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In a number of publications Professor Bhargava critiques the Purānas for what he regards as their distortion of the images of important dynasties, religious figures and kings mentioned in the Vedas.  He interprets this, in part, as history being transformed into myth, and in fact sees the Purānas as commenting negatively on Vedic history.

Leaving aside the question of whether what is recorded in the saṃhitās, especially in the Ṛig Veda, can be read as a mirror of historical conditions, I focus on the manner in which the pañcalakṣaṇa of the Purānic genre offers a framework within which an ideological view of history can be understood.  This is a brahminizing history that aims to consolidate the uniformity of culture the brahmins were developing in the Mahābhārata, one that establishes a distinctly brahmanical order to society and to knowledge creation and dissemination.  It was used by the Brahmin reciters of the Purānas to integrate non-brahmanical elements into the brahmanical fold without mitigating the independence of these social and religious elements.  In this sense the early Purānas, at least, must be read as a mirror of brahmin efforts to consolidate a unified view of society in the face of many competing elements.  If history is myth, or myth is history, its historical worth in this context lies in what it can communicate about constructions of cultural positions and the dissemination of these.

