mahabharata war as a formation in some detail).  

I show the Sarvatobhadra chakra here when applied to 3067BCE. 

Here we find exact corroboration of this verse: Jupiter or Brishaspati is 

in Meena (Pisces) gandanta and moves into Ashwini nakshatra thereby 

causing peeda to Rohini nakshatra. Brishaspati is also shining with 
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magnitude -2.6 which is very bright which has occurred as it has just 

come out of retrogression. This corroborates a key observations related 

to Karna’s death. To my mind no other researcher has been able to 

corroborate both the findings in such a precise manner. 

The Sarvatobhadra (SBC) chart for 3067BCE for the 17th day of the war 

ie. 11th Dec 3067BCE is shown above.  The highlighted boxes show 

Jupiter at Ashwini nakshatra. The green path clearly shows that Jupiter 

is causing Peeda to Rohini nakshatra. Do also note that Jupiter causes 

specific Peeda to the sign Sagittarius which is the sign of the archer 

seen along the left of the page above. It is well known that Karna was a 

great archer. Thus we can see that this is a very specific finding during 

the 17th day of the Mahabharata war. One More point in favour of this 

explanation being the correct point is that Jupiter is only actually just at 

Pisces (Meena) Gandanta on the 17th day of the war. Hence as it 

approaches the 3 degree 20 mins mark in Ashwini nakshatra in Aries 

(Mesha) rashi, its power to cause Vedha of Rohini nakshatra actually 

starts to occur. Thus we have corroborated point A above of Jupiter 

causing “peeda” or “vedha” to Rohini/Aldebaran. This point is very 

difficult to replicate in other war year proposals. 

The second point in the verse which is proved in the war proposal of 
3067BCE is that on the 17th day of the war, Jupiter became really 
bright in the sky. (Its magnitude is in negative numbers) 

Verse 2: Bhishma Chapter 2, verse 13 

In the second part of the verse, Mars is described as retrograde at 

Magha and Jupiter at Shravana. This is an impossibility from the view 

point of astronomy as it requires the Sun to simultaneously be near 

Satabhisha AND near Pushya, around 150+ degrees away and that too 
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in the SAME verse. This is not possible  and therefore these two grahas 

(considering the first part of the verse) may not be Mars and Jupiter. 

Besides, even if these were to be Mars and Jupiter, theiis position of 

Jupiter is rendered  very weak owing to the problem of its being in two 

separate positions (Shravana and Vishakha) in the same Parva and within 

12 shlokas. As a result, Jupiter causing peeda to Rohini as described in 

Karna Parva is the more attractive situation for more than one reason. 

Thus the only logical explanation and most likely alternative explanation 

is that these two garages at Magha and Shravana are comets. 

I have already elucidated this in detail in the chapter “Comet Theory 

3067BCE” in my first book “3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective on the 

Astronomy of the Mahabharata war” which can be downloaded for free 

via the link provided. I resolve this verse as two comets retrograde, one 

each at Magha and at Shravana nakshatra. These are comet 45P/ 

Honda-Mrkos-Pajdusakova retrograde at Magha and comet 65P Gunn 

retrograde at Shravana which is quite an extraordinary discovery.  

Verse 3: Bhisma Parva chapter 3, verse 25: 

As I have elucidated in chapter 4 of my book: downloadable in the link 

above, these two “grahas” at Vishakha are comets and they stay there  
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for the greater part of the year in 3067BCE. (Comet Soho and Comet 

Blanpain which are visible with a telescope as alluded to in the 

Mahabharata text) 

The slide below shows that the shloka above verse 25, ie. verse 24 

clearly states that the two grahas have shikhas and are ignited or 

glowing and therefore no other explanation is really possible. 

The point which really hammers nails into the coffin of any theory which 

picks these two grahas as Jupiter and Saturn, instead of being two 

comets as is quite clearly stated is the fact that the verse also requires 

them to be penetrating or obscuring the Saptarishi mandala. 

This is quite a problem as the ecliptic or the path of the Sun and the 

planets in the sky is a fairly distant way away from Jupiter and Saturn 

such that there would be no hope at all for these two to be penetrating 
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or obscuring the Saptarishi mandala as the text demands no matter how 

bright they were. This problem is shown in this graphic where Mizar 

which is part of the Saptarishis is shown and it is very far away from the 

yellow line which is the ecliptic. 

 

You can see quite clearly that there is no plausible logical way in which 

Jupiter and Saturn can cause the Saptarishis to be either obscured or 

penetrated. 
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Thus the only verse which survives the relentless scrutiny is the first 
verse which demands a peeda to Rohini nakshatra. Lets look at the 
various theories and check with the Sarvatobhadra chakra to see if 
there is any corroboration of their war theory. Lets start with 
5561BCE first. 

The Sarvatobhadra (SBC) chart for 5561BCE for the 17th day of the 
war: The three arrows point out the direction of the possible Vedha 

from Jupiter and the ends of the arrows point out that Jupiter does not 

cause peeda to Rohini nakshatra/ Aldebaran in early November 

5561BCE. Thus 5561BCE does not satisfy the conditions of astronomy 

(and Jyotisha) given in the text of the critical edition at the time of 

Karna’s death. 
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Lets check 3139BCE (-3138) next:  

The problem which assails 3139BCE (-3138) is that Jupiter cannot cause  

peeda to Rohini. It is placed at Uttarabhadrapada.  

Thus it can cause nakshatra peeda to Ardra nakshatra, Hasta nakshatra 

and Purvashadha nakshatra. 
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Unfortunately the text demands a Jupiter placed ideally at Ashwini or at 

Swati nakshatra or at Abhijit nakshatra. 

Hence this war proposal cannot pass the rigorous tests imposed by the 

text too. The screen shot of 3139BCE Sarvatobhadra chakra is shown 

above. 

Lets check 3140BCE (-3139)next:  

The problem which comes to the fore for 3140BCE (-3139) is that 

Jupiter cannot cause peeda to Rohini. It is placed at Satabhisha. 
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Thus it can cause nakshatra peeda to Swati nakshatra, Pushya nakshatra 

and Abhijit nakshatra. 

Unfortunately the text demands a Jupiter placed ideally at Ashwini or at 

Swati nakshatra or at Abhijit nakshatra. 

Hence this war proposal cannot pass the rigorous tests imposed by the 

text too. 

Lets check 3143BCE (-3142) next: 

The screen shot of 3143BCE Sarvatobhadra chakra is shown below. 
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3143BCE (-3142) shows that Jupiter cannot cause peeda to Rohini 

nakshatra. Jupiter is placed at Jyestha.  

Thus it can cause nakshatra peeda to Ashwini nakshatra, Pushya 

nakshatra and Chitra nakshatra. 

Unfortunately the text demands a Jupiter placed ideally at Ashwini or at 

Swati nakshatra or at Abhijit nakshatra. 

Hence this war proposal cannot pass the rigorous tests imposed by the 

text too. The screen shot of the 3143BCE Sarvatobhadra chakra is 

shown above. 

Lets check 3138BCE (-3137): 
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3138BCE (-3137) shows that Jupiter can indeed at least theoretically 

cause peeda to Rohini nakshatra. It is placed at Ashwini. I say that this is 

theoretical because, Jupiter is not at the Gandanta point, hence the 

problem of why Jupiter can cause nakshatra peeda to Rohini may still 

arises. 

Hence in this war proposal, Jupiter at least may possibly theoretically 

pass this test imposed by the Mahabharata, however, not completely.  

We also note that Saturn has no chance of causing peeda to Rohini in 

this war proposal. The screen shot of 3138BCE Sarvatobhadra chakra is 

shown above. 

Next lets check 3137BCE (-3136):  
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3137BCE (-3136) shows that Jupiter is placed at Rohini nakshatra. This 

creates a problem for this theory.  

The problem can be defined generically as follows:  

Saturn who actually is definitely described as causing peeda to Rohini is 

ALSO described as being placed at Rohini in the Mahabharata text. This 

type of “peeda” is made possible according to the definition given in 

Brihat Samhita, where Mars, Saturn or a comet cause “peeda” to a 

nakshatra by their presence in the nakshtra. (for details, please see the 

book: “3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective on the Astronomy of the 

Mahabharata war”) 

Jupiter can only cause nakshatra Peeda to Rohini from Ashwini, Swati 

and Abhijit nakshatra. Jupiter is also not at the Gandanta point, hence 

the problem of why Jupiter can cause nakshatra peeda to Rohini by 

being present there still arises. 

Therefore I do not consider this war proposal to pass the rigorous test 

imposed by the Mahabharata. The screen shot of 3137BCE (-3136) 

Sarvatobhadra chakra is shown above. 

Lets examine 3163BCE (-3162) next: 

3163BCE (-3162) shows that Jupiter cannot cause peeda to Rohini 

nakshatra. Jupiter is placed at Poorva Bhadrapada.  

Thus it can cause nakshatra peeda to Uttarashadha nakshatra, 

Punarvasu nakshatra and Chitra nakshatra. 

Unfortunately the text demands a Jupiter placed ideally at Ashwini or at 

Swati nakshatra or at Abhijit nakshatra which could cause peeda to 

Rohini nakshatra. 
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Hence this war proposal cannot pass the rigorous tests imposed by the 

text too. The screen shot of the 3143BCE Sarvatobhadra chakra is 

shown below. 

Lets examine 3162BCE (-3161) next: 

3162BCE (-3161) shows that Jupiter cannot cause peeda to Rohini 

nakshatra. Jupiter is placed at Revathi nakshatra.  

Thus it can cause nakshatra peeda to Moola nakshatra, Mrigasira 

nakshatra and Uttaraphalguni nakshatra. 
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Unfortunately the text demands a Jupiter placed ideally at Ashwini or at 

Swati nakshatra or at Abhijit nakshatra. 

Hence this war proposal cannot pass the rigorous tests imposed by the 

text too. The screen shot of the 3162BCE (-3161) Sarvatobhadra chakra 

is shown above. 

Conclusion: The tests show that as far as Jupiter’s position during the 

Mahabharata war is concerned, of all the dates examined apart from 

3067BCE, only 3138BCE may be described as passing the test to some 

extent.  
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Further AV links for learning: 

1. Short film: Position of Jupiter during the Mahabharata War: https://

youtu.be/icrE36Wodq4 

2. Saturn’s Position during the Mahabharata War 
    https://youtu.be/g9-RmVeNCRk 

3. Mahabharata Workshop with Pandit Katti Part 1 

https://youtu.be/s0uQ40YKrtU 

4. Mahabharata Workshop with Pandit Katti Part 2 

https://youtu.be/1P-m_9z6l7A 

1: Pgurus Episode 1: 3 ways to compute the date of Mahabharat – 
Science, Astronomy & Scriptures 

https://youtu.be/POHHsMlutfU 

2: Pgurus Episode 2: Part 2 in the series on the dating of Mahabharata 
with Dr. Manish Pandit 

https://youtu.be/MH6MFZM3Lhg 

3: Pgurus Episode 3: Textual points of Amavasya, Purnima, Tithis and 
Nakshatras in the war, Mission of Peace and Balarama’s Pilgrimage 
timelines: 

https://youtu.be/wwQaW4EhtVk 

4: Pgurus Episode 4: Arundhati Vasistha proposal 

https://youtu.be/sGJMJ4t7KPc 
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12: POSITION OF 
MERCURY IN THE 

MAHABHARATA WAR 
IN 3067BCE 

(MODIFIED THEORY) 
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Introduction: 
The verses representing Mercury present an interesting problem in the 

Mahabharata. There is only effectively one single verse in the 

Mahabharata representing Mercury. The other prominent verse which 

some people take to represent Mercury appears on the 17th war day at 

Karna’s death. We have already explained that verse adequately in 

chapter 6 on the references surrounding Karna’s death in my book 

“3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective on the Astronomy of the Mahabharata 

war”. That verse is given in the critical edition as “Yamasya Putra” and 

not “Somasya Putra” and therefore the question of that verse 

representing Mercury does not arise. In the 3067BCE war proposal, 

although Mercury is seen in the Western sky, I felt that it would be 

unwise for me to claim that graha as Mercury as “Son of Death” or 

“Yamasya Putra” suits that occasion far better and is explicitly referred 

to as such in the Critical edition.  

This graha ie: “Son of Death” is far better explained by comet 2P/Encke 

on that Western horizon on that 17th war day at sunset. 

Verse 27 of Chapter 3 Bhisma Parva: 

Let us now come to the verse representing Mercury. I initially thought 

that this observation was too trivial for me to account for and being 

caught up in the many observations which are far more important in my 

book, I did not look at it in the same manner. Mercury is a very fast 

moving planet and hence its planetary movement would not ordinarily 
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thought of as being so important from the view point of corroboration, 

as one of the outer planets like say Saturn, Jupiter or Mars. 

A few days post the publication of my book, the verse translation from a 

Southern recension was brought to my attention by @pranasutra on 

Twitter and I am grateful to him for providing the Udipi Matha 

translation of the said verse. 

The verse is transliterated as follows: 

II Trisu Purvesu servesu nakshatresu vishampate 

Budhah sampatate bhikshnam janayan su mahadbhayam II 

The scholars of the Udipi Matha have translated “sampatate” as 

“falling” and that would be translated as a retrogression and its rise 

would then be the direct movement. 
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Lets look at the rest of the verse: Mercury also has to satisfy one more 

condition, it must travel through three separate fixed stars or 

nakshatras.  

This really must appear to do so just before the war for maximum effect. 

Does Mercury satisfy this condition in 3067BCE ? Mercury is shown to 

execute an amazing retrograde loop just before the war date of 25th 

November 3067BCE. 

Lets look at this in a bit more detail. Mercury must be retrograde before 

the war is the first condition. Here is the zoomed up view of the 

retrogade movement. 

The next point is that it must travel through three nakshatras. This needs 

evaluating with Jhora: I show you the start of the retrograde movement 

of Mercury in Purvashadha and the end in Jyestha (whcih means that it 

crosses a third nakshatra in between Purvashadha and Jyestha called 

Moola). 

The first image below illustrates the start of  Mercury retrogression at 

Purvashadha at Oct 26th 3067BCE. 

The second image below illustrates the end of  Mercury retrogression at 

Jyestha on Nov 15th 3067BCE. Thus it clearly passes through three 

nakshatras in its retrograde movement. 
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Conclusion: Mercury retrogression just before the war is one of the 

corroborations which I have made with the help of a Southern recension 

translation from Udipi matha. Interestingly if one looks at the verse then 

one finds that there is no difference from the Critical edition in this 

particular case. I am reliably informed that the Kumbhakonam edition is 

rendered in the Devanagari script (the Udipi matha Madhavacharya 

version is in Kannada) It goes to show that the position of Mercury is 

exactly in synchrony with the textual reference given in Chapter 3 of 

Bhisma Parva of the Mahabharata  in 3067BCE.  
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The slide above shows an important point about a common 

misconception at the time of Karna’s death about Mercury. When we 

check carefully the actual word given in the Mahabharata text with 

screenshots from the text about “Tiryak or unusual movt of a graha” it 

does not say Somasya putra or Mercury BUT instead Yamasya putra or 

comet: 2P Encke 3067BCE at Western horizon (Note Mercury is there in 

any case, but Mercury is mostly there on that Western horizon) 

So if an author takes Somasya putra, then that is quite plainly wrong! 
The verse is saying quite clearly “Yamasya putra” instead and as one 
can see, its consequences such as a glowing meteor shower and ulka 
paat is clearly described in the next verses! 
So this graha: Yamasya Putra can only be a comet! In 3067BCE, we 
show exact 2P Encke which because of movement would seem as if 
rising! 

I did not present this evidence in the first volume and hence am 
presenting it here in a separate chapter. I did not see much point in 
producing the position of Mercury in other theories as it is a fast 
moving planet, however, I may consider it in a future volume. 

Links to Twitter threads on Mercury: 

https://twitter.com/mmpandit/status/1279100472268394502?s=20
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13: POSITION OF 
MARS IN DIFFERENT 

MAHABHARATA WAR 
THEORIES 
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Introduction:  
Mars Positions during the year of the war: 

These two positions of Mars are based on verses as below: 

1: Udyoga Parva: Chapter 141: 08 

This verse appears in Krishna Karna Samvada and is said by Karna to 

Krishna after the mission of peace has failed. 

Mars is described as having performed a retrograde motion near 

Jyestha and retrogressing to near Anuradha. 

2: Bhishma Parva: Chapter 3 Verse 

  

In the second part of the verse, Mars is described as retrograde at 

Magha and Jupiter at Shravana. As I say earlier in the chapter on the 

verses on Jupiter, this verse is an impossibility from the view point of 

astronomy as it requires the Sun to simultaneously be near Satabhisha 

and near Pushya in the SAME verse.  

I also provide an alternative explanation for this verse in my first book 

on astronomy, in the chapter “Comet Theory 3067BCE” in my first book 

“3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective on the Astronomy of the Mahabharata 

war” which can be downloaded for free via the link provided. 
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Takeway for our purposes in dissection of various war proposals of 
the Mahabharata war: 

1. Mars must be retrograde (Vakra) in the year of the war at a time 
far enough before the Jyestha Amavasya (and Kartika Purnima 
have occurred) . The definition of Vakra is the standard definition. 

2. Mars must be retrograde prior to reaching Jyestha or Anuradha 
OR at Magha. Some take Mars retrogression at Magha and then 
employ an astrological possibility of “peeda” for Jupiter which is 
not correct. In fact the possibility of “peeda” or affliction also 
would require “peeda” to be explicitly mentioned in the verse 
which is not the case and both planets to be retrograde at Magha 
and Shravana respectively according to the definition prevailing in 
Brihat Samhita at the time. This particular situation will have to be 
kept in mind and excluded. 

3. The retrogression of Mars is narrated by Karna to Krishna in 
Udyoga Parva, 7 days prior to the occurrence of Jyestha Amavasya, 
has not occurred at the same time as the Mission of Peace, but 
instead a few months before that Jyestha Amavasya has taken 
place. Thus the retrogression of Mars must occur a few months 
before the Mission of Peace to be considered as valid. 

Lets consider 3139BCE (-3138) first: 
There is no retrogression of Mars in that year at all. Hence that year 

does not fit the criteria. 

The situation can be clearly seen in the screenshots below which show 

that if 8th Nov 3139BCE is considered, then the retrogression of Mars 

prior to that date was in November 3140BCE. There was no retrograde  
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movement of Mars in 3139BCE. Thus this year is completely excludable 

as far as Mahabharata war theories are considered.             

Next lets consider 3138BCE (-3137): 
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You can see that Mars retrogression starts around 3rd Oct 3138BCE 

which is too late that year for the retrograde movement to be 

considered (this would be post any possible Mission of Peace in that 

war proposal) as I said some time earlier, this retrograde movement of 

Mars has to be seen much earlier in that year. 

The final nail in the coffin of this theory comes from the problem of Mars 

retrogression being in and around Ardra nakshatra which is far far away 

from the two possible positions of Jysetha/Anuradha or Magha. Thus 

this war proposal can be safely excluded too. 

Let us consider 3137BCE next: 
As you can see quite clearly in the Skymap below, Mars is actually not in 

retrogression since 1st January in 3137BCE. Thus it fulfils none of the 

objective criteria required by the Mahabharata text. 
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Lets consider 3140BCE next:  
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As you can see the skymap above, it shows Mars retrogression starting 

on 31st August that year and going till 8th of November that year which 

is rather too late for it (as it needs to be observed prior to the Mission of 

Peace) however, even if we give this the benefit of doubt, Mars does 

not occupy any of the two positions mentioned in the text. You can see 

that Mars occupies Rohini nakshatra and not at Jyestha/Anuradha or 

Magha nakshatra (please note that the text makes NO mention of 

Peeda to any nakshatra in this instance and so this is not considered 

anyway) 

Let us consider 3162BCE next: 
As you can see quite clearly in the Skymap below, Mars is actually not in 

retrogression since 1st January in 3162BCE. Thus it fulfils none of the 

objective criteria required by the Mahabharata text. 
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Let us consider 3163BCE next: 
In the Skymap below, Mars is in retrogression since January 13th 

3163BCE till the March the 31st 3163BCE. Thus it fulfils that part of the 

objective criteria required by the Mahabharata text. However, it does 

not fulfil the other part of the objective criteria as it is at Chitra 

nakshatra and retrogressing into Hasta nakshatra. You can see that Mars 

does NOT occupy either Jyestha/Anuradha or Magha nakshatra. Thus it 

clearly does not fulfil any of the objective criteria as demanded by the 

Mahabharata text. 

Let us consider 5561BCE next: 
In the Skymap below, Mars is in retrogression since January 16th 

5561BCE till the March the 28th 5561BCE. Thus it fulfils that part of the 

objective criteria required by the Mahabharata text. However, it does 

not fulfil the other part of the objective criteria as it is at Swati nakshatra 

and retrogressing into Hasta nakshatra. You can see that Mars  
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does NOT occupy either Jyestha/Anuradha or Magha nakshatra. Thus it 

clearly does not fulfil any of the objective criteria as demanded by the 

Mahabharata text. For those who wish to check here is the point A of 

retrogression (Vakra motion) at Jan 16th 5561BCE. 
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The screenshot below shows point B of the Vakra motion at March 28th 

5561BCE. 

There is an additional problem of the definition of Vakra motion in the 

5561BCE theory.  

Conclusion:  

A more detailed reading on Mars and true Vakra motion vs false Vakra 

motion is available in chapter 7 and chapter 16 of my first book on 

astronomy “3067BCE: A Fresh Perspective on the Astronomy of the 

Mahabharata war” which can be downloaded for free via the link 

provided. 

Audio Video learning materials can be downloaded here: 
1: Short film on Vakra motion: 
https://youtu.be/t46me7X_S0Q 

2: Workshop Part 1 with Pandit Katti Narahari: 
https://youtu.be/s0uQ40YKrtU 

3: Workshop Part 2 with Pandit Katti Narahari: 
https://youtu.be/1P-m_9z6l7A 
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14: ADHIKA MASA 
CALCULATION 
(3067BCE VS  

5561BCE) 
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Introduction:  
This is a very short chapter to illustrate that there is an established 

methodology to fix the possibility of an Adhika masa (intercalary month) 

at the present time, however, this methodology can only be proved to 

be present till around 3100BCE, as it is reliant on Vedanga Jyotisha 

method, which can be held to be valid for all the 3K BCE theories. This 

method may indeed have been present for the 5K BCE theories too. 

Adhika masa is not particularly an absolute requirement for the theory 

of 3067BCE as opposed to the war theory of 5561BCE where it is 

required to fix 11 pre war observations including Balarama’s pilgrimage. 

In 3067BCE Adhika Masa present by Vedanga Jyotish method: 
This method is counted from equinox to equinox and its requirement is 
two amavasyas with no samkramana in between, hence the absolute 
need for there to be  the presence of 13 New Moons from Equinox to 
Equinox. 

This method gives an Adhika masa for 3067BCE. 
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In 5561BCE Adhika Masa is NOT present by the Vedanga Jyotish 
method: 

On the other hand, we can see in the diagram below that there are only 
12 New Moons from equinox to equinox in the 5561BCE-5560BCE year 
and therefore there is no possibility of an Adhika masa which requires 
two amavasyas with no sankramana in the middle. 
 

Shunnashepa Method of Holay: 

This method was presented by Nagpur astronomer Holay in his book 
from 1988. He claimed it be the Shunnashepa method and although 
this method is not validated, let us check the claim of 5561BCE by this 
method too (to give benefit of doubt to team 5561BCE as we have 
already shown that no Adhika masa is present by the Vedanaga Jyotish 
method above). 

3067BCE: Dissection Of Theories on the Mahabharata: Dr Manish Pandit



!185

I have tried to simplify this by presenting an image below on the 
Nakshatra Alhena (known as Varuna by Holay)  
 

This star Varuna/ Alhena is taken as the point E by Holay. One requires 
to draw a perpendicular to the ecliptic at Alhena and then check how 
many full Moons can be counted from Varuna Alhena around the 
zodiac. 
If 13 full Moons can be counted prior to reaching Varuna Alhena (point 
E) for that year, then the 13th month is counted as an intercalary month. 
If only 12 months can be counted around the zodiac, then the 13th 
month is counted as the first month of the next year. 
This is a highly difficult exercise to follow in real life with cloudy skies 
(and the point at which the observer is situated) for example making the 
exercise quite an exercise in futility. Nevertheless with modern software 
we can check whether this may indeed be the case. I am reproducing 
the image from Holay’s book here. Image on the left side below 
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indicates 13th Full Moon prior to crossing Alhena and one on the right 

shows only 12 full Moons prior to crossing Alhena. 

Now lets come to the year 5561BCE. We can clearly see that there 
are only 12 full Moons in the Alhena cycle. Please note that this 
calculation is different to the one shown above in the New Moons 
Vedanga Jyotish method because the start point of counting is 
completely different in the two methods.  
Thus in the Vedanga Jyotish method, there are 13 full Moons from 
equinox to equinox (not starting at Alhena but at the equinox) BUT 
unfortunately in the Shunnashepa method as hypothesised by Holay, 
there are only 12 full Moons and not 13 in that year as the start 
point is no longer the equinox but at Alhena(or Varuna) 

For 5562-5561BCE, these are: 

11th Nov 5562BCE 
11th Dec 5562BCE 
9th Jan 5561BCE 
8th Feb 5561BCE 
9th March 5561BCE 
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7th April 5561BCE 
6th May 5561BCE 
5th June 5561BCE 
4th July 5561BCE 
2nd Aug 5561BCE 
1st Sep 5561BCE 
30th Sep 5561BCE 

Lets show this in a short film on Twitter (turn on audio):  

https://twitter.com/mmpandit/status/1281570638432538625?s=20

Conclusion: In 3067BCE, we can confidently prove that an Adhika masa 

exists by at least one of two methods, but in 5561BCE, we are sure that 

an Adhika masa does not exist by either of the two methods (Vedanga 

Jyotisha or the Shunnashepa method). The entire point of the exercise 

was to prove that Balarama’s pilgrimage and 10 pre war observations 

besides, cannot be corroborated in 5561BCE, however this discussion 

has become an academic one as team 5561BCE admit that they cannot 

prove Balarama’s pilgrimage as described in the text. (they say that it is 

yet another another conflicting observation). 
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15: LIST OF 
MAHABHARATA 

REFERENCES  

A list 
1. Adi (CE 57:72-75, GP 63:87-90) 

2. Adi (CE 2.9, GP 2:13)  

3. Adi (GP 1:78-83)  

4. Adi (CE 2:26-28. GP 2:30-32) 

5. Anushasan (CE 153:26-28, GP 167:26-28)  

6. Anushasan (CE 152:2-3, GP 166:6-7)  

7. Anushasan (CE 152:10-13, GP 166:14-17)  

8. Anushasan (CE 153:1-6, GP 167:1-6)  

9. Bhishma (CE 7:44-47, GP 47-50)  

10. Bhishma (CE 3:14, GP 3:15)  

11. Bhishma (CE 3:11, GP 3:11-12)  

12. Bhishma (CE 3.15, GP 3:16)  

13. Bhishma (CE 3: 26, GP 3:30)  

14. Bhishma (CE 3:12, GP: 12-13)  

15. Bhishma (CE 93:22, GP 97:22)  

16. Bhishma (CE 112:130, GP 117:56)  
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17. Bhishma (CE 3:16-17, GP 17-18)  

18. Bhishma (CE 3:27, GP 3.31)  

19. Bhishma (CE 2:32, GP 2:32)  

20. Bhishma (CE 3:14, GP 3:14)  

21. Bhishma (CE 3:13, GP 3:13-)  

22. Bhishma (CE 3.24-25, GP 3.26-27)  

23. Bhishma (CE 17:28, GP 17:28)  

24. Bhishma (CE 55:15, GP 59:16)  

25. Bhishma (CE 89:4, GP 93:4)  

26. Bhishma (CE 89:6, GP 93:6)  

27. Bhishma (CE 90:16, GP 94:17)  

28. Bhishma (CE 2:31, GP 2:31)  

29. Bhishma (CE 17:2, GP 17:2) 

30. Bhishma (CE 75:55, GP 79:60)  

31. Bhishma (GP 3:17)  

32. Bhishma (CE 75:55, GP 79:60) 

33. Bhishma (CE 2:23, GP 2:23)  

34. Bhishma(CE3:28-29,GP3:32**-33)  

35. Bhishma(CE3:30-31,GP3:33)  

36. Bhishma (CE 2:20, GP 2:20)  

37. Bhishma(CE1:5,GP1:5)  

38. Bhishma (CE 20:5, GP 20:5)  

39. Bhishma (CE 17:3, GP 17:3)  

40. Bhishma (CE 19:36-39, GP 37-40)  

41. Bhishma (CE 42:28, GP 44:28)  

42. Bhishma (CE 45:62, GP 49:52)  

43. Bhishma (CE 54:23, GP 58:25)  

44. Bhishma (CE 55:15, GP 59:16)  

45. Bhishma (CE 92:73-75, GP 96:75-77)  
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46. Bhishma (CE 92:77-78, GP 96:78-79)  

47. Bhishma (CE 93:30-31, GP 97:31-32)  

48. Bhishma (CE 101:33, GP 105:35)  

49. Bhishma (CE 102:78, GP 106:85)  

50. Bhishma (CE 103:1, GP 107:1)  

51. Bhishma (CE 108:12, GP 112:12)  

52. Bhishma (CE 1:26-33, GP 1:26-33) 

53. Bhishma (CE 17:1-2, GP 17:1-2) 

54. Bhishma (CE 11:3-5, 7-13, GP 10:3-5, 7-14)  

55. Bhishma (CE 11:6, GP 10:6)  

56. Bhishma (CE 11:14, GP 10:15)  

57. Bhishma (CE 16:26, GP 16:8)  

58. Bhishma (CE 16:40, GP16:22)  

59. Bhishma (CE 16:41-42, GP 16:23)  

60. Bhishma (CE 17:18, GP 17:18)  

61. Drona (CE 112.22, GP 137:22) 

62. Drona (CE 15:52, GP 16:54)  

63. Drona (CE 19:18, GP 20:17)  

64. Drona (CE 30:26, GP 31:26)  

65. Drona (CE 48:16-17, GP 49:17-18)  

66. Drona (CE 48:22, GP 49:23)  

67. Drona (CE 159:11-14, GP 184:12-16)  

68. Drona (CE 159:22-24, GP 184:25-27)  

69. Drona (CE 159:25, GP 184:28)  

70. Drona (CE 159:26-30, GP 184:29-33)  

71. Drona (CE 159:42, GP 184:46)  

72. Drona (CE 161:1-2, GP 186:1-2)  

73. Drona (CE 159:43, GP 184:49)  

74. Drona (CE 159:46, GP 184:52)  
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75. Drona (CE 159:44-45, GP 184:50-51)  

76. Drona (CE 159:47, GP 184:53)  

77. Drona (CE 159:48-50, GP 184:54-56)  

78. Drona(CE159:15-21,GP184:17-24)  

79. Drona(CE161:15-17,GP186:17-19)  

80. Drona(CE159:31-41,GP184:34-45)  

81. Drona (CE 19:41, GP 20:40)  

82. Drona(CE37:20,GP38:21)  

83. Drona(CE96:5,GP120:5)  

84. Drona(CE107:35,GP132:39)  

85. Drona(CE114:20,GP139:26)  

86. Drona(CE117:16,GP142:16-17)  

87. Drona(CE155:26,GP180:26-27)  

88. Drona(CE162:37,GP187:39)  

89. Karna (CE 8:3, GP 12:3)  

90. Karna (CE 14:50, GP 19:49-50)  

91. Karna (CE 15:42, GP 20:48)  

92. Karna (CE 32:6, GP 47:6)  

93. Karna (CE 33:16, GP 49:28)  

94. Karna (CE 35:11, GP 51:12)  

95. Karna (CE 40:104, GP 56:111)  

96. Karna (CE 43:39-40, GP 60:41-42)  

97. Karna (CE 55:33-34, GP 77:33-35**)  

98. Karna (GP 89:71)  

99. Karna (CE 67:24, GP 91:52)  

100.Karna (GP 94:37)  

101.Karna (CE 68:49, GP 94:51)  

102.Karna (CE 68:47)  

103.Karna (CE 12:4, GP 16:5)  
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104.Karna (CE 19:28, GP 27:34)  

105.Karna (CE 26:34, GP 37:4-5) 

106.Karna(CE8:23,GP12:23)  

107.Karna(GP19:51)  

108.Karna(CE68:24,GP94:15)  

109.Shanti (CE 47:1-4, GP 47:1-4)  

110.Shanti (GP 47:3 – additional text)  

111.Shanti (CE 1:1-2, GP 1:1-2)  

112.Shanti (CE 38:30, GP 37:30)  

113.Shanti (CE 38:35-36, GP 37:35-36)  

114.Shanti (CE 39:2, GP 38:2)  

115.Shanti (CE 39:16, GP 38:16)  

116.Shanti (CE 52:26-34, GP 52:26-34)  

117.Shanti (CE 53:1-27, GP 53:1-28)  

118.Shanti (CE 58:27-30, GP 58:27-30)  

119.Shanti (59:1-3, GP 59:1-3)  

120.Shanti (CE 161:1, GP 167:1)  

121.Shanti (CE 161:48, GP 167:50-51)  

122.Shanti (CE 291:4, GP 302:4)  

123.Shanti (CE 70:6-28, GP 69:79-101)  

124.Shanti (CE 224:12-31, GP 231:12-31)  

125.Sabha (CE 49:24, GP 53:25)  

126.Stri (CE 23:4, GP 23:4)  

127.Stri (CE 22:6, GP 22:6)  

128.Stri (CE 26:24-43, GP 26:24-43)  

129.Stri (CE 26:44, GP 26:44)  

130.Stri (CE 19:2, GP 19:2)  

131.Stri (CE 25:16, GP 25:16) 

132.Shalya (CE 64:6, GP 65:6-7)  
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133.Shalya (CE 34:12, GP 35:13-14)  

134.Shalya(CE34:14,GP35:15)  

135.Shalya (34.9, GP 35:10)  

136.Shalya(CE34:13,GP35:14)  

137.Shalya (CE 53:36-37, GP 54:40-41)  

138.Shalya (33:5, GP 34:6)  

139.Shalya (33:16-17, GP 34:19-20)  

140.Shalya (53:22, GP 54:24)  

141.Shalya (CE 59:21, GP 60:25)  

142.Shalya (CE 54:30-32, GP 55:35, 37)  

143.Shalya (CE 55:10, GP 56:10)  

144.Shalya (CE 56:34, GP 57:37)  

145.Shalya (CE54:17, GP 55:21)  

146.Shalya (CE 59:10, GP 60:12)  

147.Shalya (CE 54:42, GP 55:49)  

148.Shalya (57:46-56, GP 58:49-59)  

149.Shanti (CE 101:9-10, GP 100:10-11)  

150.Shalya (CE 54:27, GP 55:32-33)  

151.Shalya (CE 3:28, GP 4:28)  

152.Shalya (CE 32:49, GP 33:55)  

153.Shalya (CE 45:49, GP 46:55-56) 

154.Shalya (CE 3:28, GP 4:28)  

155.Shalya (CE 32:49, GP 33:55)  

156.Shalya (CE 45:49, GP 46:55-56)  

157.Shalya (CE 23:4, GP 24:4)  

158.Shalya (CE 34:28, 30-31 -31, GP 35:33, 35-36)  

159.Shalya (GP 35:77)  

160.Shalya (CE 34:69, GP 35:78)  

161.Shalya (CE 34:78-81, GP 35:87-90)  
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162.Shalya (CE 35:1, GP 36:1)  

163.Shalya (CE 35:46, GP 36:47)  

164.Shalya (CE 35:53, GP 36:54-55)  

165.Shalya (CE 36:1-4, GP 37:1-3)  

166.Shalya (CE 36:33-36, GP 37:35-38)  

167.Udyoga (CE 82:5-10, GP 84:5-10)  

168.Udyoga (CE 109:12, GP 111.14)  

169.Udyoga(CE141:7,GP143:8)  

170.Udyoga (CE 141:8-9, GP 143:9-10)  

171.Udyoga(CE140:18,142:18)  

172.Udyoga(CE81:6-7,GP83:6-7)  

173.Udyoga (CE 155:37-38, GP 158:39-40)  

174.Udyoga (CE 148:3, GP 150:3)  

175.Udyoga (CE 141:10, GP 143:11)  

176.Udyoga(CE154:15,GP157:16)  

177.Udyoga (CE 154:33-34, GP 157:34-35)  

178.Udyoga (CE 140:6-15, GP 142:6-15)  

179.Udyoga (CE 140:16-17, GP 142:16-17)  

180.Vana(CE80:79,GP82:60-61)  

181.Vana(CE80:85-86,GP82:68-69)  

182.Vana(CE80:130-131,GP82:125-126)  

183.Vana(CE81:3-4,GP83:5-6)  

184.Vana(CE81:42,GP83:52)  

185.Vana(CE81:91,GP83:108)  

186.Vana(CE81:92-93,GP83:109-110)  

187.Vana(CE81:125,GP83:145)  

188.Vana(CE81:131,GP83:151)  

189.Vana (CE 81:175, GP 83:4)   

190.Vana (CE 82:4-6, GP 84:6-7)  
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191.Vana(CE82:34,GP84:38)  

192.Vana(CE82:59,GP84:66)  

193.Vana(CE88:2-10,GP90:3-11)  

194.Vana(CE129:20-22,GP129:20-22)  

195.Vana(CE130:1-7,Vana130:1-7)  

196.Vana(CE82:31,GP84:35)  

197.Vana (CE 148:10-36, 38-39) GP 149:11-37, 39-40)  

198.Vana(CE148:6-8,GP149:7)  

199.Vana(CE148:37,GP149:38)  

200.Vana(CE186:2-5,8-10,18-25)(GP188:2-6,12-14,22-30)  

201.Vana(CE219:8-11,GP230:8-11) 

202.Vana(CE188:75-82,GP190:79-85)  

203.Virata (Bombay Edition 47.3)  

204.Virata(CE47:3-4,GP52:3-4) 

205.Virata(CE45:23,GP50:24)  

206.Virata(CE47:4,GP52:4)  

207.Mausal (CE 1:1, GP 1:1)  

208.Mausal (CE 2:2, GP 1:13)  

209.Mausal (CE 3:14-18, GP 2:16-20)  

210.Mausal(CE1:3,GP3:3) 

211.Anushasan Parva (CE entire chapter 153, GP entire chapter 167) 

212. Drona Parva (CE Entire chapter 159 ,GP entire chapter 184) 
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