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cening work on the sources of the Pali commentanics
unﬂ published by Die. EW.Adikaram under the itke
i e‘;if Brddhizm in Celon” in 1946, It was hailed or al
. At that time to usher in the beginning of the study of Pali
7 as source-material for the study of Buddhism in general
Thmvﬁdd Buddhism in particular.  Since his work was
-~ houghit ook a long time for the publication, many scholars
o Ven. Walpola Rahula (Fistory of Buddhson ar € evlon, 1956]
,-;huw_h upon this work for the discussions on the Pali
pentarial Literature. 11 is in this sense that Adikaram's work
hore witness 1o @ new fronter of research on the P&l Atthakarlia 45
solirce-naterial tor Buddhist Studies.

Rescarches on Pl Buddhism in dreas such as its doctrine,
ory. culture, and many more disciplines may be undertaken utilizing
~the 1%l commienturies. Even today, however, the tiisconeeption thu
?Injr[liiug found in the Pali commentaries belongs to the times of their
“eummentators, Buddhaghosa of whosdever, still persists wiing the
‘general public. This popular misconception is certainly untenable for
: (the simple reason that the Pali conmentaries are the rearringerments

“and translniions of the earlier sources known as the Sifda-atthokathd.

® Prin, annschie s bl i e uaprer pead ok tie ey eid oo L Decenibior 2005 af e
BT 1w celebrite he Mith anniversary of the Postgotuate Tastuce of Fabl and it
Bhuitlek. Twivena iy of eluiiyii



