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PREFAGCE.

I have attempted in the fullawing pages to explain
the Tarkasamgraha soas to bring it within an easy reach
of the understanding of an average student. I leav~ it to
the proper authoritizes to judge how far the attempt has
succeeded. While acknowledging the wvaluable help
I received from earlier annotators of the manual and its
allied works I may point out that 1 have ventured to
differ from them on certain topics. The supposed
sutjectivity of Kanada's Samanya and Vishesha, the
genesis af Samavaya and the fallacy of Asatpratipaksha
are some of the topics wherein [ have proposed new tnter-
pretations which 1 take to ba more convincing. Some of
such discussions I have put within brackets because [

thought the average student could very well do without
reading them.

The deep knowledye of the subject of my brother
Nyayashastr: Bhawanishankar Sukthankar, Medallist in
Nyaya, stooa me in good stead He helped me to solve
not a few problems wn Nyaya. Prof P. V. Kulkarnt,
of the Elphinstone College, from whom I received my
first lessons in Nyaya nas obliged me by going through
the major part of the manuscript and by making many
valuable suggestions. Prof. V. A Gadgil ¢f the Wilson
College, Prof. Shembavnekar of the St, Xavier's College,
Prof. Suru of the Ferqussion Coilege and Profes-
sors Adnik iri and Shinde of the Rajaram College, have
laid e under a debt of obligation by suggesting the lines
on which the book-was to be written, It was indeed my
supreme privilege to be encouraged heartily by all these
scholars in my first venture.

Mr. Mohite the manager of the Aryabhanu Press
ts to be thanked for undertaking th-> printing of this book
even when there was heavy pressure of work and for
executing it with the utmost despatch. I cannot help
acknowledging the enthusiastic care and tnitiative that

Mr., Kokate their competent printer showed in giving
the bock sts nice get-up.

Last but not least, I have to thank Mr. Dewaoolkar
the Manager, Bombay Book-Depot, who undertook the
publication of the edition in spite of other heavy commit-
ments.

Kol hapur,
15th June 1930. 8. S 8.
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INTRODUCTION.
1

Origin of the =4 and ARF systems:—

It is interesting to see how minds of men of
countries so distant as India and Greece have
progressed from one sphere of thought to another,
on very similar lines. If in Greece the philosophy
of Plato preceded and paved, in some degree, the
way for the logic and metaphysics of Aristotle, in
India, the philosophy of the Upanishads was the
precursor of the rationalistic metaphysics of @wig
and the logic of @ta®, both of which could be said
to be, to some extent, at least, its outcome.

This coincidence is not by mere chance. The
transition from philosophy to logic and reasoning
is the direct outcome of the tendency of the human
mind to revert back to ratiocination as a reaction
from an extreme faith in intuition, presupposed by
philosophy. The philosophy of the Upanishads
always made an appeal to intuition. If you want
to realise the truth you will do so only by intuition,
was the teaching of the Upanishads. No amount
of reasoning, no scepticism, no logic could reveal
the truth to you. A4 a¥or afasRar, says the s@%
Upanishad. #183%4 snubs the over—inquisitive
Wil saying, Wi aisedal A qui sqqagREs=at § At ge@ |

(1)



Introduction.

All these are typical of the predominant spirit of
the Upanishads. They made a consistent appeal
to intuition.

Intuition and ecstasy are the privilege of a few
only. They are doors that are positively shut to
the majority of men. The emphasis on intuition
carried too faris bound to result in a reaction
against itself. Logic and metaphysics are within
the reach of each and every man with some aptitude
at least to think. So, it is quite natural that not
long after the Upanishadic philosophy must have
come into vogue the extreme materialism of the
FiHAdEs. &g and the Wlaq came into the field to
strike the golden mean between the two extremes.
If the 7 period stands as a reaction of the orthodox
faith against Buddhism, as Max Muller says, it is
quite natural that the s of #mg and #ilad represent
an attempt check the extreme materialistic
tendency of the 3®™@ss by diluting it with an
admission of the authority the Vedas.

That the =@ and the 8@ systems originally
attempted to bring about a harmony between the
orthodox philosophy dependent upon intuition and
the @i[M& school of thought standing for extreme
materialism will be clear from certain topics dis-
cussed in the s of silaq and Mg, WF establishes
the authority of the Veda in several &3s (Cp.6.1.1;

()



Antrsduction.

s s

2,3,4;10.29. ) He praises 9% in 6,2.1 which he
specifically describes as including 3ags, ss@s etc.
But it is interesting to sce thow he repudiates
the view of the Upanishads that our bodies are
composed of threce—some say five—elements and
cstablishes, in the wise of a rationalist, not
caring for tradition, that they are made of one
clement only ( 4. 2. 1.). His condemnation of
a vicious Brahman ( 6 1.6,7,8. ), his conclusion
that souls are many (3.2.20 ), in the teeth of the
Upanishadic doctrine that plurality is mere Unity
and that there is one self only ( 3.2.19.) are all
typical of the spirit for which @mg’s system stands.

The same tendency is to be observed in diad’s
=g, Like ®ug he has the highest respect for the
Vedic tradition; (2.1.67.)hc defends the Veda against
objections like those of #k@ in the Rgw (1:2.56+60);
he believes in €4, But he has the honour to differ
from the Vedic tradition whenever it came into
conflict with reason. Thus, like ®ng, he believes, on
grounds of reason, that our bodies are made of onc
element only, (3. 1.28.) though here he points how
reasoning (3. 1. 30) is supported by certain allusions
in the 2@ (3.1.29) That he differs from the extreme
materialist is clear from his refutation of their
view that the body is theself (3.1.4.) The upshot
of the whole is that these systems want to differ

(1)



Intreduction.

from the 5 where it conflicted with reason; and
to adhere to it where its doctrines did not clash
with reason-because only thus could they make
their systems popular by an appeal to the orthodox
sentiment.

This theory will account for the fact that
while there are some who regard the T-3A&E
systems as closely related to the @iw™d% a subdi-
vision of the =it according to &2, there are
others who regard it as an @fws3da. As appealing
to reason they were @&@id&s and they were siRa®s
because they appealed to the Vedic authority also.

The above discussion will enable us to judge
the relation between the #49-q3%% a7 and the agi<a.
Both accepted reasoning as a valuable means to
knowledge but differed in the relative value they
attached to it. Thus while the g does recognize
the validity <f reasoning, it gives its verdict in
favour of 4@ when there is a conflict between #id
and &. The %317 attaches value to rcasoning in so
far as the latter is in harmony with the %@ When
#g® directs Naig to perform the various exp-
eriments [ 3% SIUMAMIT W AGGIEE: ] when he
says, ¥9 Qv YR gd 7ad [{§d, or when the
i describes the s@ga9gs as &IWF: all attach
value to reasoning. But they want to assign to it

(1v)



_{ntreduction.

a position lower than the #f& when, for instance,
#1E8 says Au ¥ ARUIAF. The =a¥yfs attitude is
quite the opposite. As seen above they will shelve
A% when it conflicts with reasoning and admit
its authority when it is in harmony with the latter.
2

The Fufd%s:—These are the followers of &% the
author of the 33W%¥1. The name has been variously
explained. Some say that the system got its name
from the category of R34. But this view does not
possess suffiicient force in view of the fact that @3
was not the only category peculiar to the school,
gaa, for instance, being an equally important inn-
ovation introduced by them. That this derivation
has not the sanction of tradition behind it is
obvious from the one suggested by the =qasigsr
who derives it thus

A qxrddztsE $A K-d WK\
i.e. the work which concerns itself with the defferent-
iation of categories. S-4#XQNIGE, in his commentary
on the @3gddag advances a similar explanation.
FYMIRAIT AT 7191 KA (AN 8 geyaftud smE: TFNIAAN
s §zd RANGE IzaARd WRTTOWRR Wad
—4. 3.9, shgwazda (p. 210)
This interpretation is plainly enough based on
the words @M=339s4 1591 in the introductory q of &M%
RN EAIZRT MERE R saRaaEt At qued-
vt acaqran® e |

(v)



Introduction,

Could:we not base the name 33 with a greater
amount of plausibility on the word @R3% in w&E3 ?
T claims for his @@ the supreme privilege
of having ‘been inspired by distinctive merit
(99839). We could hazard the explanation that
the S¥f®aa is one which is the outcome of disti-
nctive merit. The name that originated from this
93 must have come to be applied to all followers
of &mE’s school.

The RanFss:—These are the followers of wiaa
the author of the =@gss.  Asregards the propriety
of the name we are on a surer basis, in this case,
than in that of the 3i¥%s. The name is cvidently
derived from #1¥, reasoning. One cannot definitely
say that #9319 meant the five--membcred syllogism
that was brought into vogue by #a@, which bears
the name to-day. For, there are indications, in
qiEgaas gloss* of Ag1fEs whose syllogism consisted
of no less than' ten members. Whether the
members were five or ten, it is beyond doubt that
the Aa9%s got their name from their syllogistic
reasoning. That this is not a mere conjecture but
a fact becomes evident from the examination of the
history of the word #a1@. =19 is genetically a term
of the qddmiar system and denoted the upshot of
the ratiocination employed in reconciling apparently

¥ AEGATE AqEE TFT GAGq |

(vr)




Introduction

contradictory texts in the Vedic literature,
particularly the Brahmanas. . This is the import of
the definition of the & of the gadmiar.

3’&'[’1?!"!%'(1[%1?{ W}T(ﬂkqfﬁ qﬁl"l-—'mqltﬂﬁﬁi

Thus there are =¥s in the qadmigr like ‘@RI
& adal faftedt RAgugrazmaa: o {ava g =
SR~ and others. How =@ formed the very
backbone of the q3wiaiar system can be judged by
the nomenclature of several #taiat works, particularly
that of Jaimini, which is called the =qga@r.

It is easy to understand how the term 914 that,
in the first instance, denoted reasoning, in the
sphere of Vedic ritual, came to be applied to all
reasoning irrespective of its having a bearing on
the Vedic ritual or not. That there are @i&=s
like emw@da=d and SRS in vogue in
Sanskrit shows how #1¥, later on, became a term
of wider application. The term that primarily
denoted the reasoning of the g3aMi@l came to
be applied to all sorts of reasoning and was not
confined to any particular school. Thus the g4
speaks of saiiesTm and @9AR=IE and the Jain
logicians speak of #as. Needless to say, then, that
the system of which 7lad is a representative, that
primarily taught how to reason came tO possess
the name derived from the word.

(vir)
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3
The difference hetween the two schools:—

It has become difficult to distinguish between
the two schools in view of the peculiar relation in
which they stood soon after their inception. They
started with distinct spheres for their speculations.
The A413% school had to deal with logic, the 33R®
with metaphysics. One can imagine hcw the first
#719% and q¥8% must have dealt with topics purely
logical and metaphysical respectively. But the
works of the first #31f% and 3% are lost to us and
we find in ®M%’s 3A/EFT and AiEw’s AER respectively
metaphysics with a sprinkling of logic and logic
with bits of metaphysics: because, sufficient time
must have elapsed since the inception of the systems
which were now on their way to amalgamation.
Thus when &ag establishes &g asa sa9 (2.1.8.)
or when he refers to &amiEs (3.1.15.) he deals with
topics that come within the pale of #@. And when
fiew, on the other hand, deals with topics like the
permanence of the soul (3.1.19) or when he
determines that our bodies are constituted of only
one element he deals with topics that fall within
the sphere of metaphysics. In short, the systems
that were to investigate in different spheres were

“already showing a tendency towards amalgamation.

And the reasons for this tendency are not far

©(vin)
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Provose

to seek. Both the systems had appeared to temper
the reaction from the tendency to place a blind
faith in the authority of thé scriptures. As R@adds
they do show deference for the Vedic tradition. But
a tendency to differ from the tradition where it
clashed with reason is also slightly perceptible in
both the systems. When the 43@% says that the
body is made up of one element only, he differs, cn-
grounds of reasoning, from the 4 that says that
the body is made up of three elements or five.
When a 29035 defines 15 as g@wd and not as
agImAdIE, he shows a tendency to differ from the
A&, Thus both were rationalistic and here we can
trace the common meeting-ground of both. TFhe
anccdotes that #m%’s last words were qiaa: 4189 in-
stead of the name of some god and that there was
a clash between the 38% sqi@ and the Es sgoag*
(Maa ), though not credible, are yct significant of
the attitude of the twe systems towards the 3gR.

The system in #1%’s g%s is to be distinguished
from that in those of drm on the following points:—-

1. &mg is metaphysical and deals with six cate-
gories that are supposed to exhaust the Universe.

* aaa l% ETHAZYTEY SAIGET FARYA TP T Hdeq iy
aR@a qEIg SAEa sqn&u etc.
— JFYRN®A, on AYYIZZIT in 4. §. 4.

(1x)
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N . . . . .
aimw is dialectical and deals with sixtcen heads that
have a bearing on dialectics and reasoning.

2. #mg admits two SHMs 5@ and sga@, diaq admits
two more, 39917 and &R,

After #mg and dlaq the systems came nearcr
and nearer. The writers wWho came in the ficld
brought about a syncretism between the two
schools and to-day the distinction between them is
no more than theorectical.

Now, one is said to belong to the 931 or the
QA% according as he adheres or not to the theories
summarised in the following Stanza cited in the
QIZITaHT: —

A T EAIIRN T g ARy )

I67 7 e@fea FZe 3 FARE @ 0
1. The 33f®s hold that @ is produced (371 ) by
siegiE; the Fanf%s hold that it is only made known
(@) by &g, wiaz holds the fromer view,! (sce
notes on §&4l. )
2. The 3if%s hold that when a jar is baked, the
change of colour is due to the atoms in the jar (i)
being baked individually. The 4@if®s hold that the
jar as a whole (f@®) is baked and not the individual
atoms. The former are called §igm®aisds and the
latter @a@&AN®ds. @wwz holds the former view .2

1 RaiRé g adiand | —AFEAE
2 o9 WATEET TR T AR | —- avdiaw

(x)
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Introduction.

3. The 3af§%s hold that @ can be &i% as well as
1qast while the d@@4s hold that it can be &% only.
aaz admits @ams@am like the §3Ms.!

We can extend the list by adding the
following: —

4. qUIF is AFATA according to the UMss. It
is S@GEAYT according to the AqNgEs. aAswz holds
that it is inferrible only.2

5. sm@q is inferrible only according to the
FiG%s. It is perceived directly by the mind acco-
rding to the 99@%s  ##taz holds the former view.
Thus &#z shows a tendency towards the 3%
system.
4
Are ®&z’s and Wan’s systems atheistic ?

The =99 and the 4q@% systems have been
included by tradition in the list of ARws (WA=
philosophy ) also styled siRaszalas as distinct from
the @18R@%3d9s like those of the ¥ds and the s
Tradition says,3

1 Ralsi @R /A {wasa ] —asdidE,

2 S gAaE SR AWAH ag: |
auTEISAFEAISTIT Qi ARE: 1 —sqaFA.
3 7z ¢ AResNRRRTRRgassaRTa 1 &Re-
SATHPNRA I guaEfE: | —avdRE.

3 = -3aa.

(XI1)
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& dit (@tex and ToswS ) § 9 AAiF (99 and IW )
& a3l (= and 33 ) R EZ g~ (AR RTAR-
oag: 1 )

Nobody questions the fact that the = and
the 33f& systems as they developed a fter_fflw and
Mg were 3% and theistic. For, the later @f&%s
included 4¢ in the list of 575, and to Him they
attributed the creation and destruction of the
world.! All are agreed on this point. DBut the
suggestion by some that 4t does not find a place
in the g51s of Waa and ®mMZ is as much bold as
misleading. Of thesc some? hold that the absence
of mention is due to an atheistic tendency on the
part of #m7 and A, while others3  belicve  that
it is due to the idea that *“ God is beyond and
above the phenomenal world with which  their
systems were chiefly concerned.” But they are
agreed on the pojnt that both g and Faa did not
admit §4¢  Some* have gone to the extent of
saying that 9geaqig says nothing about God which
isa clear mistake in view of the fact that as scen

1 Sar e sqsioat AR @aard asegadedadaer qir-
givlga®d aa: ga: AOAT WIEY aPEUIERITAC cte.
——SFRATIZAIST (p. 48)
LAY RN WY A @AY | - awdE.
2 Banerjea, Dialogues on Hindu Philosophy, ref. by Athalye & Dodas,

3 Athalye and Bodas pp. 136--137.
4 Athalye and Bodas p. 137,

( x11)



Intreduction.

in the quotation in the note above he ascribes
creation and destruction to 4t as explicitly as
any other later logician. Keith also seems to hold
the view that &g and Waa are both silent about
God. For, he says,! *“ can we therefore assert

that the silence of &% and A -oveeeenenen. means
that the authors of the 34i@% and the =1@gas were
not believers in God ? v It may be the

the carly criticisms of the system in the period
between &M and 99891g resulted in the recognition
of this defect and that tiie Creator was assumed
to fill the lacuna .-

Dut as has been said above, this isan errone-
ous view about the g3s of &mg and M. In 30 we
find the following @%s which according to the
commentators, hint at the assumption of God and
Yogins by him. &3 &4 @emgiog@i 879, 1 2. 1. 18.

SgsITaRgHEaT: 1 2. 1. 19,

1 Keith Atomism  264--2006,

Keith elsewhere does take note of ;ﬁdq’s reference to iyg{ (p 22
How to reconctle the two ?
It 15 not unhkely that this theory of the WJW——%%]I?FB atheism

was due to their bearing some resemblance to the Epicureans
sc far as the atomic theory was concerned. It the Ipicureans
denied God, well, so might the ;qrq--ﬁ%{&q;s: seems to be the
idea,

Cp. Webb’s History of Philosophy ‘‘ Its attraction ( that of the
atomic theory ) to the Epicurean School, however, was not its
scientific utility so much as its apparent inconsistency with
the doctrine of the divine government of the world which they
regarded as the source of the worst evil that affects mankind,
namely the fear of death, and what may come after it.” (p. 66)

t3

( xur)
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If we suppose that it is commentator’s! ingeu-
ity that is behind this assumption, no such suppo-
sition is possible in the case of the last ¥, agaAgI-
e W19 where & evidently stands for 8
Again &7, now and then, shows the highest
respect for the #f& which is one more cvidence to
show that he was not an atheist.2 His eulogy of
ad which he specifically describes in the g=
ARSI S EFAAGANIEIIIIN ete, is one  more
instance in point.

That ®Wg’s system was not athcistic at its
inception is further proved by the tradition of the
origin of the system, which howsoever mythical
and fanciful, is yet typical of the spirit in which
the system has been looked upon. Tradition3? says
that 8 in the form of an owl revealed the gud to
Mg being pleased with the latter’s austerity. This
tradition dating as far back as9a€a®ig* is illustrative

1 &0 am, &9 #14 Q@ sguaneRRemdsamgTiat
acasf RE —3qexl, on the ¥ ¢, 2.1.18

FgAgT’s ([43°@ follows suit.

2 gheqal amIsRAAT 1 6. 1. 1. weaRamEy 2. 1. 17,
AFHA! etc. repeated twice.
3 aaRaT ENEYAY €A IFFEUIN SAAT TII9ZHY-
IRATAA ™ 93X
— I FEIA, on eNeEAgAq inthed. 3. &
4 Frmaen TSR a9 3ART e A F -
¥ aa: —9. ¥ p. 329.

(x1v)



Intreduct:on.

of the fact that #mg’s system ever enjoyed a place
in the list of the e'fRasgdas. How else could we
explain this attitude towards the @3s of &g if not
on the assumption that from the very beginning
they were looked upon as consonant with the
Vedic tradition and as such far from atheistic,—a
conclusion that ought to have a foundation in the
ggs themselves ?

As regards @@ again, there is a g1 which exp-
licitly states that 4% had a place in his system. Cp.

§NC B GEFHIREIIAT 4 1. 19,

XL —gENSE GHGAR TqEd GHEIRSANNY  JargHl-
U qQUAIA GEIERGESTAMNA 90T T 4T WA SR |

In the presence of this €% how can we say, as
some have said, that @&aw is silent on the question
of 8t ? Waq again evinces a deep regard for the
Vedic tradition. Cp. his %

FANGIZAMNITT FIROLANGIMOAT N 2. 1. 67.
A& — NGOG IZIARIOALAASAH, p. 92.

In the face of this evidence any attempt to
show that ®mg’s and iaw’s &ds are atheistic or even
silent on £4¢ seems unwarranted. The truth is
that the s do refer to £4t, but do not discuss him,
at any great length, as they do other topics,
because of his transcendental nature. The systems
as evolved by &mg and W&® were rationalistic,

(xv)



Intreduction.

no doubt, but their reasonings never landed them
into atheism.

&g and MNa.

The earliest extant work of the ¥R system
is the 33R%gT of =g, also styled the IFHIIA.
The system as it is developed in the §Fs gives
ground to the belief that the §%s must have been
preceded by other works on the subject, which
the s like the s of aiguaw and IR supplanted
by their systematic form and comprehensive treat-
ment; and the view of some! that the 391§% thought
must have existed prior to the rise of Buddhism
seems to be well founded The gas of ®0g are held
by some? to be later than the ®as of Waa while
others3 hold the opposite view which seems to be
more reasonable than the former.

The author of the s is styled &M% or #1¥F or
%mag all meaning ‘Atom-eater.’ Some associate the
name with the theory of atoms for which &mg is
held responsible. Others* say that he got the name

1 Radhakrishnan, History of Indian Philosophy Vol. 2 p. 177

2 Athalye and Bodas, Tarka-Samgraha, WR’S qAs ( after 4th cent.
B.C.) MaAs gxs (end of 5th cent. B.C. )--Intrcduction, p. xxxu,

3 Keith, Atomism p. 92,

4 @ € FTEOR APIWIZSBA qEAE  FAR QA AR
- MBI, FF TR aeT w9l gRW A9 anTIAaieeE”
FIMRIY HqE PO G ~-AGEID p. 2.

(xv1)
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because he lived on corn that he gleaned from the
road like a pigeon. (®91a) He belonged to the
FrATix ! His system is sometimes called the
l@FTWA the name being explained in two ways.
Some say #mg’s other name was 3&& which must
have been the source of the name of the system,
while others say that fg being pleased with the
penance of Mg revealed to him the syster in the
form of an owl (3%%), the second explanation being
too fancied to be believable? Sugiura3 says that
he was called ¢ rice-eater ’ because he lived on
rice collected from women while his name 3I%% is
due to his residence on mountain combined with
an ugly form. It is said that #wWg was so materi-
alistic that his last words on his death-bed were
qra3: 1 €i83:1 Atoms ! Atoms !

diaa the author of the =qagas is also styled
#1g9ix. The latter name is explained away as being
due to an incident between #iaq and =@ whom the
former saw with an eye set in his foot, because he
did not condescend to look with the ordinary eyes
at 5718 who held the opposite views#4. It has been
proved that this 9iaq cannot be identified with the
94g7%” and not in the least with his name-sake who

1 smeawyg p. 200........ HFATISHA,
2 |aw p. 2.

3 Cited in Athalye and Bodas Introd. XXX.
4 See quotation page IX,

(xvir)
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was the founder of Buddhism.! Similarly the view
that identifies him with Sgea@m32 and also another3
that makes him the brother of &g are untenable.

His q&s are the earliest extant literary work
on the system, but must have been preceded
by similar cther works in the same field. His
system is dialectical and logical; &mg’s is primarily
metaphysical. @@ has once for all given the final
form to the Indian syllogism with its five @i9%as.

Among the theorics of the metaphysics of
Mg those of qAmy, @YY and AT are important.

6

Is the Atomic Theory of the FREs berrewed
Jrom others ?

Keith* is inclined to believe against the view
of Max Muller’ that the atomic theory of the 3af¥#s
1 Athalye & Bodas T.S. XXXIII.
2. @y g Yas: AQTIT: AW SIEATF: SRS §A
agiiliaaeda amnNan: §E A=A | — AW p. 2,
3 YU cited in the praface to the GRS P 10

4 Keith's Atomism p. 17,
5 Six Systems

“ It is no doubt very tempting to ascribe a Greek origin t0 guyg’s

theoryof atoms. But suppose the atomic theory had really been borrowed
from a Greek source, would it not be strange that 6"“{’5 atoms are

supposed never to assume visible dimensions till there is a combination
of three double atoms( UL )? ...... I do not remember anything like

this in the Epicurean authors and it seems to me to give quite an
independent character to gujjgs’ view of the nature of an atom,”

(xvi)
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was borrowed from the Greeks. ¢ The Epicureans
raised it into a widespread belief, and it would be
irrational to deny that it might easily have been
conveyed to India, says he. Radhakrishnan* cate-
gorically repudiates the view of Keith showing
how the theory of atoms of the FaiG%s essentially
differs from that of Democritus, who first developed
the theory in Greece which was later adopted by
the Epicureans, on the following points:—

1. According to Democritus atoms differ
in quantity or size, and not in quality. Accor-
ding to the 3% the qualities of an atom of
the earth are different from those of an atom
of water and light and air, which in their turn
differ mutually. But theirsizes are the same.

2. Democritus and Epicurus hold the
atoms to be in motion by nature, while the
R3M®® believes that they are at rest until moved
into action by &#8 or WaaT.

3. Greek atomism dispensed with the
agency of God in creation: The ¥R did
admit the agency of God in a more or less
definite shape.

Prof. Radhakrishnan says in conclusion, ‘There
are thus distinctive features of the 8 atomism

* History of Indian Philosophy II. pp. 202-3.
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Introduction.

which cannot be due to Greek influence and it is
easy to find anticipations of the atomic theory in
the early Indian thought.

Jain Atomism vs. R30% Atomism:—

The atoms of Jainism are so different in their
nature from those of the 3a@% system that no
theory can be tenable which regards one as the
borrower of the other. In Jainism all atoms posscss
the qualities of &7, @@, #=4, §dm and a potential
power to produce %%% though they themselves
are egiigd. In the aRF system the atoms of
the different substances possess different qualitics
and have got nothing to do with @& which is
the exclusive quality of & which is @% and has
no atoms. This sets aside the claim that the 2ui®%
is an off-shoot of Jainism.

7
ANWE's personal };istory ( probably 1625 to 170C
A.D. )t

gz the son of @& ®d was born in a family

{ Athalye and Bodas; T. S. Introduction LXIII He must have livec
later than gy (1600 A. D. ) whose work aga{) he taught to hi

students and earlier than the author of the commentary ﬂaﬁq{;“zq;' b.

%]i"q ez the earlist known commentary on the ﬁéq‘ ( earlie!
than 1722 A. D. ) The oldest known ms. of the gHgyg also corsoborate

this conclusion for it is dated g 9¢3v e 17124, D.
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known as UT@mAIRTs.! Allare agreed that he was
a Brahmin of fhe South, though opinions differ
about the exact region. Some place him in
the Karnataka; othews state that he was an in—
habitant of the Tailangana? The Madras edition
of the a389g places him in ¥R on the banks of
the Krishna, where there are Rigvedin Brahmins
styled ##iwzs living to this date. Godbole3 in his
Dictionary of the History of India places him in a
village named Garikpada in the Tailangana, his
place of study being #Pagt,

eivag had the privilege of being born in a
family that had literary traditions behind it. His
father was, it scems, well versed in the #ga for he is
styled s¥affmed. His elder brother uwgm* was a
great grammarian who is reputed to be the author
8@t a glosson the Rz,

aistaE himself wrote the 334%g, the asdng ks,
et and weasgidigind, both works on grammar,

1 qaisAfty agaiteds RN Jnzsmet @R agmlawE
EGLORRIEESICRIECT LG TRt s TR RS
quiafiadieqs -0 §  Madras Edition,

2 gded sl (RS W b )iy b o

3 Referred to by Athalye and Bodas, T, S,

4 oeg w.ANK ARIRER yagiz: AT RFRAMT: [aR-
Wt AM sqRTAAIRspAAr et
Madras Edmon T.S,

(xx1)



Introduction.

7Gga3I™ and two or threc works more, showing
his versatility.

The agdsg which 1$%z must have composed
to initiate his students in @% has had the rare
distinction of being one of the most popular
manuals on Sanskrit Logic. When swuz descr-
ibes the purpose of its compilation to be ar@At gaaiq
he is not wide of the mark. It is simyle, brief and
as lucid as the subject would permit it to be. A
comparison of the definitions and the general treat-
ment of topics, in the a®d%g, with any other typi-
cal work on Sanskrit Logic will bear out the above
estimate of the manual. The long list of comme-
ntaries on the a#dsg is a strong testimony to the
popularity the manual has enjoyed from the
beginning. a%wz, though of the syncretist school,
was essentially a 888, (Cp. the section on the
difference between the dan@ss and the FARss. )
That he belonged to the conservative school of
the ®@@&s and not to the new one is clear from his
definition of &, his view that@1§ is inferrible
only, his admission of @%s, not to zdd several
other indications.

In the course of his tuitions sm%E must have
felt that in being brief in his ad¥sg he was becomi-
ng obscure. So the a8gW&%" must have been
written to supplement the manual. The @8¥%gand
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the 8&zi%& form one organic whole. The agdng is
simple, no doubt, but it could not hope to be
comprehensive while aiming at brevity. The as¢it
fills in the gap It is not the a3éag but the AR
that sheds light on such important theories as the
WAAIE, the 4T4PAZ of /W, the «AFWAA of 1Y, the
question of 3TW, the propriety of Ma&w. So it is
no exaggeration to say that the &g supplies
some of the most vital topics on Sanskrit Logic.

In brief, the a®8%g and the &%l give in
nutshell the system of a8. There was very little
scope for originality after mg and, aboveall, after
5989k had given final shape to the system. That
is why all works on &% after S@eaqig are written on
lines closely similar and treat of topics almost
identical.

8

A gencral estimate of the =1 9-3ARs system:—

When our horizon of knowledge is ever widening
it is not unlikely that we may fail to look at the
accomplishments of the system with any deep
regard. Some of their theories like those of wwa¥
and &4 may not appeal to the scientific mind of
our centuries. Our faces may be lit up with smile
not unmixed with sarcasm when a @i#&% of the calibre
of &R explains away the dfleadt of en®1g with the
remarks, o

(xxi1rr)
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o o A4S v R SARRR W | GRIGRREAm R
FAPwgREer FuaRIsTal aaRmA

(37ear on the R gA11. 1.5)

We might question the logic behind the argument
advanced to prove that gold is 3%8. To us the
view of ®Wg that the sdw@a of fire and the
@437 of wind are the workings of the Unseen
might sound a little superstitious. But these are
negligible before the solid contributions the system
has made to human thought. The @9 of the
#M®s, their theory of causation, the A of Wam, the
treatment of logical fallacies and the classification
into categories are all entitled to a high place in
the history of thought. And even where the RS-
z8a fails we have to make allowance for the
limitations, particularly, in the field of the exper-
imental sciences, under which it had to labour in
those early days. The argument to prove the dwaa

of gold like sevetal others suffers from this
drawback.

¢ Is there any knowledge in the world which

is so certain that no reasonable man could doubt
it,” asks Bertrand Russel in opening his Probl-
~ ems of Philosophy and none need be sorry if the
aRWAss have indulged in eertain vagaries of
thought. It may be true as Radhakrishnan says
that theirs is not a harmonious system like the

(xx1y)
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¥ or @fex but a2 mere catalogue of items. It is
not so much in their achievements as in their bold
attempts at speculation that the oifé®s are entitled
to an eminent place. We must approach and
appraise such schools of thought bearing in mind
the remarks made by the same great philosopher
( Russel ) about the capacity of philosophy.

‘“ However slight may be the hope of disc-
overing an answer it is part of the business of
Philosophy to continue the consideration of such
questions, to make usaware of their importance,
to examine all the approaches to them, to keep
alive that speculative interest in the universe
which is apt to be killed by confining ourselves™ to
definitely ascertainable knowledge .

(xxv)
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TRANSLATION
AND

NOTES.

Tr.— Having placed the Lord of the Universe
in heart and having saluted the spiritual preceptor
a compendium of Categorics 1s being composed for
the easy understanding of youngsters.

The author enters upon a discussion as
regards the propricty of 2 13, in his Z@E1, which
1$ a running commentary on the at@9g. Therein he
cstablishes that it has been an invariable practice
with the &2 or those who admit the ultimate
authority of the Vedas (F35miea13g1=3s)to begin their
works with a #%7& which ensures their completion
without anything untoward coming in the way
(AfdmaRan<d, )

fgw is @’, the @saq®¥ of the M¥ar. Cp.
NGIEAA [ FARFF | 3T GREFUPRIN: —aggTHAgTRY:
faqrg HI=Iaq
Cp. 984 3% w1 9Rnqa 33 am g4
AEGA BRAA WA AR AGRATN
—Nam® 6. 23
A

Cp. Rgikat st in the AGe1. a0z explains 1w
as SRIMRIYZHIS: A J @F=E: i e a youngster suffici-
ently advanced in age to be able to grasp and
grip things taught, and not a suckling who is not
capable of ag@, much lcss wr@,

(1)



Noles— [ Sect. 1

The explanation by another commentator
AfREAIBOEEEHTR A  Aafiagguied  T1%Iq, though
unwarranted in view of the interpretation of the
&1 is yet suggestive.

gaa:

Because other treatises on a% or Logic, whether by
their extent or subtlety, become incomprehensible.

Cp. ani (agai seami ) sRdegaaige@i 99 3 sy
—QE,

aiqaz’s expectations have turncd truc and his
a%uzsg has always been a stepping-stone tothoso
who want to command a knowledge of @& The
popularity of the treatise in its field is evinced by
the number of commentaries thereon. The treat-
ise is sufficiently simple dnd does not share the
cumbrous style of other &% works.

qAHETE
‘@’ is here used as a synonym for a7
¢ category ’ (ﬂﬁ'ﬂ siimig= g ash: geaigazral: ) So
a%¥98 means 914493, a compendium (§9g: =G
€894+ ) of the categorics. The word &% has been
used in the same sensc in the nomenclature of
some other treatises on Sanskrit Logic, like @&,
Hicﬁgﬂ The primary significance of the word
as which means ¢ Reasoning’ must have becen an
incentive to its constant use in naming treatises on
Sanskrit Logic, because ¢ Reasoning’ forms the
very back--bone of Logic.

(2)



Sect. 2] Notes—

__ 0
R R
Tr.—Scven are the nameable things viz. Substance,
(2) Quality (3) Action (4) Generality (5) Parti-
cularity (6) Intimate Relation and (7) Negation.

931§ is a namcable thing.

The aiffiss state the SF9T of AT to be the

Why are seven  cessation of & consequent upon the

T removal of {2413 or erroneous know-

admitted.Jedge of things in the Universe. It

follows, therefore, that for §®MIT we must possess
asqqa of things in the Universe.

But how are we to get the a=3da of the infinite
things in the Universe? With the limitations
imposed upon humanity it is impossible for man to
richtly comprehened things individually. s it then
impossible to get rid of Mrawa ? Are we destined
to rot in the perpetual thraldom of ignorance?

It is exactly in overcoming thisdifficulty that
science is most helpful. By analysis and synthesis
sciecnce makes the infinite finite. Cows may be
infinite.  But do I not correctly picture to myself
essentially the cows that g¥ma lifted in the past, from
iRuz’s cowpens ? Can I not project my imagination
in future and visualise essentially the cows that are
yet to appear in the world? So the individually
infinitc cows ccase to be beyond the grasp of my
finite knowledge. What has helped me is analysis
and synthesis, or, in other words, classification.

Any science worth the name forgesor at least
attempts to forge some instrument based on classi-

(3)



Note:~— [ Sect. 2

fication to overcome this infinitude of Universe.
When @@, in the 1=, asks his son #%%g,

I AATRANL: FAFT F& WA qAE A

he precisely wants the latter to grasp a prin-
ciple that would enable him to overcome infinity:
the principle in the instance being reality of
causes is based on a classification of causes and
effects.

The tendency to classify, on the part of the
aN%ss, the infinite things in the world, resulted in
the assumption of the scven wqids. Take anything
in the world and it must nceds be capable of being
subsumed under some one of the seven 9%9s.  To
put it otherwise, the seven 9%i9s exhaust between
them the whole universe. Eventually, if thescven
9314s are known the whole universe is known and
fza is radically removed..

A very close parallel to the 931@s of the aiif®s
is to be found in the ten Categories of Aristotle
a Greek thinker (384—322 B. C.).

The etymological meaning of the word agid
is ¢ a thing that is nameable.’

ogy 77 Al 93—-a word.
B gPEa® § @ sifi—an object ( to
which senses have access )

So &g means ‘an object of sense witha
name.’ ( 9q€T &%)

As every object in the world is nameable
9% designates the most comprehensive class of

things to which each and every object in the world
belongs.

(4)



Sect. 2] N otes—

The following table will explain the develop-
ment of the theory of q2i¥s.

*©
9gIds
l
Hiq §Aq
| 5
The substrata of Attributes
attributes (%5%) (
1 I
non-place-changing  place-changing
_ 4 (=)
Abiding in many Abiding in
objects ( @mI=g ) individual objects.
2 3 qu.

f483 and @aa@ have been admitted by the 8R®s to
account for their 9@@9aig and theory of permanent
connexion respectively, for which see below.

The number of Tas:—

It is worth noting that #mg, the founder or
rather the systematizer of the 33@% school mentions
only six 93@s omitting &#wg.! Even s¥eawg, ( 5th
Cent. A. D.) who in other respects, gives the
final shape to the 3™ tenets does not include
awig in the list? @M% in his a¥gymEsg3 and
gtz in  his 93gdaegeaqt adhere to the theory of

1 faasl 1 4 o
2  ZSAPVERATAARITERIAEAt Sout qxuat argeq)dae-
+3i geaQld R:Aag: — QIR .

3 geauEngm-aRimanTar ¢ §37 & ol ggde: |
4 g qovead w4 QWG ¥ 99T, |
Fvaaed R acazs R e —60

(5)



—N oles [ Seet. 3

six @ds. The admission of &wa as a
9319 is due to the scholastic ingenuity of the
later commentators. 3IggA ( FwiE® ) ard later
fianf@ (@mqgdl ) admit «wIF as a category. It
might be noted that the s school of the #iaiass
did not admit W@ as a scparate 9319, But finally
the number of the 93195 is fixed at 7.

The 33¥%s refuse to admit gy, &1, @}k, and
giaar as independent 931ds as some systematists like
the svis do. The REs say that they can be
brought under some of the 7 9qi¥s. Thus @133 can
be brought under gRa@asay, deqi is a U, VW is

the &%7 of a thing, Faal is merely & of the @3
with the 7

Some say that #i@4 has enumerated sixtcen 931¥s.
But to call the 16 topics of discussion enumerated
by Wi@das 99 is a misnomer. #iad never implics
that the 16 heads exhaust the things in the universe
and as this is the basic conception of 93, the
sixteen heads of #a# can never be styled as 1%, As
a dialectician @l wants to induce his students to
closely study the 16 heads which are so useful in
dialectics. A 9519 is metaphysical and net dialecti-
cal. The @ and en8a of the &g s or the %@ and
9%4s of the &#&ds may be 9Fds, in their way; but the
seq, [RA31 or 83 of & can hardly be the classes
meant to subsume the things in the world.

] T=9s
Tr.—Then the substances are nine only; earth,
walter, light, air, ether, time, space, sel f and mind.

(6)



Sect. 3 ] Notes—

Having enumerated the 7 gi¥s &z proceeds
to enumerate the sub-~varieties of the first 9319
viz. &, In the case of &4s the number has ncot
fluctuated, at least so far ag the an¥®s are concerned,
since the time of ®&mz.! M does admit these ZAs,
though not so systematically or explicitly as#mg2

e7 is a 938 in which qualities or actions can
abide.

Is H*qHI a T=7 ?

The digig®s of the school of FWT@WZ say that
q9F[ is £59 in addition to the nine stated.

They argue that &g s a %7 because it is
the substratum of g% and @41, and nothing but a zs1
can be, as a rule, the substratum of these. When we
say s ad:  we attribute @l8gW to awg ; when we
enter a dark room with a lamp and when we find
aadq_ receding we say aa@ald  thus ascribing &1 to
an:.  Thus being an &im@ of g0 and &1, &a:, say
the wzdinta®s, must be a &4,

Then they show how &4: cannot come under
any of the nine s enumerated. It cannot be
gedl, because it has no touch and smell. Can it
be &3 then? No. It has not the cool touch,
white colour and taste that are peculiar to ®3. It
cannot be 8: because neither has it the hot touch
nor the bright white colour peculiar to ¥%: It

1 gReITeN MGUHI FE Rmen /7 ¢ w1 g 1.1.5.

2 gfuEiqeds) aguEgid it = |, 1-1-13.
arwadl: gl sade®: Ao, 1-2-21.
RgsEmRaA qdw 1 bid, 1-2-22.

(7)
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cannct be ag which has touch but no colour wher-
eas®: is without touch and possesses blue colour.
Lastly, it cannot be either &% or &% or R% or
@I or &4: because all of these are without colour.

The wizdiaig®s, therefore, hold aa: to be an
additional z=9.

The @ld®s refuse to admit aa: as a &9 at all,
They say that 84: is no more than an W of &u:
and hence is to be subsumed under &wm.

The dinigs based his contention on the presen-
ce of i@ and A1 in a8g . The &% summarily
rejects both as being illusory. It aag were really
1% how is it that we apprehend its so-called fagq
even in the absence of light (#1@1%)? Because, the
rule is that for perceiving a thing with colour light
is necessary. So the fl@&s in darkness is an
illusion. Similarly the attribution of &1 is erron-
eous. When we see darkness moving with the
appearance of a lamp the movement really belengs
to the lamp! and not to the darkness. So that a&:
is not a &= but mere @Wq of & and it has been so
recognised by the sm@wiai@®ss who, with  slight
modification, say it dSIgAINE 2

It might be added #iw, a ai&%, author of the
133 a gloss on HWEANI's WA regards #4: as
somethmg positive which he includes under &1.3

1 AIBEIRII G AT HA) —s g,
2 aenEaReNST SR AAsW A w¥a: aARNTaE KR
S | (R fiasy an: g aHEWAT | —RAH.
3 Cp. the s1ga, adi x4 eqaeam, (FaEea ) |
—Ra%l on RgrFagwEA.

(8)
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Are gold and similar bright metals to be regarded
as an additional substance ? The an%%s hold them
to be &: and nothing else. See below under &:

The nine #=4s can be divided into two broad
divisions, q& corporeal, those that are capable of
action and s1q¥ or @Y all--pervading, which are not
capable of action.

7
ua 3
9 gedl X {9 Y AIGL QG W q4G 9 A1 = BS IRF ¥ ARAT,
or
L |
Hagsygs CDGER
Which singly or jointly Which are not the
are the material causes material causes of any
of the products 1n the world products in the world,

Igedl 2 Aiq 3} B ¥ Y AP 950, > RE, @Ay WG

The word %9 is explained as %% which is an
| for gus and @as like a tree.

8 s
Tr.—Qualities are twenty-four; colour, ltaste, odour,
touch, number, dimension, individuality or separateness,
conjunction, disjunction, remoteness, nearness, gravity,
fluidity, viscidity, sound, knowledge, pleasure, pain,
desire, aversion, effort, merit, demerit, and impression.
@ and ARA can be translated better by ‘remote-
ness’ and ‘nearness’ than by ‘priority’ and ‘posteri-
ority’ because they are both temporal and spatial.
aw is that 9@ that abides in #s%s without
changing their locations.

(9)
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It is noteworthy that ®mg mentions only
seventeen I9s omitting to include in his list 7%,
gad, €17, 9EBR, ¥, orqd and 8.1 In swe@wig, for the
first time, we find the number raised to twenty-
four.2 Neither aq in his=@gds nor A&IAT in his
Wi explicitly or impliedly notes the qualitics-
palpably because they are out of the range of
dialectics.

The Fif% repudiates the admission by some
(?) of axa, @33, g3:@--—-the commentator g adds
asd—as additional qualities by shc wing how #7@&
is mere J&AAEA,—It must be admitted that 3= or
lightness is not mere negation, @94 and & being
different degrees of heaviness —and how siZa@ and
|3 are no more than HIqaEqlIFaT.  aka, AfGg
says, is also agFEAFIAZT.

Of the twenty-four qualities some belong to
the qaz=4s exclusively, some to @qf or @yxeas
exclusively, while others belong to both.

Thus we get the following scheme:—3

1 SWAT-TEIGI; G&q1 GRAIOA  g9ad SRR qranE

g4 gag:™ oIl g g | —&3.4.11.6.
2 qUAYANE Jrazdaeigaesiee (98 & SR ) @I
AT agEaRTn: | —. .

Cp. again Q@ IM&EgRIAAILAIF; FNIA FISARYRAA
ghan: —ywad
3 &% W@: @l [EAsEEd |
g €rgama wan gagomstfiy (Fa RafeanRiscgrenona:)
qaigal WAl 9 g5 gAAsk |
casqAgon: ad Rghx: el
deqrza) @amr=a sadat T qar: 0 —R, gHE
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s
|
AT, elq\%rgrs ﬁﬂfq\ﬁ{l,st
189 7 T&q 13% 6 3= 1 9553
2@ 8 zaa 293 7 9¥ 2 g
398 9 &§ 3@ 8 e 3 Ry
4 9@ 10 % (gewR) 4 g=31 9 WEATAI(dEIN)4 gt
5 sai@l] Raeqos (§e5r) S5 10 T)| 5 aRqror

6wy

Again, some of the qualities can abide in
individual g9s while others can abide in combina-

tions of them. The former are called R3mqus, the
latter @@= Os,

!ITTS

ﬁﬁq‘ﬂ‘". IR,
1 3% 9 WAl 1 g g9 lgma
28a 10 &4 2 qam 10 Fa
3ga 11 @ 3 gudeq
4 & 12 4 Ggm
588 13 @ 5 @wm
6 sqA@ 14 g 6 WA
7 9% 15 aiffEs zad i c 7 anE
Q wuw (natural fluidity) g 3REzT

16 @5 (artificial fluidity)

The enumeration of the 3s represents a very
bold step on the part of the mi%®s to enlist in the
most comprchensive way all possible qualities. To
say that the list is final is arbitrary when sciences
arc becoming more accurate and new properties
are being discovered. But considering the times

(11)



—Notes [ Sect. 5

when the g%s were enlisted certainly it was a very
comprehensive list of qualities.

% FAL
Tr.—Actions are five, throwing upwards,
drepping downwards, contraction, expansion and
motion in general.
#9s while abiding in their substrata bring
about a change in their locations.

From the time of #g the number of #&Ads
has remained steady. @4, of course, has no place for
their discussion in his §%s. Motion may be vertically
either upwards (3R ) or downwards ( «9%9w ),
and horizontally towards oneself ( %1% ) or farther
from oneself (sam@). All action that cannot
come under either of thesc is relegated to the broad
class of #8a. The very presence of the head of msa
shows that the systematizers could not catch hold
of some sound principle of division to exhaust
all cases of action.

W and HH:-— .

qs are stationasy; &W¥s transitory. What is
meant is that #%s while abiding in their substrata
do not make them change their locations while

®4s when abiding in objects bring about the
change of location.

The lotus by possessing the qn of #i@&1 does
not change its place. But the ball when it possesses
s@Tmed does change its place, say, from the hand
upwards.

In view of this difference we can hardly

(12)
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accept the suggestion of some! that ‘they are,as it
were, two different phases of the same phenomenon.
aa in the process of change is action while &,
when made fixed and permanent becomes a I
It is not permanence or otherwise that distingiushes
the two. For do we not see the lotus fading and
the chamelcon changing its colour and do we not,
in these cascs, persist in calling their g9s s, from
the start to the finish? No @f$% will ever say that
the motion of earth is its I7. For he is very positive
in his distinction between g and @A, #AL
presupposes change of location; @1 does not.

Tr.—Generality is of two kinds, higher and lower.

g1 is constituted by the common characteristic
which enables us to group several individuals, in
which it abides in common, as belonging to one
class. Thus #l@ is the @mFa forming the bovine
class; &%l or existence is ancther @& which
persists in all existing things.

[ Some? say:--#mMg's notion of @M= is materially
diffcrent from that of the later af$®s. While the
former holds it to be a subjective characteristic, the
latter regard it as objective. According to ®mg, the
same characteristic may be @mi= or Raw according
to the way in which we view it. If we look upon @
as comething persisting in many cows, it is @MW,
if, on the other hand, dirg were viewed as distinguis-

1 ﬂéﬂﬂ by Athalye and Bodas.
2 " ” and Kcith's Atomism PP. 192193,
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hing a cow from a horse, say, it becomes [aW.
According to the later afé®s, @W= always remains
a ¥+, because it is an objective quality running
through the members of a class, not changing
with our view point.

This view in based on an inaccurate interp-
retation of the &3, GAI=T A3 & Fegdaq!. F0F wants to
make a distinction between two kinds of @dF4s and

two kinds of @R3ms.

There are three @m=s which can be ®3%s and
vice versa viz. TA@; INA, BAA. [ &IE q0E wwHA 9
g a2 )

There is one 9®I= viz. @41 which can never be
fage (wEisgINT Y@K ami=angs )

There are some f@7s ( @@ {4 ) residing in
eternal  things which can never be amw=s
( S=agFAR): [RAGeT: )

One might naturally ask how is it that some
ami=s and @9 can be @Y7s and AA=as respectively,
while others cannot. A reply to the question is
given in the words gatad. It depends, says &g,
upon their giving AAg39g= (cognition of persistence)
and =R, (cognition of exclusion). ¥, for exa-
mple, can give both the notions. @& cannot give
#agiE because there is nothing that cannot come
under @&'. The RA47™ @RI cannot give HFINYE.
By their very nature they are distinct. sa€a91g5 does
not atall distort the sense of the g5 as Keith® wants

lsugs WRB AT 9 .3 28 g 1.4 3 R4
LA v, 439 158 5 amer BRT awe sigT-
SAFERNA 1.... A9 AR FgAA amd  aRAneaaR sad |
—=%. 9. 6 Atomism—p. 193.
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us to believe. Even @@ti@4 § in his 39 holds the
same view. Thus, beyond doubt, ®2g's &™IFG is
as much objective as that of any later ®fé%. ]

@iwi=g is divided into two divisions, W @M,
the higher generality and s:g@wi=, the lower
gencrality.  Others, like fafig@ (agegd), give
three divisions. 9@, | and UL,

9 and sw@@=:— If we consider the am~s
gigale (s919%), and 9@, (%€ manufactured from gfaE)
giudi is waarg being the more comprehensive of
the two, 92*a the aw@@I=, being less compreh-
cnsive (8rg ). But g9aka becomes an WM
with regard to %egi@ which is a wider class.  Thus
according to this division, 9&d or AR’A is only
relative, determined by the more or less compreh-
ensive nature of one class in relation to the other.

W, AW, QUR or JIq%H, 1Y, SQISEAIT TG :-—
According to this division @4l is the sggsam=y and
is always so, no other more comprehensive
class being found.  sqw@ai= belongs to that class,
which is the least comprehensive and cannot have
any other sub—class. Thus %2 is JIR@AA, and
is always so because no class less comprehensive
than it is found. All classes betwcen these two
extremes are UK, for they can be relatively ® and
s, Thus 3fEla is 9t with regard to ®&& but &R
with regard to xs3@. Thus according to this division
W, 9 and SUR are absolutely so and not relatively.

§ STTATR: ANNEd (GRS AR EREL STRERESE VIR
A= R | @ @EER g RARFAIRAT T 1 STE on }. G
1.1
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What is @w@mi=g will always be so, and similar is
the case with regard to siwt@™MI= and WRFAA.

Which of the two divisions is better ? Though
it is difficult to answer the question offhand, it will
be found, on close scrutiny, that the first division
i1s more scientific than the second. Because, ®and
¥ are relative terms and presuppose comparison
between two. If I describe a thing as ® the hearer
would not be satisfied until I state the &% thing
with regard to which it is @ This relative
nature of the two terms is retaincd in the first
division while it is sacrificed in the second.
When [ say @@ is @@= naturally one
would like to know the &w&mIFE with regard to
which it is @, and his expectancy will be satisfied
.when both ww@m= and &w@a= are stated. The
®wis® who adheres to the first division will always
state the other @™ whenever he calls one 9 or
9. This relative aspect of 9t and 39 is lost in the
second division. When a &% of this school refers
to R@AIN, he refers to &a1; he does not think it
necessary to State 3w@M=; and when he refers to
@M=, he refers to 9@ etc. and thinks it needless
to refer to the q@mM=. Again, the second school does
surreptitiously admit the principle of relativity
in its variety of ue{ i. e. W with regard to one, &%
with regard to another. Then why not admit
the principle wholesale?

It should be noted that @#i=r and & are used
almost synonymously.

\ @7 resides in &4, 9% and &¥, but not in
any other category. }‘he reasons that come in the

(16)
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wiy of an assumption of gencrality, have beer
given by 3%asd in his @wnad, in the stanza

ST RATEGeAd  GEUSAATRAR: |
EIQIA@TE R TEFZIHE: 0

There cannot be any @mi=s or i if (1) the
object is onc only like ssig, (2) the thing:
naentioned with different nimes are identical e. g
92:7 cinnot be a sid  different from 33, or gr%rf
from 7@, w2 being the same as ®@d, g the same
xs A (3) there Ie»ults cross-division; thus ¥A& anc
1‘1 q cl mnv>t form S for sE@ is a Yageqd but stil
not 4; (4 .there is want of finality ( srFFEar
Accordingly there cannot be a sufd, @@, For i
we once admit a Sud of S that ’ﬂﬁl will agair
have another @& and so on ad infinitum; (5) there
is loss of the very nature of a thing. Thus ther:
cwmnot be a 3 of @ATs because ﬁms, by ther
very nature, are mutually  distinct while S
presupposes similarity; (6) there is want of con
nexion.  Thus there cannot be a sui@ like @RaEe
because damar@ being I with regard to @RaiF wil
reside in the latter by another @33; and this a#are
will require the help of a third @aa@ to  resid
in its substratum and so on ad infinitum. T
avoid this fault we have to deny any connexior
between &aqim and  @4319d; hence no @ like
4qg3@.  Nor can there bz any @ like ai#ide
because AEd@A will have to reside in ®W@ by awald
Dut &w|@ being negative cannot enter into an;
connection with anything! positive Thus swa

1 AQTAREARGGINT 1 ATHHALN
-GS ITEHL on q. , 1.-2-
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in connection with ®wa is impossible. Thus the
last three circumstances have been introduced to
anticipate s of @arFa, YW, GAIA and #9E.

Whatever i@ is vitiated by any of these
circumstances is called @@og @@= or SW¥ to be
distinguished from &#@vz @@= or FMA proper which
is not vitiated by either of the circumstances.

It should be seen that of the six circumstances
that of &gt is the most important. The first two
are too obvious and none would be inclined to
formulate a IR when they arc present. The last
three merely explain the technical assumption of the
M¥ss that there cannot be MRAs of @A=a, [, arRAd
and g, It is the third, 8%t which is at the basis
of many faulty classifications and cross—divisions
which onc must be very careful in avoiding. What
is meant by cross-—division will be clear from the
following instance. If @& were considered a st
then in that MM will be included all things anima-
te and inanimate that arc black and from that i
will be excluded all things that do not happen to be
black. Thus black men may get into onc class
with black sheep and black cows. This classifica-
tion based on cross-—division is most unreasona-
ble because it sets at naught the established class
which is more reasonable viz. humanity ctc.

o s
Tr-—Whereas (3) the particularitics are nothing
short of (@) infinite.
R3ws distinguish eternal objects like &3s,
IHT etc.

t
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[ As said in the scction on @@=, #mg refers to
two kinds of Ra¥s, #=@ and those that are not @=¥.
When he definitely statcs that these @a%s can
never be @ag!t he refers to their being mutually
distinct  Again, he has definitely assigned them
a place in the list of 9519s. e has thus given this
catecory as much prominence as S@= SRR
i@Famed: is not merely incidental as is scen from the
interpretation we put upon the & in the previous
scction.  Thus there is hardly any evidence to
support the view of those? who say that g does
not give much prominence to this category. The
invention of the category of [447 is a sequel to that
of @arg. If there are some qualities in common
there must be others that are uncommon. ]

gahEal gives the propriety of this category in
nutshell in the following words: —9zigial ausad=amt
JHZATTRIRICI WL QAAT Q@ ugh RAMuaag
A U SIF]EAA I (9ATAUTAT Anéq |

What is meant is this:—whenever we disting-
The sigm-  uish between substances we do so on the
feanc e of . : .
the theory,  basis of their constituent parts. When
9z 1s distinguished {from 92, it is because the con-
stituent parts of the one are different from those
ot the other.  This leads to the |rinciple &iFaa-
WYFIANT:.

But, as we know, no fa®#s® is constituted
of parts. The a9s of the elements gedt, g, &=, ang,

1 e=gmdsay RUeq: 1. 2. 6.
2 ﬂ%’gqﬁ by Athalye & Bodas p. 94-95; Keith inplies the same-
thing in his Atomism p. 195,
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for instance, do not consist of parts. The @] &a4s
viz uE@, 3, 1¥% and @kA do not consist of parts.
The minds being atomic also do not consist of
parts. How, then, are we to distinguish between
one atom and another or onc f@&s4 and another, in
other words, how arc wec to distinguish between
Razeds ?

It is to solve this dilticulty that the category
of R34 has been invented by the 3afes. They say
that eternal substances are distinguished one from
the other by the fd3s abiding in them. Each
cternal substance has one 13&T which is distinct
from other 133s.

It should be clearly scen that every atom of
gefl, &iq, I g, will have one @37 init. Therelore,
we can distinguish not only an atom of onc
substance from that of another, say, =i, but also
between two atoms of the same substance. Again,
each of the four substances &®19, 3, 3%, 3T has
cne @AY distinguishing it from all others.

Every mind again has one &3 distinzuishing
it from all other minds as also from all other
stbstances.

We cap thus distinguish  between  eternal
things, no doubt. But what is it that distinzuishes
one @7 from another ? If you admit a second @44
as residing in the first to ride over the difficulty
the fault of &tqaedi will arise. So the 3al% replies
by saying that the 1839s perform a double function.
First, they distinguish the eternal objects in which
they abide and, secondly, they distinguish them-
selves mutually ( €1 sa1ads ).

(20)
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It may be added that the thcory of R¥s is a
lame theory. If you admit that the 3% can also
distinguish itself from others why not admit
straightway that the Rezsg by its very mnature can
distinguish itself from another? The one alternative
is as much hypothetical as the other, while the
sccond has the advantage of being free from @&
or being complex.  That is why the later @f$ss
abstained from subscribing to this theory of @3

6 m'

T'r.—~Intimate Relation is one only

#RF9 is intimate relation or inherence (89 + 313~
+3% Vv g to go? ) which subsists between things of
which one cannot exist in the absence of the
other. Thus there is 8831 between 92z and ¥™s;
for the ® cannot exist without the #9@s. There is
SRaF similarly betwecn the #®s7 and 3@ because
@& in the case cannot exist apart from Iqs.

The @me¥ is supposed to abide between five
pairs. (t] AgAq-93597 [R] qr—qpina (3] - fear-
17 (¢] ania -saiw [«] AAT -Fagss.

To illustrate these pairs in order, there is
qRIT between [t] $a1s-az, (1] Mewt-398, (3] I4-

1 FeAnafE, 9 gORe:, qsd:, aanaEni-
RN Taed [ ol agay: | Ak AR
i @I [ sz ade fmzeamai |

—IART,

2 The forms q;ﬁq, ARTYRL, GRYR point to this etymology.
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M- IRFATFIF, (¥] AT adag, [4] T aiba e,

The five pairs, In-@F cte. arc described as
agaid& i. e. which are not proved to have been
g&:3 mecans (1) To separate or (2) to join. So 4a
means— (1) separated or (2) joined. Whatever
are not known to have been separated are 919a@g
according to the first derivation. The same sense
is implicd by the sccond derivation according to
which svfai@g means which arc not proved to have
been joined and which hence were never scparated
because joining presupposes separation. So, cither
way, #1748 means proved as inscparable '

[ Lookiny to the five pairs we can malke a
Genesis of Plausible conjecture asregards the genesis
9. of the theory of @i, The caterories ol
geq, W, &4, @@= and @37 were thourht out. The
next question was the connection of the most
important of these vz z4 with cach of the
rest and also with itself.
G A=A
= A=A
sy — FU=FRTIERATA
yy —BIAF=TANTAHS
,, — AAT=fadniaazsy
Though &1 was alrcady assumed under the
aus, it was not scrviccable in  the present  case.
While &1 is ®9+7, the connections under consi-
deration could not be ®A%:r because g0 and 1 arc
not capable of being @A™, only %1 being so
capable. Again, @417 is impermanent whercas the
connection that was nceded to explain the prese-
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nce of ¥m cte. in ##4 must be such as possessed
prrmanciice-—as much permanence as the connect-
ed things enjoyed, because the pairs are insepa-
rably  connccted. The cise of #9437 and «q218q
w.is siimilar and no §314 could be postulated because
the connection was relative ly permanent. . None
¢ sepaate the blue colour from the lotus nor the
jar 11 an the potsherds. So the category  of aaamr
wis invented by the 92(3st

#M7 docs not specifically make alist of the
five prirs. Buat the suguestion, that the defiinition
that it is a4 conneetion l)ctwu:n things that cannot
eXist separate 1y begins  with 9geag, made by

somet 1sountenable. For &g does  refer  to
#YHUE 10 two §F5 which L()Hu,tl\ dy give  us
three of tae five pm\, Wi SWJ-IEII?HHFH gnglﬂl?ﬁ and
EEngsd,  gaeddiz micht have bwn at  best
responstble Tor the extension of «4aidfE connection
to s w1 and RAT-1RJZA.

[n view of the above genesis,  the suggestion
by some! that @84 has been  admitted by the
anns to account for the duality of cause and cffect
appears inaccurate. 1M was not  admitted
exclusively for this purpose. It was admitted to
account for the  relatively  permanent snwgradaid
between thc itve pairs which could not be accoun-

1 a3 g R IERHEAR IR R AR B RICRLR LR ECE
ERER) qmggrmlzﬂrﬂ 7§17 ga  [RegEaka.
A | A FRAEAEER g | - gREE.

2 Atomism pp, 196-197,

3 gaiggemarRERERTAT: uianl 1 A Fg.92-13

4 Ghate gz notes p. 6.
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ted for on the hypothesis of . And it only
incidentally supports the ¥@@&3R; because it
embraces the pair of #393-waaf@q, #q4q being the
cause, &99RT the effect. If @@ were admitted
for the sake of sr@mdag, why  is it postulated to
abide between Avs—Raxsq and Mid--=A% which are
not related as cause and effect ? When ®1%
defines @WaM as XEMR Ia: BIFaROE1E g, (7. 2—
29) ! he cnly touches on one aspect of ¥R
to illustrate esamifiam (MR ). of gwaw, as 1s
clear from his assumption of #gal@ in the casc
of the three pairs in the @3s quoted above. 1f &®ai
were intended for #8@&FEMEAZ, its assumption was
unnecessary for Q-3 -4y which are BN
only as a matter of theory. ~When @&sued
repudiates the &a/™ doctrine he repudiates it not
so much because it supports ®@@HAZ as beca-
use of inherent defects in it. &®us®@ thinks that
the assumption of @@ over and above ¥ is
superfluous. Again, he believes that the assumpt-
ion that @aam is one and eternal is too technical
and is manipulated to suit the convenience of the
system. ]

&4 is sa7 and hence #id&@ while @Fad is
$qm &2 Again &1 comes under the 7gMd I;
ad  @maY is an altogether independent %M
AT gy resides in the @tsds by @wa¥ relation
( @-g@a ) while @@ does not require another
awa to be present in the gaeiii,

"] Cp. $wl’s ITEHR:~SRIFATIRGTAFAR | SABHRA-
M xesqq 1 on 7-2-26.

2 7 W itn: gEREmgeREE, aRmEdiRAR-
SR —-4%'(!.!'!‘13’3 ‘mﬁp. 326.
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If a second @93 were admitted as having
been produced to account for the presence of one,
in the gaaiRa, a third will have to be admitted to
account for the presence of the second on the first
and so on ad infinitum. To avoid this contingency
the mf$ss have admitted @5a 4 to be @& .To
prevent ima, they have admitted it to be one.
The neo-aitss and S3@s admitted @aF™s to be
8ida@ and many!. When we call 883@ permanent,
it should be borne in mind, that the permanence
is relative only, i. e. @89®@ lasts only so long as
both the @#aiRds last. As soon as one SRAIAT is
destroyed, the @ma@ will be also destroyed. Thus
the @qar between %2 and &91@ will last only so long
as the %2 lasts. As soon as the ®2 is destroyed the
ga71q will also disappear.

The 3R%s hold that @%aW is TAENARA or obser-
ved by direct perception. The 3R#&s hold that it
is 91g¥d, inferrible only. Because, they argue, if
gaaq were admitted to be s@=§, it will not
comprehend cases of @R¥¥ between perceptible
and imperceptible things like @5% and ®®14, because,
one of the two things being imperceptible the
connection between them also will be impercepti-
ble. @#ag holds the second view?,

% ANA.

Tr.—Non-existence is of four kinds: Antecede-
nt nen-existence, Consequent non-existence, Absolute
non-existence and Reciprocal non-existence.

1 QAR A WRAN gR AT ATy — AR,

2 dig w2 R RdeadAtsutdsqara=fmal « AR
EITAAOOR TealR gnawE: | —a. .
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As we have secn before, @®g as an independ-
ent category was not admitted by ®#mg, though he
recognizes the four &wasl,  &mig’s attitude scems
‘to be the only reasonable attitude. It is anoma-
lous to class @wa, which is essentially negative,
side by side with the pasitive categories. Lven
sgeans? and later writers of manuals like arags, gRug!
and %3afs’ (1200-1400. A. D. ) are unmlhn'r to
admit &9 in the fold of positive categorics. chn
negative by nature the concept of W@ has got no
distinctive positive characteristic. If swa had some
characteristic, 92M@aT. 443 oucht to have been
different from wMEad 4as, but we know from
experience that they are not different, in both
cases the upshot of the whole being mere 3.

The aiit®s who are responsible for the ingen-
uity of the assumption of the s as an inde ‘pend-
ent category hold that to be &waa{ is as much a
positive attribute (1I3%7) of the substratum (R3) as
any cther like fi@@ and s%a. The weakness of
their argument is made clear by the fact shown
above vig. that #2191 is in no way different from
92 as FBET is different from gawe.s  The Fmsts
and the 3F&As are more 10"1011 in their attitude
towards @%d when say that it is mere APNFW, 92HIT-
7983 amounting to ¥¥3 oaly. Icith traces the
germs of the idea of not- being as something know-
able and existcnt in the #2133 of faq and QEaETs
ary thereon.”

1 %8, %-3-9,1,%,4

2-3-4 See quotations on p. 5
5 @gl: 82_9gri: lzmm‘qavmm&hqamr n-—u%zmr

6 FTEIREMST MRy g qIgTIRIGAT T T 957l

&g SRERGIAT TR SIEU; | —q1. B
7 Atomism p, 204
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Knowledge of at+iia, say .the ®wi%%s, is depende-
nt upon the knowledge of its counterentity (S&3H%)
i. ¢. the thing of which @tw is predicated. Thus
to know M@ we must know what a &2 is.

AT is SRR according to the @iEFs. Because,
they say, we sce with our &7zqs, @@ like w=miE,
qziviid, According to the Wiz #dinfags 39T is the object
of an independent sam called sigT@Ry.

AT §
gauaE negation of AT - A
|  contact. ncration of Identity.
| R43d is not IIFA.
ARNIT AR5 G SC EO B R o

siaFofgT  eragofez wagofes

before it afterit  on the 4as.
is 1s

produced destroyed.

Qo giEl.

Tr. Earlh ss the substance that posscsses edour.
It is of two kinds, cternal and non-ctcrnal. The ete-
rnal earth is of the form of atoms, the nen-ctcrnal,
of the form of product.

§ It should be scen that awﬁwmm can be reduced to GPRA[-

W though the contrary is not always possible,
9 QI q = SR,
R EIA T = @AW
But we cannot say 1J#d% q2) & is cqual to ;I.ﬁ; q3) 7.
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&z here proceeds to define the several things
enumerated before.

A work on a8 is theoretically required to con-
sist of four parts. 1 S®@! statement. 2 Rwm, cla-
ssi‘ﬁcation. 3 sga2 definition and 449041, an exa-
mination of the definitions. But there is a divergence
between theory and practice in that ¥t of the
definitions is generally conspicuous by its absence
1n manuals on Sanskrit Logic. It is perhaps in Mg
alone that we find any space devoted to 703, srwe
has gat no separate section on 941, unless we gave
the name to the discussion of the definitions in
the @R®r. @ and AW are not sharply disting-
uished and in the 4@ portion we do find something
of Rw* Cp. anaiqed® T etc. Again, it is not unusual
to come across the W portions in those for agus
cp. waadt gt @i @R, That is why some do not
admit Ram as a separate division.

It is the portions comprising of @g9s or
lefinitions that constitute the most important parts
>f manuals on Sanskrit Logic.

The definitions in Sanskrit Logic are framed
.ggw With a double purpose: first (1) to enable
us to carry on our worldly dealings by a

orrect knowledge ( sgagra@™a ) and secondly, (2)
o distinguish the thing defined from all others

1 awar qgddRidagie: —addiie.

2 @ qUEaRoNS gga—
3 cp. 2-2-1,4,5,

4 Ao ey ey TTRSER ag i AR 1 AR Aa
T 71 | —aeg, wxslawE on X, q. 1-1-2

(28)




Sect. 10 ] N otes—

( agaw=a3® ), the second being merely a step to
the former. I know %2 by distinguishing it from all
other objects and then am able to carry on my
worldly dealings with it.

In Sanskrit definition an attempt is made to
set the finger on a particular attribute which is
peculiar to the thing and is thus capable of marking
it off from everything else. That is why it is called
FI@AIUIEIRATT [ —that is, a peculiar circumstance
not to be fcund anywhere else. If a @fs® wants to
define a cow he will define it by saying that it isa
qEaIdqd— animal i. e. one which has the dew-lap.
He knows that it is only the bovine class that has
this distinguishing feature. This is the implication
of the definition of @gw as s@MREN 94:,

This is indeed a happy device to mark off
the thing defined from all others. Buta definition
ought to be more ambitious. Not only must it
distinguish the thing defined from everything else,
but it must, side by side, give us an insight into
the nature of the thing. To that extent, Sanskrit
definitions are deficient because they never attem-
pt to give us a glimpse of the essence or naturc
of the thing.

asgi®% gives the three drawbacks that are
Turee likely to mar the accuracy of the definition.
gmeof They are stsmni®, @Rsan® and egeaq.  If
®JT.  anybody were to define a cowas an
animal with tawny colour the fault will be 2§

A Ll T an
7. |
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(partial pervasion ); because, there are other cows
besides, such as red, white, which will be left out
if the definition were accepted. If I were to
define it as ¢ an animal with horns ' my definition
will include animals like the bison and the buffalo
that are also horned, the fault resulting being
s1@A1f® ( over-pervasion ). If I were to define a cow
asananimal with unbifurcated hoofs the definition
will suffer from the fault of #igswq (improbability)
because cows, as a rule, arc animals with bifurcated
hoofs. It should be seen that the same &% may
be =@ and &= also. In the instance above,
a tawny animal is &8 with regard red cows
but &f=a® with regard to tawny horses etc. But
an &I/ or AR=qI® a7 can never be #duR, because,
in both, at least, a portion of the thing defined
is referred to.

Earth is the substance possessed cf odour.
Definition According to the @lis®s, zs4s do not poss-
of  ess any qualities at the moment when they
Rl Come into existence.! For, theysay, if &84
and Q7 were to come into existence simultancously
there will be no difference between the two.

According to this theory even an earthy thing

The Definition Wi1 not have smell at the moment
modified when it comes into cxistence. Much?
less will there be smell if, according to the Budd-
hists, a %= perished as soon as it comes into

1 S9t Xeq R4 ARFT Yqigad qaekandar gufba
TqIRA 1 —ALL 8,
2 neqeaFINFUIRsTIRERTE|als Nafaaa-a.dn.
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existence. (3@wf38). So such things will be left
out of the scope of the definition which, therefore,
has to be interpreted, says the @f%1,! as meaning
that Earth possesses d, narrower than zs¥@ cap-
able of existing in the same abode as odour. Sec-
ondly, what about carthen products where good and
bad smells counteract mutually resulting in no
consciousness of smell? You do not admit a Rxasa
tc account for such cases as you do Rev. aidR®w
rejects such a possibility by saying that, in any
case, there ought to be perceptible one smell good
or bad, and, therefore, the definition does apply to
cases where good and bad smells are _present.?
And lastly, what about the presence of smell in
water and absence of it in a stone? According to
the definition water will be earth, an apparent
absurdity, and the stone will be not-earthy which
is improbable. a83M# points out how such cases
are not in conflict with the definition. If we get
smell in water, it is due to the presence of earthy
particles in it. If we do not get smell in a stone, that
1s because it is not present there ina high degree,
says the g®asl, If there were absolutely no smell,
how do we get it from the ashes of a burnt stone?

The word #w4adt in the definition ought to be
interpreted as ¥R HO. [n a3, the gRARERY of 0

1 sEfasad 9 ATRAAIGR | AW ageiagor
T3 angEHIuq ) — 1, |,
2 ag guaged.. ... [[ansqEwisug | —a. 4.
3 A AN AAARIG AEIIIASEAN 1539, |
qfy  TPHETNTISRITITFIAAGITIY | FAAAT
awenl ney Ieeeqy | — R,
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and ## is always the #s7 in which they abide. In
the present instance, the @w@RsRA of #=q is gA
because the latter is the substratum of the former.
The enlargement of the definition is due to the
fact that a7qqed can be an attribute of &% and R#
because the two are all-embracing. N othing in the
world is such as is not related to &% and R%. So
%9 is also related to them, and #=aq%eq can be as
well predicated of them. But they are not the
AFIRERY or material cause of #79 as gitdl is. They
are-the gMmafafasrn of 779, Hence the elucidatory
enlargement of the word #=Javs

fa=n srfaars.

Earth is of two kinds permanent and imper-
manent. Permanent earth is the atoms of which
all earthy products are made. Impermanent
earth consists of the various products formed from
atoms.

The division into @ and &lRE is an euphuism
to show how there is the permanent carthy eleme-
nt behind all earthy products. In plain  words,
the an®% wants to say that all earthy products are
constituted of atoms which are permanent. The
products are impermanent because they depend for
their existence on the 4% between the atoms.
They, like =2, will last only as long as the &qm
between the atoms lasts and then disappear.

fova saTgEar:----

One of the most valuable contributions to Ind-
Atomic ian thought is the g of the AWfsws.
Theory  Jt makes them intensely realistic. It's

value is evinced by the fact that, till late, even
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modern physics was assuming ¢ atom ' as the last
constitueut of matter into which all productsin the
world could be analysed and which could not be
split up. It was only very lately that this theory
has been replaced by the electron theory according
to which even atoms can be split up into electrons

the ultimate constituents of matter. (See Intro-
duction. )

The atomic thcory may be thus accounted
for. Every material object, if it is earthy (wfda ),
watery (#g® ), luminous (98 ), or aerial (amT ),
is found to consist of parts. (s®@, w1, %, and
s are @198 and hence do not consist of parts.
#al@ being atomic are also partless. ) These parts
are again found to have been constituted of still
smaller parts which, in their turn, aremade up
of parts smaller still. We could have gone on
analysing the objects into their constituent parts
till infinity, if this process of analysis ad infini-
tum had not plunged us intd a logical absurdity.
If this analysis were not to stop at a particular
terminus every object big or small would be found
to have been composed of infinite parts. Thus the #%*
mountain will consist, according to this reasoning,
of infinite parts and so a @i¥ ( mustard seed) will
be analysed into as many i. e. infinite parts. Thus
the %% mountain and the mustard seed will be both
cqual in size because both consist of infinite
component parts—an absurdity too patent. In brief,
if I werc not to put a limit to my analysis some—
where I shall not be able to say, as I doin my

i [ wsaiai ] wgaseww qAEd - weETRRN
APINEEN: | AAUEAGAAT I —FHREDL,
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daily usage, that a particular thing is greater or
smaller than another, because the difference in
size is determined by the greater or smaller
number of the constituent parts. A mango is larger
than the plum because the constituent parts of the
former are more in number than those of the
latter. But if the parts become infinite where then
the difference between the sizes of the two?

So what is required is a ferminus where I
must stop my analysis. In other words, I must
assume a standard unit further than which I am
not going to analyse and in terms of which I can
say that this this thing is big and that small. And
this standard part is ‘“the atom” of the FTUss
which thus is suppesed to be indivisible. The
assumption of the unit of atom explains why one
thing is bigger than another. That which consists
of more atoms is bigger, and that which consists
of less is smaller.

The theory is to be developed thus. A mater-
1a] object that is perceptible is found to consist of
parts. Those of parts smaller still. If we were to
analyse in this way the smallest perceptible part
will be the s8{w or =gs which is, of the size of
the mote in the sun-beam, smaller than which no
object is seen. This F@9g,] because it is perce-
ptible, must consist of parts, which are called.
&q$s ‘‘diads” which are imperceptible and formed
of two atoms each. These Wgss, inasmuch as

A 9 98y pafawedii 3159 | e aEge: |-
FEAAI, 9299 TAMMINAT AZATIAL K@
G1349M: AGZIRIAFAI HSI@aq X AFAIAT agaqafes:

- gwael,
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they give rise to the product (=9%) possessed of
magnitude, must be themselves" constituted of
parts smaller still and these are the atoms.” (3%s)*

q0E [ P+ei=ams |

a1 [ gy ]

EIH: — &) AT FNIY 4ET A |
AH: — RilvERdgaay aq |
g — o aRdl Jg=Rew: |

That =39% or the mote in the sunbeam is
Why shoutd Not the ultimate constituent of matter
we admit follows from the fact that it is visible
@us  like a jar.  Since itis visible it must
and © have magnitude which presupposes
H97 constituent parts. Thus a %€ is visible
parts.
because it possesses magnitude which, in its turn,
is due to the #§@s ( potsherds) of which the %2 is
constituted. So =T% also must have parts.

Can these parts be the &9s or the final con-
stitutents of matter ? No, says the 33i%%. Because

* Cp. QUITEANRIE: 8FF & GAIMA | AFAAL | AYER-
ANAATE GIAEAIT PAMIRAITEI | AgARAIAL-
A3 | AR RN a3 RANAIRG @ T | Ad O
@1 zea afy wAFFIRIFIGE | AT GIFA 7 afg
RANT: FRRAONGA azaqad@eg HFssfgeand-
%l 38 aEq1aa: @ ARl s st @ wI@agar-
FRERYIG aGAIE | aamEFEaaERanRankr
W | BINAAFRBRTIGN  qRaAasaiasdea:
FROGEI PRI | il aragd dRaoag:)
awmRyeRAm sffmfaafif feY fa: qEs |

i 106 T )
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they (parts) give to a product (=3u8) possessing
magnitude, -they must be themselves constituted
of other constituents. For potsherds are constituted
of smaller constituents. What the 338 means is
this. If the =99% were constituted of ®%s it ought
to be &um; because he supposes #g%d and &IA to
be opposite dimensions. Thus as two AL products
conjoined result in producing a product which is
agal so twe Y products ought to result in an #IA
product. But 33%% is perceptible ana hence cannot
be an 3w& thing which must be much more super-
sensuous tkan an &9 thing which is admitted to be
supersensuous. So the parts of the 9% must not
be &9s but the &u%s divisible into the smaller &%s.

Why do they admit 339% to consist of three ZAYHs
(=6919s ) 1

The =mgs being produced from #%s arc the-
mselves &7 in size. If fw> =y®s had formed the
=% it would have been #um. But since the
number is three, they can well give rise to thc
squ% which is #gd. Because the rule of the 3&fis
system is that #g¥a is produced by ®RoAgeq, HFNW
aga (not @A) or sa%4¥9. That is, the #%¥F of
a thing is produced either by the magnitude of the
parts, or the plurality (not duality ) of the parts
if they do not possess magnitude, 1i. e. are 8%, or
the peculiar way of arrangement as in a bale of
cotton where greater or smaller pressure results in
smaller or greater size of the bale.

Then why not say that the 39%% consists of three
&us which would account for its magnitude? The

answer to the question seems to lie in the possible
idca in the mind of the 3%i8% that it is more natural
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to descend from 3 to 2 and then to 1 than to des-
cend from 3 to 1 at once. Thus descent from the
0% to @Y% and thence to the 8% seems more nat-
ural than from the 349 straightway to the 319
That is why the 23R% admits an intermediate =WAR
which he had to admit to be @9 and supersensuous
because produced from two @&19s.!

Thus the admission of the &M% was a matter
of caprice and hence we find certain commentaries
like the Ba&d on the gw@A2 not admitting AAF at
all. There are others (7=r:) who would stop the
the division at sau& or J@Y itself 3

‘Gr. Again it is threefold owing to its division into the
body, the senses and the object of sense. The body is
what belongs to us and other (earthy) beings The sense

is what perceives smell and is situated on the tip of
the nose.

The objects of sense are clay, stones and similar
other objects.

garSIAd or A1 gAtSAa: — '
~Both the readings are found in different sets
1 Read 91%Us 3%&H1 on 3, §. 4.1.2.
A9 R@URIAN: | qEq AGITHAQAT RGEAIAFKA-
JFIT | AR ARINAAET  FROUGAAFLATTIAAII-
A | qFqUN ATTANT A T HE FRORT WA X ¥ F4-
q[33qT T3 AT AEIFSABWFRA AN BIITI-
TUARAN | qFIq HISAF |
2 3% R A AR STEAEE | SUEIIREREAR-
WEg RIFAAT EERAEART 19... -Rasd. p. 154
3 3% A | NEWRITH: VIIFAT CAITIRATGHARAR-»
wnead 32T Rwra | ... -fRawd, 155
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of Mss. @swz's reading, to judge from his adfidsr!
must have been gaf¥adr clearly hinting at another
principle of division of earth in general.

This reading, whether %z used it or not, is
in conflict with sma’s 3Ms qFs where the division
into a3, gf&a and Aw7 belongs to sifug gl He i1s
closely followed by %%@QWF also FML's division
makes the matter explicit. @it, &% and 3g8s arc
#f1@ because they are ®487 being formed of atoms.
Even supposing this division is of giEt in general
to what else can it refer if not to aifa@ gidi?

So whether we admit this reading or that, the
upshot is the same. @1 A& makes explicit and
clear what is implicit in gHRRAL.

FAUTTARNTT A :—This division is plainly
based upon the notion that the universe cxists for
us as an outcome of our merits and demerits.  As
a result of our merits and demerits, we must cnjoy
pleasure or suffer pain which is derived from our
experience of external objects (@97 ). Our souls
cannot get this experience unless they are embod-
ied (@lt). Mere possession of the body will not
enable us to experience the objects in the world,
in the absence of scnses (¥7&q ).

It is with the help of the sense-organs (&)
that the souls residing in the bodies (@) can
experience objects in the world (3% ).

[ Note the definitions in the abdRw:—alt-

3 SR fqasd |
R wga: gfuemfy wisw ARG AURKIRTIEIF
3.8 1521
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ARRAT AWIAFY, 5 AN=TRL: A TRAGRFI; TEZA=T5%-
AUAGEAETTMAAAT afy  FAFRTATENTATI i e
1. which is the abode of the contact of mind 1. e.
joined  to the mind when it cogniscs objects.
2. which is not the abode of any special
qualities that arc manifest excepting sound, i. e.
which posscsses  the particular quality of the
clement (c. g. 977 of giAdl, ¥ of qY, & of iﬁﬂj ) of
which it is made only in an unmanifest form, only
the A3f%a possessing it in a manifest form. ]

The Jkﬂ is only inferred never perceived by
the senses.  The il g%a is what enables us to
apprchend 71 the special quality of gl It is
situated on the tip of the nose. Bodies of beings
on carth are @{ts. It should be clearly seen that
cvery tangible object in the world is a self embod-
icd, according to the @fss.* That is why they
class trees and creepers also with bodies.  Again,
it is to be noted that @ and @ are relative
terms.  4939’s @X is a A to 3979

The following division of @it given by g®IFar
1s comprehensive,

"~
UL
TEE] iR
JUYH EUES EEE AFH
like men born like birds, snakes like bugs Volumari!y
from the born from born from  shooting up like
_womb, eqes. perspiration, trees etc.

A9 v o0e (% WAl A | SISTIRAFAIT-
BI-9ET QAT | @A (& mafely 3q | wngadugoiar

(the tree grows when it is lopped and gets its incision filled when cut)

AFRIAA | —FwHES
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The wfE%s are quite positive in their view that
the &{its are made up of one clement only. This is
in open conflict with the view of the Upanishads
some of which say that the bodies are made of
three elements and others that they are made up
of five elements Both #mg! and #aa? have given
serious attention to this topic and have devoted
some s to establish that the bodies are made up
of one element only.3 (see Intoduction)

The qualities of 34 are

(1) All the colours (2) Six Tastes. (3) Two
smells (g% and &gu® ). (4) aigemdieeda.

22 Am:

Tr. Water is the substance which possesses cool
touch (as its special quality). It isof twe kinds:
permanemt and impermanent. The permanent is of
the form of atoms. The 1mpermanent is of the form
of products. Again it is of three kinds according to
the division into (1) bedy (2) sense-organ and (3)
object of the sense. Thebody (pertains te souls) in the
werld of Varuna. The sense organ is that with
which taste is perceived. The object is the river, the
ocean and other (watery objects).

Cool touchis a quality peculiar to water. &8
possesses hot touch. gl possesses touch neither

1 SRGISARI] SAATAGAARNEE 7 ATIR.G4.2 2.
quFRsIgHEE A sRed | 3. g, 4. 2. 3.

2 qiffig quradeesy: «ar, g, 3 1. 28.

3 gHES:- a4 9 FAREESTANEGQAREAN @R
1599, | aur af sieeqqPadflenfXar axmdwa | p. 15¢
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hot nor cool, ag-- possesses touch like that of gRm.
If anybody asks how is it that a slab of stone or
wind sometimes! possesses touch and is yet earthy,
the @W#s aptly accounts for it, saying that there.
are watery particles present therein? Again the
solid form of snow and hail should not make us
believe that they are earthy. Because, says the
aife®, their solid form is merely « 93,

The definition @iaeg@s@: is to be interpreted
with the same modification as #gft in the defi-
nition of 3R i. e. Waesgad: - lAETIARAIRABAAT |
&Ui IFM@F:-- cp. AU on the FHEAD, o997 wAE sAM
gwigel specially says that the bodies in agud& are
safidd.  Ra&0 supplements by saying that tke
limbs of the body may be @ifgs.

The &% is what gives us taste of things we
cat and drink and what is situated on the tip of
the tongue-not the tongue itself which is perceived
and belongs to the body (%€). Being &7 it is
supersensuous.  Made of water, it possesses taste
and othar qualities of water but in an unmanifest
form (AFTHET ).

Water possesses the following qualities:—

(1) White colour, (2) Sweet Taste, (3) Cool
touch, (4) Viscidity (€g), (5) Natural fluidity.
( atftfes za).

1§ fsasfae) asawesRy faadame —a. 4.

2 ararR) saasSacgeise: Amfaad--nFagd, anang

3 a = s siEaaraYwa@iy qsagq ... Al

TN RIENRAGE KA FFgqeEq  wfaEm |
— g,
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If the water of the Jumna is blue, it is due to
the colour of the of bed the of river which is earthy.
When we find some water sour that is due to the
mixture cf particles that are not watery. When
we get cool touch from sandal paste it is due, says
the ®fH#, to the watery element in sandall.

R AT,

Tr—Light is what possesses hot touch by inti-
mate relation. It is of two kinds: (/) permanent and
(2) impermanent. The permanent is of the form of
atoms. The impermanent is of the form of products.
Again, it is of three kinds, being divided into body, the
sense-organ, and the object ( of sense ). ‘Ghe hody
is ( what belongs to souls) in the solar world. “Ghe
sense is that with which colour is perceived, the sight
situated on the top of the blazk pupil. The object is
fourfold. ( 1) Earthy, (2) Celestial, ( 3 ) Gastric or
belonging to stomach and (4) Mineral. The &arthy
consists of fire and other kindred (fiery) objects. The
Celestial is what is fed by water, such as lightning.
The Gastric is the cause of digestion of things eaten.
“Che mineral is gold and similar bright metals.

The definition with a&is to be interpreted like
the definitions of 94l and &g

Hot touch is a quality peculiar to ¥¥: The
touch of gR and a1g is sigwnefia; that of &g, .
%19, %1%, §F, A and 93: have no touch at all,
the first four because they are all-pervading, the

1 Cp. gwisdl (p. 168)
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last because it is atomic. How is the moon
proverbially cool in touch ? The earthy touch has
suppressed het own touch, replies the an®s. $

fadr sifveara.

Cp. notes on the division of g9t Wi of ¥g
is @INAF says the FwFH,

ANZAINE, FENSNEH etc.— These are mere
assumptions of the &% to account for cxistence of
bodies parallel to earthy ones. When you admit
the body to be compoesed of one single element you
must prove existence of bodies exclusively watery
(¥9), lustrous, (a%8) and aerial (31g). As we do not
come accross such bodies on earth, we can well
imagine their existence in the respective worlds of
Tgu, ARA and A1Y, says the WS

The Vedantist view about the formation of the
body does not plunge them into this absurdity. They
say that no body is made up of any one element excl-
usively. It must be composed of all elements, (five
or three) with onc element in preponderance which
gives its name to the product. Thus a so—called
carthy body will consist of § earth, % air, § water,
4 light, and # ether. If there are watery products
like river etc they also must be constituted acc-
ording to this principle. This assumption of =i
or (lﬁﬁ:wl) does not force them to assume bodies
in IS etc.

W‘im’}ﬂv-(l) Wq fire which we use daily;
&} includes other lustre such as that of the
fire-fly or certain light-emitting fish.

$ auiazmunét qoad: afaREHaT: -,
asdng
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(2) T33T:-the lightning, the luminous nature
of the rainbow etc. which (lustres) are fed by water.
Whether &% and other luminous bodies are subsu-
med. under this head is doubtful. Because they are
not if¥=q4, FaadTgR’ commenting on the @q9gidl says
R a7 ¥ Req: @ 7 qUIGIIR:

If we do not admit the Sun and other lum-
inous bodies under %1 where are we to relegate
them? Nowhere else. In view of thisfact the dehi-
nition by @Waz of Rs as H€™T is too limited.

. (3) RFA:-- The @R which enables us to
digest what we have eaten.

(4) SF:-The minerals like gold, silver which
are bright are also supposed by the aid® to be d%a.
Controversy about these minerals dates as far as

back MY who refers to their accidental fluidity,
n 2.1.7.

Why is gold (as also other metals) regarded &31q ?

To prove that gawt is &g (light) the @id®s
argue thus:—}

.(5) 839 is a &¥ because in it we have the
qualities of yellow (i@ ) colour and touch. Under
which of the nine #&4s can it be subsumed ?

It cannot be either 1§ or &% or & or RF
or ®Id or A8 because all of these are without
colour while gavl possesses colour. '

Can it be 9fRd then? No, says the aif#%. For,

he has set up a test to determine whether a thing is
§ ¥.q 2 1.7 sgdedeagadaminadimggaaaia:
! cp. *WQE q9d fod | g@ma: - -KAsd, [ amrag |
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9ifdd or not. He has seen wi¥a things like ghee
melted and again restored to their solid form by
the application of intense heat. If, on occasions, he
has found that ai¥fa things like ghee could not
regain their solid form even on the application of
intense heat, Le has examined the case and conc-
luded that there is some counteracting agent like
water present which comes in the way of the res-
toration of soldity. This phenomenon has enabled
him to deduce that all earthy things being melted
are restored to the solid form by the application
of intense heat provided there is no counteracting
agent like water present.

The "% applies the test to g He finds
that molten g9 can, by noamount of intense heat,
be restored back to its original solidity.* He issure
there is no &M% tc account for this phenomenon
So it cannot be Mf¥T, he concludes.

Can it be &3 then ? No, says the afé®. &9
possesses fluidity that is natural ( &@@s ) and
not accidental (% produced by some extraneous
agency like heat). The fluidity of §aW is not natural
but accidental being produced by the application
of heat. Therefore gﬂg cannot be ¥9.

Naturally 88 must come under &%:, the only
substance remaning with which, the an#s thinks,
it has affinity in point of lustre.

a7 ganed daed % ammthiy Jq | 7 | gIv Ia@ Hal
ARIAF I SQAASENNSEAN  HIRSIAALIIA | ANS
awd qu1 gfudr | -gHES Cp, adiewr.
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Then a question arises, if g3 isd3: how is it
that it docs not possess the hot touch or the brilli-
ant white coleur that are supposed to be peculiar
characteristics of & The &% brushes aside
this objection by saying that these peculiar quali-
tics are there but arc imperceptible because supp-
ressed by the stronger qualities viz. (sgmmaa )
touch and yellow colour of earth mixed therewith.!

Needless to say the argument is defective
and typical of the way in which the @f#®s lightly
brush aside objections that demanded a close
scrutiny. If the absence of the peculiar qualitics
is explained away by having recourse to the make-
—shift of the theory of suppression of qualities
by another substance why should we not say that

is gi4dl or any other substance, with some
counteracting agent coming in the way of the
manifestation of qualities ? Again, the very pre-
sumption that its fluidity cannot be destroyed has
been radically shaken by modern physics  which
proves how any substance can be reduced to
either of the threc conditions, (1) solid (2) liquid
or (3) gascous.

But we must make allowance for the yet
undeveloped experimental sciences in those carly
days and admit that the value of the argument
lies not so much in the soundness of the conclusion
as in its boldness of attempt to tackle a knotty
problem with as much precisionas could be
commanded then. The @iff%s could not think of
that intense heat, as we can, now, which could
reduce any substance to any of the three states.

¢ Cp. a%difsn.
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The view of the nco-aiffss that gau is ¥y is
morc accurate. ¥

The following arc the @a¥Iws of Iwa:—

(1) Hot touch (3m:ggw:)  (2) Dright white
colour (zg weat )(3) accidental fluidity (AiRias za@)

As i in the case of &%, the g7, sight—not the
ov
it)ics in an unmanifest form because it is also made
up of g,

R A

Tr—Air is deveid of colour but pesscsses
louch. It iseof two kinds vis. (1) Pcrmmanent.
and (2) Impermanent. The Permanent isin the
Jorm of atoms  The Imperimanent is n the form
of products.  Again it is threefold according tots
division inty the body, the sensc-——organ, and the
ehject of sense. The body is ( what pertains 1o
souls ) in the world of 4. The scnsc-organ is what
cnables us to a ppreliend touch, the sense of touch
(@3) cxtending over the entire body. The object 1s the
wind that is the cause of the shaking of trees  cic.
Vital breath 1s air that permeates through the bedy.
Though one, it receives names like 19, A%E  and
othars cwing 1o the various limiting adjuncts

C adjarg g fERT Ga gt gaffa .
aacztnaﬂ%‘&nﬂmmrq g0 gaaualr SaREAEEATEr-
I gudlas «hamauanﬁmrw%ﬁmmam
AT g PfvEsT 4 Qaseara g agia

— fza%{t on the gwas),
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Wl&aﬂﬁmm -

Y&, &, [{F, AkAl, and q9:, are ®WRA but
they do not pessess & g=fl, g, d%:, are edaq
but they are not smRa. So &FufmeqdaId is a correct
definition of a1g. The aa in the definition isto be
interpreted like the ¥ in the definition of g=al.

feiaan T —

Cp The division of 9w, &1, &%: and  the
notes thereon.

About amaty afit the gwi9al says, FEdRAS Rg1-
S It should be seen that it is not the skin
that is the &4 but the peculiar agency that
enables us to apprehend touch. It is spread all
over the body that is why we fecl the touch in any
part of the body.

@W31...419:....4 here means  breezes’ ¢ wind’
RGN, M-some? hold that s is the fourth
variety of #ff@arg; but aiwwz, like many others,3
includes it under Rwa. He says that it is @1 inside
the body and as such not substantially different
from the FgmREwsaaa% 717,

1 Commentators from JEEATE have felt that the body must consist

of some mixture at least of other elements; merely watery bogy or
aerial body is not possible, according to them. Cp. qifdqqgaIqe-

mﬁl —-g. apisg, which is exactly repeated in the
2 Cp. SEEqUIg, for instance. ay gimguaginaduRiv Rvw:
o g1 (p. 144)
RuR« (qm:ﬂ ) also holds the same view.
3 Cp. goigdl,
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g ] RIsgURAT; . 3 Iwd

What is meant is that (the 5 sws ). 9|, =ma
c. are only @i with different limiting adjuncts
W@ ). The limiting adjuncts are the different
rts of the tody through which the vital breath
sscs  and receives different namesaccordingly.

The following verse gives the five different
ames the S recceives as it passes  through five
fferent parts of the body.

g WM YIS GAAT AMUAES
IZ0A: FOTIY A FIAUET: | &
qrg perceived by direct perception or inferred?

The a8@% enters upon a discussion as reg-
ds the ga@ by which @9 is known. There are
vo views on this question.

The oldmfs®s ( s4:) hold that ar§ is known
v inference only. According to them nothing can
> known by direct perception (944 ) that does not
ssess manifest colour. (3744489). They thus reduce
ag to gAs@F. Thouch &g possesses &4 that by
self is not capable of making it known by direct
erception in the absence of . Therefore the
xistence of Mg is inferrible only, (s(gmaiasq ) acc-
rding to the old school.

The nco- &fi%®s (Adlds) hold a view that is
wre reasonable. They do not think that s&9

+

! a'.z':ﬂm( gives another system of gus with different names, based
on difference of functions ( "Q:n attributes the system to

sRwaa ) IRA § AFAPESIIITOIATAEAT:; AT TAR:
=R a3 ax A RO 1 i IFNIARG | §ES:
UEU | LA FROFC | GA9]: RWOHEC L —X. G 9.
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requires IPET to make the object perceptible. In
other words, they do not limit the term S&4 to
WrNS¥Y. Even manifest touch or manifest smell or
manifest taste or manifest sound is by itself able
to make its substratum (&9 ) s&gfsa, they say.
Thus ag because it possessses manifest touch
is SqGAT, according to this school.

sz following the old school holds that ai§ is
&34Y only.

Creation and destruction of the world:

a9 incidentally details out the process of
creation and destruction of the world.

When God wills to create, action is produced
in the atoms of (g4, &7, &%: anda17) two of which
(atoms) combine to form a =us; three WIS
a 3%, Four =uss form a «§%. And in this
way the products are formed, small and big.

The Old and the New anéss agree in their
views so far as the process of creation goes.  But
they differ vitally in their views respecting the
process of destructiou.

According to the old school ofthe ®fé%s(gwagm),
destruction in the case of all products excepting
uuss follows upon the destruction of the constitue-
nt parts (@#IRsSRMA@=q349). Thus let us supp-
ose that a 9gig# is in the process of destruction.
According to this view the =19&s will be destroyed
first and then the 9§WW%. They thus admit that
th’:a1 creation and destruction proceed in the same
order.
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In the case of W9 they could not say that its
destruction is preceded by the destruction of its
constituent parts (@A%AEmM), because the EwmfBRor
of WY#s is AYs which are indestructible. Therefore
they said that the destruction of @u®s follows
upon the destruction of their s@AmATO. ( viz @I
between the two #9s.)

The weak point in this view lies in its assum-
ption that creation and destruction proceed in the
same order. To revert to the instance of €%,
if saft%s are destroyed first, where can the W&
be in the interval between its destruction and that
of the =9%s ? If we take off the pillars can we
suppose that the roof can stand even for a
moment ?

To obviate this difficulty the neo-an¥®&s held
that the products are destroyed by the destruction
of the sgaaMA B viz. &4 between the qq4s, in
all cases. While the old school admitted &@wand-
&AM only in the case of wysd™, the new school
admitted it in all cases of destruction. Thus if a
SIS is to be destroyed, it will be destroyed by
the destruction of the cenjunction between the
squ%s which remain intact. They thus admit that
the creation and destruction proceed in the oppos-
ite order. First «gi9q% will be destroyed and then
squ% and so on. Needless to say, this view is more
reasonable than the first.

whar does not clearly show which view he

follows though his use of the terms €R &¥979: may
be significant of his bias in the direction of the
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old schoul which he faithfully follows in other
respects. § (sce Intro.)

18 AP

Tr.— Ether 1s that substance which has sound
Jor its special quality. And it is ene all-pervading
and eternal.

FSFIWA:~ While defining 9¥,819,etc. the word
qu was not explicitly stated in the definition cp.
=934l not #=aquadl. Why should the word 3o be
inserted in the definition of «1%IW? Some say that
the word 7% has been introduced to refute the view
of the wzHtaiass who hold that @37 is ags1. But
this view had been already refuted when @ was
admitted into the list of T%s. So the explanation by
others that the word 37 has been inserted to
show that it is the exclusive quality of st®@, not
shared by any other &4, appears preferable.

The Existence of @®@ proved.:-- That sound
(gxality is proved by the inference:--%s%1 gm:
aﬁimr af @FRANgAATA.T | §3qdL)

§ ,r&q;(’s refutation of the system gives rise to the view that the
originators of the system attributed creation and destruction to
the &g and not to God. It is true, RO Lives undue fromi-
nence to aqzzg in many cascs. But whether he was inclined to
eliminate God altogether is questionable, in view of the authority
he claims for the Vedas and his adherence to the orthodox faith in
inculcating g, qgs etc. At best, we could say he could-
not bring about a happy compromise between _IL and {qu_
?ometimes the line of demarcation between gzg & {q( is too
aint,
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(According to the @f# 6s, @s% is ARA andNFFAA@
and hence must be a g7 like & which is @& as
residing in &F4 objects and sgRi¥xasm ).

As®3T is a g% it requires some XeF as its 4.
This cannot be g or 9¢ or &7: or @] because
first, their qualities are produced by similar
qualities of their parts while @8% or sound is not so
produced. What is meant is this. Supposing we
have a lump of clay five lbs. in weight, we find
that its smell is an aggregate of the smell of the
parts. Techmc"xlly such gnalities are called
'Suwfmq?ﬁi ( produced by the qualities of the cause
i. e. the parts). Butsound is not sOEgEs. [ cannot
lay my finger on a portion of the full string of a
lute and say that portion has given a part of the
sound produced on the lute when I play on it. I
cannot put my finger on a part of a drum and say
this part has given this much portion of the total
sound produced by the drum. In other words sound
is r#RIgMEs, Sccondly, the qualities of g=f, a1g
&% and a9, arc never AR while T5% is Higw.

@%% cannot be the quality of ®% and R% which
do not possess particular qualities ( R2Mqs ) while

W is A IJA.

It cannot be the quality of #3: because it is .
perceptible while &%: being atomic, its qualities
must be supersensuous,

Neither can it be the quality of #k# because
8% is sSRRATW (cognised by the outer senses)

while the qualitics of 8@, are only #9® (cognised
by the mind).
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This leads to the admission of a ninth 9 as
the substratum of @ L. -

SR fag I T— @AY is an all-pervading
substance ( @¥qazea&di® ) incapable of action.
F9%=qs are always 191, FQ, ¥1s, RF, and SIAT
are @Y, while g«d1, @1y, &:, FF and aa: are 44,
corporeal and capable of action. U#&:- usages like
qEIHI, A8FIT need not make us believe that they
are different &im@s. For it is only the different
limiting adjuncts =2, 88 etc. that arc responsible
for the usage, @@®m@ being one only.

M T,

Tr.—Time s the special instrumental cause of
usages like  This is past” And it is one, all--pcr-
vading and eternal.

It is Time that makes us speak of thingsas past
(wdfim) and present and future. (3% =aqara & siarw)
Time is the general cause (@MRAFAAGERT) of all
cffects; because whatever thing comes into exist-
ence is limited by time as it is by space (&%) and
the agency of 4t which also are the @rqraiAREHLTS
of things coming into existence. Time is, however,
the exclusive cause (g3=@uw%R%) of usages like
¢ this is past’ and ¢ that is present?.’

1 It should reen seen that acc. to the neo.-_mf%q;s, gsT is i’ﬂ(”‘

BUa Cp: RAFN—acqeg TIRRAOETET T
QF GEERTIFTET |

Now, atmosphere is regarded as the medium conveying sound.
2 Note that the neo, _gjfFgs identified Qg and grg with i;,u or
siq Cp Razd:—aa Feq1 YAty Re@ed aus=haes ai
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T ﬁl‘gﬁaﬂi-Sec siwrm.  When we hear of
past time, present time etc. it is not the time that
varics but the conjunction of the particular object
with the U%REEA, #@.

I (S
B’ KT

Tr-—S pace is the s pecial instrumental cause of
usages like the west cte.

Like time space is the @MRERaZRT of all
things coming into existence, because everything
is born -in space. It is the @3s&rw, however, of
usages regarding the east, west etc.

U, (41, (¥ 9:-Sce wma and #135. When
we hear of the @l &% and the gw1F we should not
suppose that @%s arc many; it is she connections
of several things with one &% that cause the differ-
ence in the designation of quartcers.$

(1) 3r81@ is a Y359, RF not so.(2) EA 1s gAY~

pand BT of @57 which is a quality exclusi-

supig  vely abiding in it; while &% is @R

diongwshed. {F@gsRa and never the SRIAFIT of
anything, and has no special quality.

9 (AT

T'r. Soul is the substance in which knowledge
abides by intimate relation 1t is of twe kinds: (1)

$ Cp, GFES — 43 3 [TF a NN AAANLEATE
FAGIIA A |. .. RYGUEREATLETARA A0 KF &
gcqeTer M) | gagaamiEEaRar ar RE & adi= |
gyTIaa adiu wegwed: Rua gy [ARd |
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the Highest soul and the Individual soul. Then the
Highest soul isthe ruler ( 4 ), one only and des-
titute of pleasure, pain or similar feelings. The
wndividual soul is different for every body, all-
pervading and eternal.

JIAfFOg-magaadsorg, because 31T abides in &IE
only. #®d is &1gHT only like &rF@, ®a, a4: and the
143 (i. e. 99 ) portions of g=dl, g, AT and 1.

arad is divided into two classes (1) la@T and
(2) Raray . SE@ATs are the souls of individual beings
and are infinite in number. The @RAT, God is onec
only. Both are @34, all-pervading. Every sti@d, has
#1g. The qualities of the soul are perceived by
the mind only.

The existence of SNARAA, 45 proved thus it
the GHRIAL!.

AT BUKFMA FAW-AQRT  FIHGINT T8 €T
QGULAT FAFRMAAN FIGT FARAGOT 9933 Al -
Rsh: FaAr HT |

If T find, in some place, an axec and a log of
wood, I shall be quite logical if I were to infer
therefrom that there must be some wood cutter
who makes use of the axe to lop off the wooden
log. Similarly corresponding to the axe and
the log we find the various senses (£i%4s) and their
particular objects (e. g. the @& and the a3 of the
g%9). So we shall be quite right in inferring some
agent who makes use of these. This agent is the
T,

The wmfb®s, unlike the agPaxs, whose basic
doctrine is a%qfd, hold that the Sftai@s are different
from the s, |

} Cp. wog IIT 2. 19-20
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Many erroneous notions exist as regards the
nature of the sfiqi@d. The a%disl refers to and repu-
diates two. (1) Some hold the %1 to be identical
with the body. This assumption will make the sfig
asmuch liable to change as the body. Thus the g
of %@ga the youth will be diiferent from that
of gaga the old man which is absurd. Again, a
weunded  soldier's Soul will be less than what
it was before he got wounded. And the soul
will perish as soon as the body perishes. All these
consequences revolt against the immutability and
indestructibility of the soul. (cp.ufar, siediisgagigtisas)

Some hold that the senses (§7a®) are indivi-
dual souls. Then the soul that sees will be differ-
ent from the one that hears and so on. This will
make a cognitiou, presupposing a single soul, of
the type, ‘I who saw, hecar now,’ impossible,
the two souls being  different  according to this
theory.

Neither should it be supposed that all &Pz3s
arc collectively the soul.  For, if one 3*zq were to
be destroyed, the soul will be maimed to that

extent.  Milton’s soul after he became blind would
be different from what it was before.

gwEdl? shows how mind also cannot be the
soul. Mind being s1fiffza, its qualities will be also
qeNFF.  So, 8@, F:@etc, the qualities of the soul
will be s1fii¥a, while we find that they are not so,
being actually experienced.

1 Cp. the [FANGRT= in the JgrqgRx  where no less than

nine views are referred to.
2 GHEA—RAWSTAT, TWY AT A 2R gAgaiR-
vy aNAAGIIARGE: | see FWAR for other views.
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The Inference to prove the existence of I

The a%di@% gives the following inference to
prove the existence of g4,

AATTURE FIF-A9 | FITAG | 929 |

As the earth etc. are products they presuppose
some intelligent agent who produced them. And
this agent is God who must be commanding
omniscience and omnipotence to be responsible
for this Universe.

Though bcth are &n@Ts, the former is the
g and ruler, the latter is the ruled, (2) the for-
g ET IS a&s_, the latter 132853 (3) The former

is not subject to &zg (4 and s9d) and is
always g%, the latter is so subject resulting in his
bondage. (4) The former does not possess the
qualities of 8@, §'&, &% the latter does. (8@ also
pinsthe self to @ar).§

The size of AAR, ( whether AT, or WARKT )
An object can be either atomic (&%) orof a
medium size g=qERam™ or all-pervading. (199).

A cannot be atomic. If it were atomic its
qualities §, @ etc. would be ai#if7z4(supersensuous).
But they are not so, therefore, 8@, is not atomic.

Nor can it be of medium size. In that case it
must be either of the size of the body or greater or
smaller than it. If it is assumed to be of the size
of the body soul will change as the body changes
from youth to old age, a conclusion not desir-
able. If it is smaller than the body some exper-
iences of the body will not be cognised by the soul
which is never the case. If bigger, some experiences

§ Some hold that §sgq possesses g{i, others not.
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of the soul will be enjoyed outside the body which
isthe AamaT and as such must be the the medium
ot all experiences.

Therefore, the only alternative left is to
assume that &@9, is @Y, all-pervading.

(%, 84, 7@, T33( g7, 936, 99, A WANTERR
arc fadayms of siaraq; g (9™), 1591, and 93@ are
the RATIs of AR,

gag@iigigm— Al includes 9, A9d etc.

For the discussion of the alleged Atheism of
the RiG%s and the A Fs (see the Intro.)

¢ |94,

Tr. Mind is the means to the cognition of plea-
sure etc. Being assigned te every soul munds are
infinate in number, atemic and permanent.

Mind, according to the &if#%s, performs a double
function. First, it is accessory to the aRR&s or
external scnses like 9 and &, the perceptions of
which are transmitted by the mind to the soul.
(cp. SRar Aagr ST | 77 {237 gi*xgaqq ). Sccondly
it is the exclusive organ which perceives 89, ¥4,
£ etc, and is, therefore, defined as gEIFTSPTAIAY,
In the first case, ®7: acts as a helper to the &®&f%3s.
In the second it acts as an independent &% with
specific objects of its own.

Mind is atomic ( AT ):—
The a#{fd®r sets out an argument to prove

hcw ®: is atomic as against the #dWig® view that
it is all--pervading.
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If the mind were all—pervading (RY ) it will
never be in contact with the self which is also
all--pervading. Because the rule is that two 33
things cannot be conjoined. And absence of cont-
act with the soul will result in an absence of cogn-
itions ( SFIFTRSETT).

Even if we were to admit that two 13§ things
are conjoined, their conjunction will be eternal,
never ending, because no action producing disjun-
ction is possible in the case of the {@4zsas which
are, as a rule, BAR@.  And if the supposed (34
mind were to be in conjunction with the 3 @&,
there will be no end to their conjunction and
.consequently no end to cognitions. We shall then
get cognitions even in deep sleep. Because the @]
mind, even after it enters the g0a@ vein as it is
supposed to do in deep sleep, will have some part
of it outside the gdad, and this part will be in
conjunction with the &9 su®T outside the gda and
thus even in deep sleep there will be cognitions
necessarily resulting from sn@aa:§4p1.  As this
is against the very nature of 83 in which cogniti-
ons are conspicuously absent (gangaeacaq | @ RFRAZT-
3w, 1) 89§ cannot be admitted to be @§. Thc
A% says that the atomic mind severs its conjun-
ction with the self when it enters the géiaa in whict
soul is conspicuous by its absence and thus deeg
sleep devoid of cognitions is induced.*

The argument is defective particularly ir
assuming that &m@aa though A3 does 'not pervadc

In eqgigeyr the mind is situated on the border of aﬁuq; and th

outer portion,
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the gfiad also, as it ought to do because a RYE=d is
joined to all corporeal objects. Some &Fss seek
to remove this defect by saying that in gied also
4187, does pervade. DBut no perception is causcd
because g0 is devoid of @A&7,T say they.

It is evident that since 89§ is not included

some under any of the four atomic ¥ (g,
general &7, &X: and 41 ) the stuff of which it is
Remarks. made is, according to the aid%s, quite
different from them as also from suzi, &S, R%
and @@ that are non-atomic or 139. Minds being
atomic must be @&, the rule being that &9ReAs
are 73 and thus the minds of the selves will not
perish even in @3, That is why the T18dis of the
previous existence persist in this existence also.

LEvery si@d has a mind which will belong to
it forever. On account of the different minds
different souls get different cognitions at the same
moment. As cach &q, possesses one mind, and
as the @As are #34, minds also are 44, ( infinite
in number ).

2‘% m
Tr. Colour is the quality that is perceived by the eye
only. It is of seven kinds, white, blue, yellow, red,
green, tawny and variegated. It abides in Earth,
Water and Light Then, seven varicties can abide in
Garth; in Water abides colour that ts non-brilliant and
white. And the brilliant white colour abides in Light.

T 8yAY 7 MRl magae | gy ghak afitga-
¥ aneranAgEIFHNENIA | -UHe cited in
AR,
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ag;ufama—Becapse deq1, 441, AW and 99EeE
are 9gsi@ but not egdism@ because they can be
cognised by the @fi=a also.

g% The 1%, 9@ also is w@wEm@, the rule
being that S is cognised by the same &f&a as s,
To exclude &w@s@ the word 79 has been inserted.
[ The student should note that & isa a7 which is a
diﬁ:erent 9314 from & which is @mi=, a different
9. ]

R=®9:—One of the seven varieties of & is
fsew, which means the variegated colour such as
we find in the case ofa variegated feather of a
peacock or the striped skin of a zebra or a tiger.
Whatever substance possesses colours more than
one will be described as R&[T, by the afEs.

The @f®1 develops the curiously subtle
argument for accepting @=®¥ which may be clu-
cidated in the following way.

If I am able to perceive an object with my
eye, I do so because the object possesses a manifest
colour, (33Yn%9), says the @& In other words,
SPI®IATT is a necessary condition for the ocular
perception of an object and the &1 pervades the
whole of the abode (a=1f%) and not a part only like
@4, Thus if I see a white lotus it is because the
lotus possesses white colour which persists
throughout the lotus; if I see the red cloth it is
"-because it possesses the red colour throughout.
Similarly when I seea rainbow or a spotted deer I
do so because each of them possesses a colour that
pervades throughout. What colour can it be ?
I cannot say that it is ¥™Wor ®¥3¥ or any of the
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six varieties because I find that & or ®@a or any
of the six does not pervade the whole of the adode
(sgI=qgi@ ) as it ought to. So I must admit » colour
which is @93 and this is the RI&F of the AEHBs!

There could have been another solution of
the difficulty. I could have said that the rainbow
consists of parts each possessing one colour(&99canad)
But this would have been a complex way of expla-
ining a thing which can be more simply explained
by admitting @5%9. It is simpler to say that g&9g:
is perceptible because it possesses f=zs7 than tosay
that it is perceptible because it is STa@AA.2

All colours are found in @f¥¥ objects.

Note the peculiar theory of the aifé@s regarding
the colour of water which is now supposed to be
colourless. The @f@®s hold that it is non-brilliant
white. The and%s believes that the ¥ is bright
white in &,

aig, suwE, 1@, &%, @ and §4:, do not possess
& at all

Re T,
Tr. Taste is the quality that can be apprehended
by the sensc of taste. And itis of six kinds:—(!)

sweel, (2) sour, (3) saline, (4) pungent (%), (5)
astringent and (6) bitter (A). It abides in Earth

1 oy, as for as 1 know, does not refer to (Qggy, Even ggeaqIy,
does not admit it. It is yfjqg who refers to it first in his zqqH-
=A: Cp. . AL . & P30

2 The neo-gifH®s (asqs) refuse to admit gq as aan_fﬁ, " thus
doing away with the necessity of admitting 1Ag&q. Cp. wm’]
p. 449,
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and Water. The six varielies are jound in Earth. In
Water only the sweet taste is found.

The word Im: in the definition excludes @@
cp. the definition of &9.

Sweet taste is suchas is found in a ripe mango,
or, in atame form in fresh water; sour taste is such
as 1s found in sour grapes; saline is the taste of salt;
pungent is found in substances like chilly; astri-
ngent taste is found in substances like the skin of
the @@ (tree); bitter taste is found in quinine
and kindred substances.

Note that i==t® is not admitted because we do
not get such a taste. If we experience several
tastes of the same substance we do so not simult-
aneously but one after the other?.

R .

Tr. Smell is the quality apprehended by the
sense of smell  And it is of two kinds: (!) fragrant,
and (2) non—fragrant. It abides in Earth exclusively.

For the propriety of the word 47 in the defi-
nition see under & and W@. RAFH is not admitted,
because in a substance where both gu% and eigu¥
W¥9s are present one is bound to suppress the other
and so we apprehend only 8% or #gifi 4. (cp. the
Jids on 9wt section ). w7 is a quality peculiar to
Earth alone. That is why Earth is defined as #waad.
If rose-water possesses smell, it is due to the pre-
sence of earthy particles therein.

! Rafdwm admits @srg in his ggagrdi.
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R .

Tr. Gouch is the quality that is apprehended only
(®3) by the sense of touch. And it is of three kinds: (1)
cool, (2) hot, and (3) temperate. It subsists in Earth,
Water, Light and Air. Of these, in water the cool
touch is found; in light, the hot one. The temperale
touch is found in Sarth and Air.

aﬁlvmmﬂmlﬂ —The word a1¥ excludes I9 llke
&1, §4rT, @I which are @R®aae and also ® qgue.
I can feel two mangoes as much as I can see them.
I can feel the &3 of the table and the book and
also see it.

gl ws:-—I{ water is het sometimes it is due to
aa.qqm,

If in gold which is &%: I do nct feel the hot
touch it is because the touch is suppressed by the
touch of earth mixed with gold.

argsungiid:—If we feel the @i in the case
of a slab of stone it is due wa@%m. If we feel the

breeze from the Jumna to be cool it is also due to
AT,

3 =T anp AT or &9, W, TH
AND Fﬁ}.

Tr. The four qualities viz. Lolom‘, (2) taste
(3) smell and (4) touch as abiding in Earth are
impermanent being produced by the application of
of heat (8 ). As abiding in the rest they are not
produced by the application of heat and are. per-
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manent or impermanent. As abiding in permanent
substances they are permanent and impsrmanent as
abiding in impermanent substances.

What is meant is this.

¥, W@, 9, and g9 are cternal as abiding in
the atoms of &9, &:, and @#g; and non-eternal as
abiding in the products (z&g) of the atoms of
these substances. To take the instance of g, an
atom of &: will naturally possess &¥; @, ¥4, and
e which are as imperishable as the atoms themsel-
ves. A product of &: will possess these qualities
but the product being &iw& the qualities abiding
in it will be also &M lasting only so long as the
product lasts.

The case of gt is different. The atoms of
gt do not naturally possess these qualitics which
are preduced in them by the application of heat.
( wB=87:gqw) and hence A&, When  these
qualities are &W& as abiding in i¥a atoms, nced-

less to say they will be & as abiding in 9141
products.*

GrgarwFIgTs and F3qrFaANRs. (See Intro.)
Of the several points in which a 3@®% is supposed
to differ from a 4aif¥% this is onec. In explaining
the change of colour caused in a black jar when it
is baked the two schools resort to two theories.
The ¥f¥ss who are §igusmRas say that by the w%
(&%:@97) the jar is dissolved into its constituent
atoms (9@ ), which, then assume a red colour and
are conjoined again into the red jar. Against

* g R g 7. 1. 6. BRI 9%t WEAL,
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these, the ¥q@%s who are RzwsaRAs hold tha
the whole jar (iat) changes its colour by theg
baking without being dissolved into atoms. !

The attitude of the #a18%s is more reasonable
because an acceptance of the view of the 33@s
will not account for the sameness of the jar before
and after baking. %9z secems to hold the of view

the RifMss.

W &AL

Tr. Number is the peculiar cause of usages rela-
ting to onencss and the like. It subsists in all the nine
substances ranging from onc o the highest number

< I3
(9ud). Oneness is eternal and non-eternal.  As
abiding in eternal ohjects il is eternal and non-eternal
as abiding in non—cternal objects. Duality and other
numbers are impzrmanent in all instances.

UEANT...a%4l: It is on account of number
that we have recourse to usages such as  “This is
one’ , ‘“They are two’ and so on.

AYF3ATI[:-Note the wordgsT. As a quality der
can abide only in ze7s. In T &7 Q@ 9458, where, to
all appearance, T#3 and 79%@ subsist in & and @,
both gus, the usage merely shows that @&@ and
§%a abide in the same abode i. e. T &% shows TF@ATR
®IEAL 7597, So, 999 and @ abide in the same Z=A.

qig:~The 10th multiple of the @¥ and the
100th of @=a, 1000th of wsf,

TR (Aegaiaed o etc..~%a in @ substances
like a Waig, the s&@ or &% will be A&, In other
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words, one cannot imagine the destruction of the
THA of one WA of gedl, 9, ING: or @Y or of AHE or
of one @Raq, or of one #¥ or of one & or of
one 3%, because all these are imperishable.

But one can easily understand how ®R®
things i. e. products (%™ ) beginning with &g will
cease to be T% as soon as they are destroyed. One
bale of cotton will cease to be one as soon as it is
loosened or destroyed. One book will cease to be
one as soon as it is destroyed. In other words,
their t%a@ is &1{Q.

fEeaiR® d SIMATAT:—Here aawz follows a
peculliar tenet of the 3@%s wherein they differ
from the ®s. The AREs hold that numbers
from two onwards are all created (¥79) by #TaFE
and hence an9@. @43, | so far as §eq1is concerned,
is the apprehension of the unities of objects
more than one &idsAFRG:=ael TeAEAl I =9IAB:
qUB FAIENTH &%: ). When we sez, say, three jars
standing we cognise them as ¢ this is one’, ‘this is
one’, ‘this is one’, and these cognitions collectively
called #1341gig result in our cognising the totality
of the objects, that is, their . According to the
33Rs, numbers, from two upwards are produced in
the objects (a& 92g¥ Bagwaa) by &g According
to the &afrss strgg only enables us to cognise ()
the numbers from two upwards which are therefore

1 The term is of wider application and denotes a relative notion. Cp.

how gyeqqlg uses it in a wider sense with regard to the
subjective nature of FHIABHH and Qw queq and {0, Cp. again
how el savs eRIERARA AERT (RANFIT B
Repmat ) Refa: u

(68)




Sect. 25 ] Noles—

not produced (%) but only made known ().
Thus according to the i¥%s, numbers from &
upwards are as much @3 as €.

It must be admitted that the view of the 3i¥%s
is more reasonable than that of the 341¥%s because
‘numbers from duality onwards are not independ-
ent of unity and are subjective.

4 qRATR
Tr. Dimension the special cause of the usages
regarding measurement exists in the nine substances.

And it is of jour kinds: (1) atomic. (2) possessing
magnitude (3) long and (4) short.

aggsgarv:—For all substances are either g
+ or f¥. YA is ag¥A in the highest degree (Rangafamwr).
7& may be either SIYURAN or ATIRAGIRWT.

Y ?@ﬁﬂ — Note that according to the
wfe®s, 94 and #gea are as much opposed to each
- other as Vice and Virtue or good and bad. In
other words, they are not different degrees of the
. same dimension. That is why they suppose that
two 89 products will be &YW as two vices will
make a man more vicious. It is easy to see how
two A% things will make the product #gat.

HWERA: —or magnitude results from either (1)
SUAAY €. g. two large bales of cotton make a:lar-
ger bale or (2) sitmwg® e. g. three (andhence ¥g)
. @u%s Which though &% and supersensuous give
rise to a =(q% which is w§x because perceptible or
(3) swaf¥¥ ( particular arrangement ) e. g. when a
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bale of cotton appears bigger or smaller according
to pressure.

&Y and TWAEL:—(®Y) things are wdRxg. Only
AT, things can be gi*zawim.

AgAET T IR:-Note that the division
is not scientific; because'am and &% refer to the
cubical contents while % and XA are linear in
nature and as such included in the sgwiam™. Again,

and xea&@ are not different dimensions but
different degrees of the same dimension.

qfamr is permanent as abiding in R@xs¥s and
impermanent in s S@xs.

Lo

e WE

Tr. Individuality is:the. special cause of .usages
relating to non-identity.

- quam is what .enables us to say ‘that3aqW is
different from a#%Y,

g9%a €. g. WY AIWWAYYS is to be distinguished
from =AM e. g. JwgW aggWa. The former gives
a positive idea, the latter negative. While the
latter rests with a mere denial, the former asserts
in addition that it is something. We can say, ¥
gei} 1, but we cannot say,xsi uIges, because,Xst and
4% are inseparably connected. But as we can say
UR: FIEW T we can also say, Uu: SR 998, Thus it
is not always possible to predicate W% of a thing
of which #=irqmne can be predicated, though the
reverse is possible.
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9 §am.

Tr. Conjunction the particular cause of usages
relating to conjoined things abides in all substances.

&4 can be either produced by action (%)
or produced by another conjunction (84 ). When
I touch a book with my hand, the & is &,
When there is g3&®431, there is &4 ( body )
gersbqm which is thus @,  @@AM may be
again either &=qEdT—e.g. T9MEIM (& being only
on the part of % ) or IwgEdst ( e. g. wwddT where
action resides in both the wrestlers). &q¥is a 3o
that abides only in a part ot the smagsas (Only a
part of the tree comes in'conjunction with a part

of the body of the monkey) and hence is calléd
SR,

&Q presupposes Rum. Nothing can be #gw
which was not [@4%; in other words, disjoined things
only are conjoined. For difference between @i
and @A¥N, see @AMF. Section 8.

¢ faqm.

Tr. Disjunction, the quality that destroys conju-
nction, resides in all substances.

Just as @91 presupposes AWM, R\ presupposes
&, In other words, there cannot be any disjun-
ction unless the things were first conjoined. We
cannot say that the horns of a bull are ff%% becausc
they were never @g%. ' @am is to be distinguished
from the ®¥% which produces the ftwm, hence the
word g% has been inserted in the definition. fRWwm
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is not mere &FiAI™ but something positive brought
about by action,

. The FM%s and &¥wz admit @A of two kinds
A and RS ( SAM EERATEABITIT:, GRATEABAWTER -
g&BRan:). The Yaifdss who admit HAFRAR refuse to
admit the second variety on the score that the &3,
of the €&, to take up the instance, is the same as
that of the body and hence what is called Rrrm
{8 ultimately proves to be ®i@ only. The 3Wfss
rightly say that the ## of the part cannot be the &#&

~of the whole-the wheels in a watch may move
but the watch does not move-and hence when there
is BPEHRIT it is due to 1M only and not &
Wwhich abides only in a past of the body & When
once you admit §4m=@4im you must admit Ramsmaam,
¥ may be again d=mWERS or IvIHEAS. ( THER-
fain: and asliFhT:—are instances of the two.)
Note thatin the case of Aggsds only a=EERF

or AW is possible because 9" substances are
incapable of &4, . *

R AT

Tr. Remoteness and N earness are the special
causes relating to being remote or near. They abide
in the four substances beginning with earth and in the
. mind. They are of wo kinds: those that are brought
about by space and by time. The remoteness caused by
space abides in one who stays at a distance. The
nearness caused by space is found in one who stays
near. The remoteness due to time is found in one who
is senior (in age ). The nearness due to time is
JSound in one who is junior ( in age ).
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TR¥EANgagEANAIgiadr: —

FIFPATA Or G Presupposes Emﬁacil which is
present in the #d forms (@A eriEw ) of ged, B
ast:, and 9. IWPA WA or ARG presupposes oA
(absenceof RYya) Wthh is present in gzdl,uq, a=:, AY
( both w#Es and #M4&7 ) and aA: (being atomic ).

FIBFAE or AWA shows distance in time.

R#FFA9EE or ’s ’ ’ space.

wa and WA arc subjective (INAFTIA )

that is why §®E&IER says that they are destroyed
on the #YAIGFAID.

30 I&A
Tr. Gravily or Weight s the nen-intimate
cause of the fall in the initial stage. It abides in
Earth and Waler.

Arggad etc. When the mango falls to the
ground its fall is initiated by &3 but later contin-
ued by velocity (37). In other words, the first
94+ is caused by J&a w]u]e the subsequent continu-
ation of the 9a4 is duc to &7 according to the Al%bs.
Modern physics holds that the subsequent @& is
also due to gravity. The definition clearly implies
that by I%a the affd meant gravity or weight.
This is in conflict with the statcment ( see Tl
section §%s ) €T FEAWIEIARL, because even light
bodies possess weight (so there 3&%& has to be taken
in a different sense i. e. that of heaviness ).

For understanding si@aaiidama, sce the scction
on causation.

3 A

Tr. Fludity, the nen-intimate cause of the flow
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in the imitial stage abides in Earih, Water and
Light. It is of two kinds; natural and artificial.
The natural fluidity is found in water; the artificial
in Earth and Light. The fluidity in earthy
substances like ghee is produced by contact with fire.
It abides in tuminous substances like Gold.

HGEZA Cp. #AIAT in the definition of T&4.
The act of flowing in the first instance is duc to
%a@ but is continued in the subsequent stages, by
&1, according to the mih®s.

Water alone possesses natural fluidity. In
the case of i¥a products like 94, and &%8 products
like gad, the fluidity is artificial being produced by
the application of heat (&s:@dr==g). If water in
the form of snow and sleet is solid, it is due to an
Sufy. [ ReswdRaiszeraRdamdismaadmizal-
aifafagiaaEy | @ g gFarE A, ]

R .
Tr Viscidity the quality which is the special

cause of agglutination of powder etc abides only in
waler.

1”&&‘3“’&"‘7'3‘3@‘ —When particles of dust or
flour are held together by water, it is due to the
quality of &g present therein. If milk or oil or ano-
ther liquid can effect the same thing, the a#®
accounts for it by saying that this €g is due to the
presence of watery particles in the liquid. (TR g
szl &g st@vay.—) Could we not assign
Redizwr (agglutination ) to &a@ ? No, says the mf&a,
for molten gold though possessed of %a&, cannot
effect it. &W®is a quality peculiar to water.
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RIX

Tr. Sound, the quality which is apprchended
by the sensc of hearing abides only in Ether. It is of
two kinds: (1) inarticulate and (2) articulate. The
inarticulate is such as is found in the case of drum
clc  The articulate takes forms like the Sanskri
Language.

JHRINAAPI-- T is a g7 peculiar to A
alone. Note the different threefold division given
in the #efi%. The words in the F@&l, IHHTARET
AFudaa @Ai@Rasy: @sg: are important as throwing
licht on the @M@%F idea regarding the transmission
of sound. If one hears the sound of a trumpet blown
at a distance it is due to the sound at the origin
producing another sound and so forth till the last
sound so produced reaches the ear. The HF=T
being nothing but eu®m@ is incapable of motion.
There are two views regarding the way in which
sound is transmitted. Some hold that the series
of sounds travels only in one direction like the
waves of the ocean (di9lag=119 ). Others hold that
the series radiates in all directions like the filaments
of a #%¥4 flower (%PIMSH or FIFAYFSAM ) that
shoot forth in every direction. Considering that
the same sound is heard on all sides, the second
theory appears more reasonable.

The &ifs®s hold T5% to be & against the view
of the sw#ts who regard it as R¥. The wzdlaiass
hold @5% to be a 5@ and not a u.

I

Tr. Cogniticn is knowledge which is the source of
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all dealings. It is of two kinds: (1) Remzmbrance
and (2) Experience.

EgqZ1I_T: — Some render 43I by ‘utterance
of words’ saying that there are some dealings like
walking in sleep which are not §@14%. But the
same objection might be raised against the ¢ utt-
erance of words’ which also are spoken in sleep
without any g% preceding them. For all practical
purposes ¢ dealings' is a good rendering; because
we see that our everyday transactions are a result
of cognitions.

gi& does not mean ‘ mind’ which is an inde-
pendent substance; not does it mean the process
of cognition, understanding. It means the result
of cognition; apprehension. Thus when I smell a
flower, the w=qadifd is the gl&.

B and AT,

Tr. Remembrance is knowledge produced only
by impression. Experience is knowledge other than
remembrance.

HIG:— €3 must be always preceded by
&1g#a which leaves an impression on the mind called
WIFA1. WATHERN is the sole cause of €. When I
see a beautiful picture ( 81g#3 ) an impression WAl
is left on my mind which is responsible for my
remembering the picture afterwards.

qeReAAA+q:— T he word ¥ is inserted in the
definition to exclude s@fm ( &is¥ §ag@: ) in which
one recognises the object before him to be the
same that he had apprehended before. In €fand
s@f, the waaesy does operate. But while in
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T4I9M it is the sole (@M) operating cause, in safRm
the &€& as well as the actual presence of the object
wre necessary.  When I remember %aZ®w, he is
rot present before me; when. I recognise 2338 to be
‘he same whem I saw before ¥a%za must be present
before me. In other words in &R there is @41 only;
in S:37ag there are a®l and &&= both.,

afxa aagwa: The definition based on exclusion
shows how difficult it is to define &g« in any
precise terms based on its attributes.

4 qGAT, TAH and ATIE,
Tr. Itis of two kinds: (/) right and (2) wrong.

Right experienze is that in which an object is cognised
as possessing those attributes (®@9FRE: ) which it does
possess; e. g. the cognition, ‘this is silver’, with regard
to silver.  This is also called sa1. Wrong experience is
that in which an objzct is cognised as possessing those
altributes which it does not possess. e. g. the cognition
of silver in the mother-o'-pearl.

ATIA AIRITH: AFAT-FBR is what distinguishes
cognition of onc object from that of another. In
the cognition of €%, 9@ is the %% which dis-
tinguishes 92@% from other @4s like wz@a. So ag@ a-
#BH& means, to take the instance of w2, aZgai (W)
qZAYBRE: egyd:; which, in plain words, means that
in FadigaT we cognise an object as it really is. In
#149191{9, on the other hand, the object is cognised
asbeing what it is not. When a blind man is
scared by a garland mistaken for a snake, there is
AQUINIE, ‘
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TYRATINT or qA1

| I | | I
L srafafa Ialafa [EIWA

HMANTIT
|
. l I
a7 3933 a%

Tr. Right apprehension is of four kinds: (/)
Direct knowledge, ( 2 ) Inferred knowledge, ( 3)
Knowledge by comparison and ( 4 ) Verhal knowledge.
“Ghe instruments of these are also of four kinds, viz.

( 1) Direct perception ( 2 ) Inference ( 3 ) Comparison
and (4) Word.

QAR —is IRABF79e like F29F where =
is cognised by the eye or JRNIKT (&= :F:W) sQY

like g@F:@IAY where & or @ are cognised by
the mind.

Wgﬁﬂ!ﬁlﬂ'z\——where, for instance, one infers
the 944 to be @AY, on seeing that it is gu=IT,

- Iqfn@mA: —where, for instance, an ignorant
man to whom a ‘buffalo’was described,recognises an
animal in the forest to be a buffalo, thus connecting
the term with its appropriate object.

sisgiA:—where, for instance, we understand
that we are to do a certain thing, because the Res
have say that we must do it. With reference to
right apprehension the student should master the
difference between the following terms:—

suar;:— T he recipient of the knowledge.
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gq9:—The means to knowledge.
s%4:—The object of knowledge.
sff:—The knowledge resulting from samr.

qarg qagq qam afufx
SAdiEy  U9NAEd SAGONT qAwEE
sqA1g AIUGIEY  AFAIA wafata
I IAqFE I gafufa
753713 qZIqTE T TeZAA
39 W,

Tr. Instrument is a cause that is peculiar (lo the
effect in question ).

si%z defines & because he has referred to
the #Ws, in the earlier section, of the four kinds
of right apprehension.

& is the cause which is peculiar to the effect
in question. Thus 544 is the only instrument for
getting Sg@A, A is the peculiar instrument
for getting sigfif% and so on.

What is meant by ®eor or AAIITOFHITM ? 1If we
take the instance of the lopping of a log of wood
with an axe, the axXe is the st@Mmasm™, according
to the definition. So long as the axe is not there,
there cannot be any lopping. Consequently Sa™Rey
consists in being indispensable in the production
of the effect. Well might one ask, is not the log
as indispensable as the axe or more so? No doubt
the log is indispensable for the Rt but it is not
saanad as the & ought to be. It is the sqrRE
SEMIOTRY that is the ®W. The axe possesses the
w9 necessary for the ‘lopping of the log of wood;
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the log of wood does not possess the 1R, In short,
& is the instrument and not the object with
regard to which the instrument is to work. But
is not the wood—cutter sgarad.? He is, but only
secondarily. The &R for the cutting of the wood
abides primarily in the axe, and only secondarily
in the wood-cutter. Take away the axe, and what
can the wood-cutter do? The wood-cutter can be
substituted by another person who shall have to
take the help of the axe. In view of this explan-
ation it will be clear how @#%z’s definition ought
to be modified by adding the word sT9Rad..

Two views regarding ®wXo.—The ancients and
the moderns are divided on the question of the
nature of I. According to the ancients (who define
T s SYITRATATINO FR0) W is the instrument possess-
ing the ®q9R. (s@9mEa). According to the moderns
(who define & as weEIga/GRER0T ) FW is the AN
itself immediately followed by the effect. It should
be seen that the attitude of the moderns is consis-
tent throughout regarding the nature of the &.
The ancients, on the other hand, are inconsistent
in defining %1 as sqIERAZEA &, and saying in
the same breath that Rx# or saif@a which is a qn
and as such &WRUEA (and not A4F) is W, &RWE
who follows the ancients in his definitions is o) en
to the same charge of inconsistency so far as the
question of the s of #gMM and ITAM is concer-

ned, It will be seen that #% is to be subsumed
under the RAGFRT of the ais.

38 THE THEORY OF CAUSATION.

Cause is what invariably (14q®) precedes the
effect.

The word ®a@ excludes things which may
(80
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precede the cause, sometimes but not always thus
proving that they are not necessary for producing
the effect and are, therefore, not causes. The
ass of the potter may sometimes precede the
manufacture of the pot but its agency may be
dispensed away with in many cases. Thus it is
not 738 and hence cannot be &r% of the pot.

9§q1:—- The cause must precede the effect If
Rqaaf alone was used the effect also will be
embraced by the definition because it is invariably
present. - ( cp. the ifasr)

Now, there are so may things which are
fAqaqdafd but not ®rWs A=gET is AgagEad of ®. The
F@BATE is [aaqdaid of the =2, but if these were
accepted as &MMs, many things near or remote
connected with the & by an invariable antecedence
will have to be accepted as &was which is not
desirable. Hence the &®$! adds the limiting clause
waqaifaga 8 to the definition. The clause means
“provided the causal capacity is not exhausted
(s13=gmfa%w ) in producing something else.” So the
complete definition of &R® is

wRAnfgd el Pragaaly SR,

The &i@% gives three cases of #=q@m¥R which
though not exhaustive, are yet indicative of the
general principle that everything that invariably
precedes is not the cause. That the cases are by

no means exhaustive is borne out by the fact that
the gwiEdl raises the number to five.

The Q% gives the following cases:—

¥7 @43 780 4 AR giriEmInIR 4 Al aERanEE,
which excludes cases like %g%4 from being regarded
the cause of . (a:gar 8}q a=geTen ¢ iy qAFRIERT
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awd (da:) 9¢ S asgeva=adsn ). Because a:gs prece-
de %2, a=387 must precede 9z. Notec that according
to the anf%% the causal capacity of 41 is exhausted
(#7qai%%) in producing 9¥&9, hence it is not
AR so far as W is concerned.

R. 9+ ufa qAIfedy 0 oF e 4 afy qEAanan-
I g 9fd aTFIAEEY which excludes cases like the
potter’s father from being regarded the cause of %=.

[Fore (azwit) afd (967 fig: ) Q379 I o
FRSAAFET 92 qfy gFzRARINIG (377:)9E a7 FHSIAT
g9idg:] The Fa@aad precedes the FF and
must hence be naturally earlier than the ®2. And
since he is the cause of 31 he is =8&F so far
as % is concerned.

3. #qA FFAMAATITOA T FIGENY  qeETIARA -
Aid¥gA this excludes cases like ®TMA being
regarded the cause of @+, [aMEvead &2m (TS ) [R7A-
q¥aida: acgmanEda AFIHEWMY URIS AT -
AR FIWAIE: W= ] Just imagine a jar after
it is baked when it comes to have ## and &4
Speaking only about ##4, what is it due to ? Before
the jar was baked there was %=agma@as well as
INTAF i e. both 7 & & were absent. Was it aqs1m-
WA or &I that was responsible for#sq? The
reply is, #ssm¥E alone is responsible, for else-
where ( sws9Eds ), we have found that asasrEaME is
by itself an adequate ( &% ) cause to produce ¥4
( Note that the ®f#%s regard S99 of a thing as
one of its causes. )

Thus these cases of &i=af@K prove that (1) a
thing in @44/ relation with the cause (2) the ant-
ecedent of the cause and (3) a thing coexisting
with the cause are not to be regarded as causes.
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3% FA

Tr. The effect is the counter-entity of anteced-
ent negation.

SR, is, as we have seen before, the thing
of which the a3 is predicated. ¥4 is the non-
cxistence of a thing before it is produced. So
SR means a thing which was not eXistent
before but later comes into existence.

This definition of &% is based on the peculiar
view about causation which the @n%®s hold and
which has made them very realistic. The @fé®c
hold that the effect (#%) is not at all existent
before it appears. The effect comes into existence
quite anew, they say. That is why they are called
#a@dRATs and are in conflict with other schools
like the afeq, 3, and the 3= that assert that the
cffect does exist in the cause. In other words, while
the aIfé®s say that & and &% are distinct the
ag®s and kindred schools say they are not (Cp.
FIFRET {FFA AT PAFIT GG —BI70134. )

This vicw that the ®% did not exist at all before
production makes the @& open to the charge that
it amounts to saying that &4 came out of nothing,
a view simil r to the Buddhists If the effect did
not exist at all and sprang anew, why is it that
out of earth we get earthen things only and not
golden ones and out of gold only golden things
and not earthy ones, both being equally @1 The
aidas refute this objection by taking the help of
the lame thcory of @1a®. The effect is linked with
the cause by &aqmr, they say. That is why while
preparing a gold earring one goes in for gold alone
and not earth and for earth alone while preparing
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an earthen jar. € is connected by @a®g with sfesr
and not with gad. That is why particular causes
produce particular effects.

&=, at one stroke, demolishes the fabric
of the theory of sim&dag by asking where could
a7am which is a @%@ reside when one of the &= &qs
viz. the ®1F was not at all existent and the al¥s is
non-plussed.

40 THREE KINDS OF CAUSES

Tr. Causes are of three kinds: |. Intimate cause.
2. Non-intimate cause and 3. Insérumental cause.

HUATTAHRRT

Tr. Intimale cause is that in inlimate connection
with which the effect is produced. e. g. the threads
are ( the intimate cause ) of the cloth and the cloth of
its own colour.

(rmﬁémﬂ also called sngA® can be predicated
of only three out of the seven 9%idis. Only #fa® gs3s,
g% and &9 can have a graifrsna. g, AW and
|81, and AMAMEA being AP can have no &rw at
all. sm¥@™ has no beginning and hence no #rw.
S¥g™ andA=N=191T are AfAA but their cause can-
not be GAFIRERW because 7™ being negative can-
not enter into &4 relation with anything. There-
fore, we can assert a GaAIR®RT of &=, g and
only.

The @aqi®s/@ which thus can be predicated
of x4, I and &4 will be found to be %= only.

73 is the GRARFRT of 2. WS is the aAqRy-
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&0 of the #@&7. @F is @AANAFRT  of the HANBAT
abiding in it.

These are the @@aild%@s because the respec-
tive #s are in GAIHERY ( g9qd ) with them.

When we thus understand that FAANTERW can
be asserted of &, qu and %4 only, we can easily
point out the FRAAFIOT of any g4, a0 or #4%. If I
want to point out the @aqfA%@ of a %4, [ shall
place my finger on the #azas or constituent parts
of which it is made. If I want to point out the
aaa%@  of a MM or a @&4A, [ shall point to the
abode viz. the 57 in which they abide. Consequ-
ently in all instances the @faysRT will be a §=4.
In cther words, @®TRA®RW is the @173, in the pair
#IFT-13ART and WA and BAEA, in the pairs -
TR and f%i’il—ﬁimﬂl{ respectively.

RAYAATTARIA,

Tr. Non-intimate cause is the cause which is
connected with onc and the same object by intimale
conncction, along with the effect or cause of the
latter. e. g. The conjunction of threads is the non—
intimate cause of the piece of cloth, and the colour
of the threads is the non-intunate cause of the
colour of the piece of cloth.

RGRANYFI: — If it is easy to detéct the
guai@s, of a ®, it is not so easy to detect the
sgaands W@, Really speaking, stgqanfsma is a very
misleading name given toa cause which is closely. .
knit to the @nan@sr® and which plus the awafizrm
amount to the effect. #@wad is thus to be taken
to mean gqaElae, and not aRAARAEE as it is likely
to be interpreted. #WS.is the araAsAT of w. But

(85)



— A otes [ Scct. 40

% is not mere #%M3s but something more. A
plus their &4 is 92, So MBI is the SARAAFRA
of ®&. Similarly a#369 is the JGAAMFAT of &=

To take the stsaaiifEra of a gu, e&T has IS
for the gamiE®Ery.  But mere 39a (&9) consisting
of petals does not account for the total & (01) of
the 3@®. It is 3@9® and the g@&¥ that amounts to
the #g&7 as abiding in the @3 Thus, W&
(colour of petals) is the sr@gandsna of the IqEY.
Similarly 8% is the stgmaisna of 927,

To take the st@mai@sna of a &1 or &A1, the
¥A" of the wheel has the wheel as the @®andsHRL.
But mere wheel does not account for the &1 The
wheel must be moved by the hand of the mechanic

before it moves In other words, ZiREgeas®aqm is
the st@aandAsrar of the w47 of the a%.

From the above illustrations it must have
become clear that we can speak of the srasaify®HR
of such an effect only, of which we can predicate
a gaaigsRa. In other words, there cannot be any
Jgaa s of an effect, if there is ne @raAERT. And
similarly, when one spcaks of the as@f¥aEr® of a

thing we can be sure that the thing must also
have an S@RARFRT,

As @umfi& is possible to be predicated of
only&s4, 9 and ®44, we can speak of the s@Rafrsr
of these 93idis only.

It should be seen that the sr@asi¥sR® of a %54
is always the &3 of its &ia@fads (constituent parts);
that of a &% is always the @M of the substratum
of the &% (®dMR) with another object like the
mechanic’s hand; that of a 4 is another similar
qu ( AT, HERATHN of T ) or another dissimilar
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an [ sgadear (g7), the \@AAAFRT of afisor (I) in
=194 ] or B (BT the wanadwwor of sfgamadm ).

The waaaiasra, therefore, stands close to the
gaguad £rot and is hence described as gaaRrERaIQIES.
Thus s@@@d proximity will be found to be of two
kinds #eimdgs@@® and @edtedsaE™, also called
@4l and wgd TFER respectively

When the a&38% defines sigaqudsaa as w40
UEHRIR gagay e FRUAGAINABROT, it refers to FABIG-
SR, AqEI I is wraqafis of this variety. Because
it is (@73ai) 9kazEmdn gg wEkacawarad a0 9adq i, c.
97 being a 99 is @aqa with the a=gs with which is
@34 also the 92 there effect because a3 is #1354, and
9z, %94{99 . When acain, the 8#%&9g defincs si@aaiganm
as AT G5 CERAAY gadad afd & it refers to &H-
HASTIAR, a=3&q is of this variety. Because, a53&4
is &0 437 g3 ©HEaea=A qAaq 1. c. it is connccted by
ga3.q with the sume 473 with which is connected
its causc 92 by the same relation (i c. @qa1d).
FRARHGNT is BlasaIgas. Because the &0 abides in
9% Dy @399, in which the ¥m7, its % 4 also abides by
g ( Dissolve &9 or #I%F &g veRawdIQE; )

Thus the sgaafHE of a %59 or &4 will always
be siqsdgama.  That of 4 may be HRABASAEN as
in the above instance or &¥mddgEs ( cp. THATT
has &7:891 for its srea@R®RT which is sEsdIEER ),

From what has been said above, one can find
out the s@aafisra by sctting his finger on the

causc which plus the @®afdsrat are cmbodied in
the cffect.
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T

Tr. Different from both of these is the instrumen-
tal cause, as the shuttle or loom of the piece of zloth.

Whatever cause cannot come under @®aif¥ or
&gnaid, is ARmsra. Thus the agent, instrument
and such other causes will come under the broad
class of @Rfdasrar. Time, space, God’s will, Destiny
and antecedent negation are the @MY [RFERTS
because they operate while each and everything
in the world is produced.

fAfwFRw can be predicated of ¥, T and ##d
and also of sw@wE and &#=aF3.  Thus when a 92
is destroyed the we9«@m@ has for its fafMasrm the
several things operating to destroy the 2. Similarly
when I say % is not s&4%, the &=31=™1F is produced
by the 3w of ua and @%aw which, thercfore, is
the RR@siw of the @=dizanya,

e e S T,

PR TUIS

Tr. Therefore of these three varicties of causes
that alone which is the special cause is the %,

As we have seen before the idea of &, whether
according to the old school or new (i. e. whether
the instrument or @NR) makes it come under
[AAa%R® only.

8 H<TY.

Tr. Of them (aa=3a4gZAqR ) perception is the
peculiar cause of Direct knowledge. Direct knowledge
is knowledge produced by the contact of the senses and
the objects. It is of two kinds: indeterminate and
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determinale. Indeterminate knowledge is knowledge of
a thing without apprehending its attributes; e. g. * ‘Ghis
is somzthing.” ‘Determinate knowledge is knowledge
of a thing with an apprehension of ils attributes e. g.
‘Ghis is a Brahmin, this (man) is black.

Having given the four broad divisions of
m«mlana or 9A1 viz. (FAF, g, IR and A )s
&ifaz describes them in order.

In the case of 9@, the # and @ arc both
given the same name. Thus while the process
which gives us direct knowledge is called 9@, the
result viz. the direct l\nowlcdfrc is also called
g8, In the case of the other varicties of knowledge
viz. #FWA, ITAR and Wszad, the & and &9 are
named differently: a1gam is the #wr, MR the
Fd; ST the 01, AR, the @d; @57 the i,
@=Zqa the &9,

T AAIARIAT 1« 9e&q Note that Ag@A,
FAER and @ERAA are also HECIREICeLEC M hus
before [ infer 93ar a@a, there must be 'aguqqu
Similarly, when I get the Stf#® Tqsgsgai=disd, there
must be ag‘ﬁaaﬁm A<f11n, when I get m»@m
duiguiala, there must be #@i7gs3dR3. How then
arc we to diffcrentiate S&& from all these ? The
reply is that while S:a% is sPzardd@w4A=T exclusively,
other varieties of knowledge are as much depen-
dent on gITME@REY  as on other mental processes.

|QIAFHIF and [qAHIF Indeterminate knowledge
is the stage that precedes determinate knowledge.
When I get a cognition e. g. (9% sIau@) this cogni-
tion must have been preceded by another when
I cognised the %2 only as ‘something existing %%
@afd. In other words, in the stage of [RM%s1%. 1
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only cognise the & of the thing, while, in the
afdses stage, (% FAfA) I become more definite and
connect the @813 with some attributes ( 9% ) w%a
etc. which I know already but which I had not
connected with the thing in question in the fAf%s7%
stage. It should be seen that in @R%w% what
takes place is merely thc co-ordination of the gw@a
of the Af%w% stage with the @a of the W, =,
u@ or @1 which I had had already as a result of
my past experience but which I had not connected
with the & in the M&%ea® stage. For if I did
not know what 2@ or %@ is I could not have
said, F&isd, wIsq, etc.

Thus a@%e439 is the sum-total of fRiqzevsaa
plus the su@sasafgaa which I possessed already.

As w@g is RTAAWIIHA, precisely speaking,
fAf%%9s 3 alone is 94%, AT being something
more than 5@4. But, for all practical purposes, it is
better to admit af@%w% as %Ad also, because on it
are based all our experiences in life. It should be
seen that the Buddhists admitted Q%% alone to
be real.

This explains the definitions, @s%sEHT and
gIERETT in the text. In &afid, the @A is without
any attributes (98R=3aR397 ); in 93dIsq, . the 9 is
faRe by the =%, w2@. The detailed definitions
fRAunfRaaisaaaniaE & AAsisisemsaEmaa
in the g% mean the same thing. In R[E%®E, no
reference is made (&a7 ) to the connection of the
thing (R%%7) (xg AnfY) with its attri bute (19%or) (3z@)
though both are there, viz. 88§ and the W@}
¥4 of past experience. In @@%e%, there is reference
(=aufk) to this connection of 38w and fA¥sa. )
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fameq Note that the %7 or determinateness
consists in apprehending, either suf¥ like #t@; or o
like 7%, #1®; or B like &&7; or =qf% (also called
%54 ) like 3339, R™. Sometimes we may cognise
only some of these; sometimes all. #l: gwaal Re:
(R the name of the bull ) summarise the fA%eds.

The @i@ss hold that R&%eI%%:a% is inferred only.
The inference stated in the ifd%1 amounts to this.
Every qualified cognition must be preceded by
the cognition of the attributes. Before I cognise
the g% of a man, I must know the Zus.

This knowledge of 398 must be @f3Rig lest we
shall be confronted with @F€4r iu our search for
the @I of each preceding @, And this proves
the stage of [R@A%ETETAN

Note that §4Us 3 is always SNETEIAE.

FigaraEiasq:--Thus there will be 5@& of the
sight (98%), of the sense of hearing (%13 ),of the
ser.sc of taste (uaa ), of the sense of touch (€aq ),
of the scnse of smell (&9 ) and of the mind

(®rag), e

Gr. Ghe contact of the senses with their objects
which is the cause of direct knowledge can be cf six
kinds, viz. (1) conjunction, (2) the intimate relation
with the things conjoined, (3) the intimate relation
with what is intimately related with the things conjoined,
(4) intimate relation, (5) intimate relation with the
intimately relaled, ( 6 ) and the relation of the atlri-
bute and the thing qualified.

The author now proceeds to describe the varie-
ties of contact of the senses with their objects
which are six in number.

o
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93 SIX KINDS OF gf3y#y.
(1)

Cr. Conjunction is the contact when, with the
eye, the direct perception of a jar is produced.

_ Here the sight directly gets joined to the
object 9z, the theory being that the =¥ travels
to its object and returns with an image thereol.

Che theory of perception: The WF gives the
process of direct perception. All our experiences
are the outcome of our 4% and a#4d. So, in order
that the soul should suffer pain or enjoy plea-
sure, to be derived from direct perception, it com-
es in contact with the mind which in its turn is
connected with the sense, the latter getting again
in contact with the object. The resultant experi-
ence whether pleasant or otherwise is the outcome
of our 9& or @& (merit or demerit ).

As wga@, sy and wszad  are all based on
a3, more or less it follows that the pleasure or
pain to be derived from them is equally the result
of our past merit or demerit.

(2) o

Tr. Intimate relation with thing conjainzd s
the contact in producing the direct pzrception of the
colour of the jar which is in conjuuction with the
sight.

92&9 is @Haq in 92 ( gT—IYGT, ) which is &Iw
with the =gU&7.

(3) .

Tr. In the direct perception of the generality
‘colourness’ (8% ) the contact is the intimate relat-
son with*what is intimately related with the thing
conjoined,
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W@ is ana with &9 ( A—s41s ), which, in its
turn, is @q3a with 9 ( —q@q ) which is 984,
(4)

Tr. Intimate relation is the contact when we
get a direct perception of sound withthe senseof
hearing. For, the sense of hearing is ether.

Abiding in the cavity of the ear sound 1s the
spectal quality of ether and there is intimate relati-
on between the quality and its abode.

. The wifdss hold -that ®fxa is nothing but
FUSTEARON 1w, ether limited by the cavity of

the ear. So %% is the I of WiA%q as well. Hence
the @uadi@ between $&& and ¥5%.

(5)

Cr. In the direct perception of the generality of
sound the contact is in intimate relation with the thing
intimately related. Because the generality of sound
is connecled by intimate relation with sound which is
in intimate relation with the sense of hearing.

Note the rule of the R1@%s that the R of a
thing is perceived by the same sense by which
the thing itself is perceived. Thus & being perc-
eived by the eye, ®%® also will be perceived by
the sight. @s% being perceived by the ear, WA
also will be perceived by the organ of hearing.

Tr. The contact in the direct perceptionof negati-
on 1S the relation of the attribute and substratum
of attribute. For, inthe cognition ‘ there is ne jar
on the ground ’ the ground in contact with the
sight is qualified by the attribute of the negationof
the jar.

The dintass hold that swig is perceived by an
independent means of proof ( %/ ) called AFT&S.
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(cp. the a3q0@#1). Against these the afé®s hold that
negation is perceived by 53&. They say that
&19F is perceived by the same sense that perceives
the counterentity. Thus%Z\id is perceived by the
same sense viz. 9¥RIHEA that perceives the 2.
The cognition of WA is as much a 3% as the
ST

In this 5@& of s, the =g is 9w with
the ¥@@ which is the 3257 of the f&am g2iw@ thercon.
Thus this @@# amounts to FAsw-AI=AT which
differs from the Rasw-Fg=AIT in instances like
flegqay where there is A3 between @& and 303
while there is no such additional relation ( @fi:
@s: ) between @IWid and its &7 (RINT-FAAETRIHA).

Tr. Thus Direct Perception is knowledge
preduced by the contact of the senses with their re-
spective objects The peculiar cause thercof is the
organ of sense. Therefere it results that the sensc
18 the means of direct perception.

Note that §#&7 is the &9 and gEza9a¥A, =R
of s@g according to the old af&s whom @&z
follows. According to the s, gRzzIgEHed will
be the & of s@gaa. It should be noted that
amEieEg, WA%T, and DI can apprehend the
respective qWs, their @AEgs and their A9ds.

=gI%XT:- can apprehend ##4s in addition to its
respective I i e. &, WA of the I and also its Hwa.

@ffa can apprehend % in addition to its
respective I, its @@ and WA, according to the
neo--al#%s, who do not think 333aswacq is necessary
for wigns@s. According to the old auFss, @®™xa can
apprehend only its I, the @m=q thereof and its
sam, 999 can apprehend only its 9us their @Wi=r and
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its @ according to the AM#s.  According to the
#aitrEs it can apprehend the &, @A, also.

Thus, there results the following scheme:—
99! perceives &1 — ®RI —FAMNE — &7

T, T — T — TAME--F51 (acc.
to some )
10§ . AP — e — AT
wakzT , W — ®\FT — WHE
A1 ’ e — eEA — ASKIAIT
|, g4, 3@, T3, 99, WEAT| ARAT
their 9= and &4 ;‘acc. to
J some

#4 can be perceived by the sgi@i21 and @fifgr
according to some.

ATs arc AAFET,

aRa is AdFET according to the A%, According
to the fqRFs it is 5@FRA™ and perceived by the
sense that perceives the &ami¥ds .

Y e aS ¥
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Important Termsalphabetically arranged and
illustrated with reference to the stock instance 938

AL T
SO

#igaia:—The process that leads us to infer fire
from smoke,

sigfaii:—The result of sigaid viz qaar A&

s=gsana:-Positive concomitance, % 4% qAEn A% TiE:.

Fagsqiaiasani:—~Positive and negative concomitance
Positive % a% ya:ea ax alk: negative 3% I
ARG T A

I — See FUATAA.

qdYg:— 99 9

PqesqfUP swrgw:— AgAm which is based on =R
that can be negative only, e. g. gwft w3
AT,

393gRULEg:— 8T in a Ia@ANR /A c. g TATT
in the above instance.

q@l=qm AgWT:— AgAM  which is based on emfa
that can be positive only e. g. & sfarrd:
SEFALl AT 3% qqqeT a qaAAAIIA | IAq ||

LA CIE o 3§1~—i§ in a gAY AFAT ¢ g. A& in the
above instance.

1Y — see UAFAIA,

q@:—the subject of inference; 998 in the instance
94T aRAT | gAeeana,

quaiar:— The presence of the &g on the 99; presence
of smoke on the mountain.
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@A or Axwmd;;— The knowledge that the g
which is generally and invariably present with
the @e¥ is present in the .

qualgaia: —Inference formally put. The fcrmal
syllogism called &/, consists of five parts.

aRer &g, IEr, IgAq, AR,

qgdr afgaia---- siaar
AIEI - 83

39 39 A: ax afg: 91 AYAF — IAEW

AT AT —I9A7

a A —fqauq

i@f1:— The same as @M@ or {J. YW is the @F in
qddY afga, | qRITa |

Rrmquad: — See wAd.

fAg:—An instance in which the @7 or thing to be
proved is absent. #qI€X ( a great lake ) is a
fAwg if afkavx is the @7 because fire is absent
from a lake.

&q19% & sqq:—are relative terms. Literally =mus
means that which pervades i. e. is more ext-
ensive than the sm=, that which is pervaded,
the less extensive. Thus %/ is the sq/@s of &
the =44, because af® is found not - only where
YW is present but in many more cases.

sqiff:— Invariable concomitance. There is =i\
between Y% and &k because we find i€ where-

ver there is ¥, It is of three kinds: ¥w@iaf,

R and si=q=9RAR, for which see above.

sqicq:—See SIS,
99%:—A similar instance; that in which the Iy
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is present as in the . Thusagiag, the kitchen
is the @9g of the %igAI, 738 AFAR, THI*TL, bec-
ause there is 3/ in the agiA4d.

ar:—The same as &% or 87, the indicatory mark
present in the @& which leads to the &g
¥R is the @M@ (sometimes roughly said to
be . )

arq:—The thing proved. a®@a<a in the instance is
a, Sometimes we roughly say al& is the arg

endigma:—The inference in which the process is
merely implied but not formally expressed as
in wualgad. When I infer fire on the mount-
ain because there is smoke thercon, thus going
through the process of #I&HT and @seuwd but
only implicitly, it is €raigam,

%3:—The same as @M or ®% though, to be accu-
rate, it is the seccnd member of the formal
syllogism.

vY  AFAN

Tr. Inference is the cause of i®ferred lknotw-
ledge. Inferred knowledge is knowlcdge produced
by scrutinisation ( QUHZ )

It should be noted that aga@ is the process
that leads to sigfif@. In the stock instance of inferred
knowledge, the mountain is fiery because smoky,
the conclusion that the mountain is fiery is the
#gMR and the process consisting of T&aam and =g
is the =igam .

The student should see that #gfaf differs from
S99 in giving us the knowledge of a thing that is
not in direct contact with our -senses. In the
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instance of fire on the mountain our senses do not
come in contact with the firc at all, as they do in
direct perception. In the whole process of infer-
ence, I see smoke on the mountain, and to that
extent, my senses come in contact with an object.

Inferred knowledge depends upon two things.
IFirst, I must see the smoke on the mountain.
This is technically called wsa4ar.  Secondly, it is
nccessary that from my past experience I must
have gathered that whereever there is smoke there
is fire. This is technically called =mif§. I bring
my past experrence to bear upon the presentcase
of the smoke on the mountain. This is technically
called wuad And this results in the final judgment
that the mountain is fiery

Tr. Scrutinisation consists in the knowledge
that the case wunder consideration posscsses the
indicatory marlk characterised by invariable conce-
mitance. e. g. this mountain passesses smoke that
1s invariably asseciated with fire.

The author now proceeds to define umsdl which
gives us AFMA. As said above, inferred knowledge
results from the co--ordination of two distinct
congitions. The thing on the basis of the presence
of which I am going to form the judgment must
be present in the particular instance (¥ggdar). The
smoke raust be present on the mountain on which
I am going to infer the existence of fire. Again, I
must have a knowledge of the invariable concomi-
tance (s® ) between smoke and fire which I
must have derived from my past experience. Both
these result in what is known as uad.

Tr. And the cognition preluced by it that
the mountain is fiery is inferred knowledge.
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The definition is simple in the light of the
above explanation.

Tr. Invariable concomitance consists in the
certainty of association that wherever there is smoke
there is fire.

This association is either positive (&awFa)
or negative (#a==fUR ) or both (#1=agsafdUP ) accor-
ding as we can give a similar instance to support
the argument on hand, or a dissimilar instance or
both. To take the instance of the smoky mount-
ain, we can state the invariable concomitance in
either of the two ways.

We can say wherever there is smoke there is
fire, as in a kitchen ( 3% 9% greax o afy: qw agAq )
or, negatively, wherever there is no fire there is
no smoke, as in a lake. (¥% Y% FXOAFEAH AF JATAA:
qq agE?. ) This sort of concomitance is called

positive and negative concomitance
because we can substantiate it with two kinds of

instances similar (the kitchen) and dissimilar (the
lake ).

But it is not possible always to give instances
of both kinds. Sometimes we can adduce a similar
instances only; sometimes there will be no similar
instances but only dissimilar ones which are equa-
lly effective in proving the case on hand. If we
can adduce a similar instance only the concomit-
ance is called ey sl ( positive concomitance).
To take an instance:~The jar is nameable because
it is cognisable, ( w2sf&y: sAFA@ )—we can state
the concomitance only positively. Because there
is nothing in the world that is not nameable and
hence a dissimilar instance we cannot come across.
Thus we can say, '
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Whatever is cognisable is nameable like a
piece of cloth (3& 3@ S¥a& a7 & aNATH Jq 21 )

But for want of a dissimilar instance we can-
not, say, whatever is not nameable is not cognis-
able, there being nothing that is not nameable.

If we can adduce a dissimilar instance only,
the concomitance can be negative only. Thus in
the syllogism,

Earth differs from other substances, because
it possesses smell ( gedl ga(igad | TPaa<arT | 99 4% T
AN T AT G AST 0 )
we cannot adduce a similar imstance. Because any
instance that could be called similar will be
included in the class of earth and as such cannot
be cited in support of the argument. To be
clear, if I were to say, whatever has smell differs
from other substances like a flower, I shall be
arguing in a circle. Because flower being earthy
is included in the case under consideratton and as
such cannot support it.

In such cases we have to depend upon negative
instances (394 ) supporting negative concomitance.
Thus in the inference under consideration, I have
to give the concomitance only negatively,

Whatever does not differ from substances
other than earth does not possess smell like water
[ 39 waluzaa, aa weaael, 391 @e% | This is
negative concomitance. It should be seen that
definitions because they touch upon the wkole of
the thing defined, can be supported by dissimilar
instances and negative concomitance, - and are
hence described as%ﬂﬂﬁ_ﬁﬁ Q.

The student must have thus seen that, accord-
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ing to the possibilty or otherwise of adducing a
similar of dissimilar instance, one can make use of
positive or negative concomitance in the formation
of a syllogism. This positive or negative conco-
mitance determines the name of the indicatory
mark also. Thus, in the instances given above,

Smoke is an indicatory mark that is both pos-
itive and negative ( ®=345378U% ) because with regard
to it both kinds of concomitance can be given.

In the second instance cognisability is an
indicatory mark that is positive only, (3T@rFa® )
for with regard to it only positive concomitance
can be given.

In the third instance, smell is a negative
indicatory mark, ( #I@=qiad® ) because with regard
to it only a negative concomitance can be given.

Finally, the whole inference becomes positive
or negative or positive-negative according as the

indicatory mark 1s positive or negative or positive-
negative.

Tr. QEQAQAl consists in the presence of the less
extensive on the meuntain elc.

qapadar has been explained above.

q4 is the particular thing about which we
make the inference. In the stock instance of
smoke and fire, the mountain is the 9 on which
4w the 319 abides. Note that before anything
can be a 99 it must satisfy either of the two cond-
itions:—

Either I must be curious (&Rga:=doubtful)
to infer something about the mountain or though
I myself am not so curious to know the thing
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myself T must be inclined to convey it to others
(@mmzm\/mf{ to prove ) The former is the ¥ ina
Eamvgma an inference for oneslf; the latter isaqy
in an inference for others (wmgqm)

The terms &= and &419% are important. 717
the less extensive is the indicatory mark also var-
iously called @% or 8¢ or @4d. The indicatory mark
receives this name because its extension is less
than that of the thing proved which therefore
comes to be called the more extensive (&419% ).
Smoke is found in a lesser number of instances
than firc. In a red-hot iron ball there is fire but
there is no smoke. Thus smoke comes to be called

the =319 the less extensive and fire sq19% the more
cxtensive.

84 Two kinds of SAJHIH.

Tr. Inference is of two kinds:—that effected
Jor oncsel f, and secondly, that effected for others.

The student should not suppose that the two
varietics are quite independent. The first lies at
the base of the second” The first refers to the
process of inference without any regard for formal
statecment.  The second is merely the first put
in a definite form. , to convey the inference that
I have informally made to another. When Iinfer
firc on the mountain, I do informally go through
the wholc process which is formally laidout when
I want to convince others of its truth. The
inference for others ( Tudigwid) is nothing but the
five-membered syllogism (#/®) of Maw.

Cr. Injerence for oneself is the cause of inferr-
ed knowledge for oneself. “To wit, having realised by
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repeated observalion, in the case of the great kitchen and
similar other places, the invariable concomitance that
wherever there is smoke there is fire, when one goes
to the mountain and doubts if there is fire thereon he
happens to see smoke on it and remembers the invaria-
ble concomitance that wherever there is smoke there is
fire.  Then arises a consciousness *‘ ‘Ghis mountain
possesses smoke that is invariably associated with fire.”
Chis itself is called the scrutinisation of the indicatory
mark. From this, one gets the inferred knowledge,
“ the mountain is fiery. * This is what is known as
inference for oneself.

~_ Note the four stages in an inference for oneself.
(1) waader  (2) swigeawr (3) W (4 ) g@MA.

Cr. When, on the other hand, having himself
inferred fire on the mountain one uses the six-memb-
ered argument to convince another, that is an infgrence
intended for others. e. g. 938 afka gwA A 1 PA-
.9 § A | 991 AYAG: | O I |\ qEqadl |

Tr. By the indicatory mark that is conveyed in this
way the other party also is convinced of the existence

of fire.

¥& I and its five members.

Tr. The members of the syllogism flve in number, are
Assertion, (3R®) Reason, (), Illustration (33gW),
Application, (3% ), Conclusion, (1R )

qaar afgara, is sfae
qaavar is g
3% 79 AT a9 afg: 39 AGA js I
Hq 9 A9 — I
qearayr - faraa,
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The student should master the above form as
also the one given below to be able to put into
logical form an argument based on positive or
negative or positive-negative concomitance. It
should be seen that the use of either of these
varieties of concomitance depends upon the po-
ssibility of adducing an instance in support of it.

giuEy gaEAr Ay | afvs
AR | &9
XA (WA A TEHTTY qA IS | I
%4 7 qu1| 3977
agarg A aur | Anas,

The members of the #3@ or syllogism only
formally embody what is informally present ina
edigaid. A desire or expectancy is created by the
first member which is satisfied by the subsequent
members.

89 T of AFAM.

Tr. The scrutinization of the indicatory mark
18 the special cause sn an inference intended for
onesclf and that intended for others. Therefore
scrutinization is the inference.

It should be seen that the special cause of an
inference as given by #a%g is according to the new
all+® view , and is in conflict with the definition of
& given before. For quadl is itself the sq19®, and
not the sqARIT .

ve fOF.

Tr The indicatory mark is threefold:— (1)
Positive~-negative, (2 ) Positive, and (3) Negative.
Peositive-negative indicatory mark is one about which a
positive and and negative concomitance can be pred-
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icated. * Wherever ¢here is smoke there is fire as in the
kitchen, ' is positive concomitance. Wherever there is
no fire there is no smoke asin a great lake” is
negative concomitance.  ‘Positive indicatory mark is
one about which only a positive concomitance can be
predicated. e. g. ‘Ghe jar is nameable because it is
cognisable like a picce of cloth. In this instance there
is no negative concomitanze between cognisability and
nameability Because everything is cognisable and
nameable. The negative indicatory mark is one about
whick only a negative concomitance can be postulaled.
e. g. Earth differs from other ( substances ), on
account of possessing. smell. Whatever does not differ
from other substances does not possess smell, like water.
‘Ghis is not so Therefore it is not like them (i.e.
smell-less. ) In this case there is no positive instance to
illustrate the positiv: concomitance that whatever
possesses smell differs from other substances, because
the entire Earth is the subject of the argument.

See notes on Concomitance.

¥ qy.

Tr. The <& 1s a w thing the presence of the g
(thing to be proved ) on which is doubtful; e. g. the
mountain when the pessessiom of the smoke is the
reason

cp. notes on FeaRal
YKo H{IY.

A similar instance is one which is ascertained
o possess the thing to be proved; e. g a great
kitchen, in the case just cited.

Note that in a similar instance the similarity
is determined by the presence of the @< (thing to
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be proved ). Thus a fiery place ( not a smoky one)
is to be regarded as similar instance, in the instance
of the fiery mountain.

%¢ T,

Tr. A disssmilar instance is one from whicl
the absence of the thing te be proved is ascertained;
e. g. the great lake in the case on hand.

An instance without fire will come under this
class. It is an observation of the similar and dis-
smilar instances that enables us to understand the
concomitance positively and negatively.

YU-49 TEATHM.
The word &A1& can be explained in two ways:—
(2) ggazrresa gfa deavwan: (Al ) which
are 8Js in appearance ouly and defectve.

(R) &z =@ defects in the %3 or fallacies
23ms.

When the a#iTs1 defines R@wig as AFAAIRA-
TFUIAIRE  the ¢ object of right knowledge
preventing aigiuid --which is the same as the Qs in
the 83,--it evidently takes @@ in the second
sense. Whether we take this meaning or that the
ultimate outcome is the same. Because, according
to the first interpretation, we have to deal with
fallacious 8gs which is virtually the same as deal-
ing with the fault in the &g, which is the meaning,
according to the second derivation.

An easier method to understand a ¢ gamwE ”
is to recognise that it consists in either of the five
requisites of a valid 8. in ‘general, being absent.
The five requisites of a valid ¥F are (1) wawiea
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(R) a3 &% (§) RIAFEAETT (¥ ) ANEAATII (1)
HFAA9ET,

(1) Violation of wgqia.
[ swanag and |EIAHG. p. 32. ]

q@u#eg If we want to infer fire on the moun-
tain the ¥, smoke, must be present on the moun-
tain which is the subject.

Violation of this requisite may take place in
two ways: (1) There may be no 9 e. g. the mountain
at all (2) or, the % e. g smoke may be absent
from the 7. Accordingly a violation of wgad@ will
result in two &&mi@s. (1) that in which the 98 does
not exist at all; and (2) in which the 87 is absent
from the 9. The first is the siaifdg out of the
three varieties of &fAg.

“The stock instance is TARER W | AWFZAIT
UIRMTT. TNARE 2 sky-lotus is an AFTAA
thing as much g9 as a gIRI™M, or a castle in
the air. So, to infer anything about it, is futile.
This is the aipmfyg@nig i. e. one in which the
assumption of the W (@ria of the®y) itself is
hypothetical, baseless.

It is very easy to detect this fallacy, because
what exists and what does not exist are matters
known, as a rule, by every man of the world.
Supposing I infer anything about a hare’s horn
the fallacy in my reasoning will be too patent.
Again, if I were to infer anything about the idols
(77 ) of Islam, the §ariE will be snsifd®, because,
everybody knows Islam does not admit idol-wor-
ship. If we were to infer anything about the dark
complexion of a Londoner or the white complexion
of a negro in- Africa-not in the v.s. A--or the
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‘enerosity of a typical Aberdonian we shall Commit
he g@mma of &=a1RF, because all these cases (%s)
lo not exist at all.

Some say that another variety of ®uwsndg is
sossible. If T infer something which is already
inown and hence requires no inference, my &g is
arag§®. Thus if I were to infer that I have body
»ecause I am a man, my inference will suffer from
his drawback. Here the 87 viz. ‘I’ does exist but
snot ‘94’ in the logical sense because there is
10 (@wEi@ar) or desire (or necessity) to prove
‘he thing inferred. Sanskrit 417 requires that there
nust be at least a desire to prove something about
L thing, before it can be called ¥4, The fallacy
-esulting from the absence of the 83 from the 9 is
a&9N8%, second variety of &g,

The stock instance is @& qm: 1 NggarE | Every-
»ody knows that @5g is not 911 (cognised by the
rye ) but M3 (heard by the ear). Thus wig8@& does
10t at all abide in @53, The &g, therefore, is €TENAT.
non-existent on the v&.

This fallacy is much obvious and can be
easily detected. Thus if I were to say that the
cannibals are enlightened because educated I
commit this fallacy. Bccause education is con-
spicuous by its absence in cannibals. Again, if 1
were to say, that &g is a 3q1A% because he admits
four sars, I shall be committing this fallacy
because ®mZ has stated the swas to be two. This
will show how one can easily detect this fallacy.

2 Violation of gq{ ®<T
[ eramareo strwfRas p. 30 |
The second requisite of a valid 83 is that it
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should be present in the a9& instances i.e. Instances
where the @19 exists. Thus when 1 want to infer
fire on the mountain on the basisof the smoke,
I must be sure that smoke is present in those cases
only where there is fire. Thus I have seen smoke
coming out of the kitchen and I know there is fire
therein. This strengthens my conviction that there
must be fire on the mountain also, because I sce
smoke thereon.

In $qa=iqf® s1gaIa, it is true, the requirement of
|98 g=q is not fulfilled. But still it is valid. Becausc
there is no @&t at all By its very nature a@saiaus
&1gAIT leaves no scope for 898 and still possesscs
the power to prove the particular thing. Thus in

g zatuzadl | aFI3enq | afgaer a faa A
YZF9IT | 9T IS | A9F 4[| JEAF I |

gesfiqediz is not found in anything else but %01
which is the 9. So there is is no similar instance
and hence the &3 is not faulty at all, if itis not
found in the &9 which does not exist.

But the absence ofawé @=q invalidates an arglufa
in cases where the¥d is present only in thc &
though there are @9 instances. Thus in an AFHIA
of the kind, ws¥isf@:1 9s3AW, T3 is present only in
the a1, @5%; but is not present in any of thc @
instances though there are so many-all @& things
constituting the @®g, This results in the gawE
called samrer which is defined as the onc that s
absent both from similar (@3d) and dissimilar
(981 ) justances. Of course the defect consists
only in its being absent from the similar instances
(aTg ); its .absence from the f%& is no defect;
because every valid §1 is required to be absent
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from| the 99, The [uaz @nafd is given in the
definition only to show its exclusive nature.

This fallacy is not generally difficult to detect.
It is exactly the fault known as arguing in a circle.
If I say that the Aberdonians are stingy because
they are Aberdonians I commit this fallacy. Som-
ctimes it may be a little more subtle, because the
23 though exclusively abiding in the & could be
made out to be so with some difficulty. Thus in an
#IAA of the type ‘war i1s inhuman because there
one army butchers another,’ the &3 is the exclusive
description of war and hence we commit the fallacy
of HFMEN HAHRAF &g,

(3) Violation of 1392117 sqigia
. [ amwer srdsias p. 30 ]

To return to our instance of the fiery mountain,
our inference that it is fiery because smoky is as
much strengthened by our observation of smoke in
similar instances ( @my) like kitchen as by our
certain knowledge that it is absent from dissimilar
instances ( 1d%4) i. e. instances in which fire, to
take our instance, is absent. Thus my conviction
that the mountain is fiery is as much strengthened
by my observing smoke in a kitchen with fire as
by my failure to observe it in a lake without fire.
Therefore, if any g4 be found in the @& also,
evidently my inference ceases to be valid. I begin
to suspect that though the thing inferred may be
true, its opposite may also be true, because I find
the same %3 present in a dissimilar instance, i. e. in
an instance with the opposite or negation of the
are, This fallacy is styled @MRMABIRAE because
the €Y is @4RT to gd& and R also. N

Thus to take the stock instance, T#l IHAIL
Sua@iT, ( because it is cognisable ), we know that
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the g, 94¥@ is present in instances where fire is
present (8% ) as well as instances from which
it is absent (f@%&). Thus a lake is as much sa%
as a qgMAYU. 5uFA belongs to each and everything
that can be the object of a cognition. Thus being
present in the 1998 also, this is not eonclusive.

The student should study this fallacy very
carefully because the majority of fallacious argum-
ents suffer from it. It is not so obvious as the
others and demands some wide knowledge for its
apprehension.

In our daily life, we indulge in fallacies that
are mostly reducible to this because of our limited
knowledge. Thus if I were to say to my learncd
friend that some x. y. z. is a great social reformer
because, like Ranade, he is a Judge of the Bom-
bay High Court, I commit this fallacy. Because
my learned friend knows that many a judge has
sat on the judge’s chair without caring a jot for
the social uplift of his countrymen. So the &3 viz.
being a judge is defective because it is found in
the f9& also viz. those cases where a judge was
not a social reformer.

Again, if I were to say that x. y. z. is a great
educationist, because, like Sir Ashutosh Mukerjece,
he is a member of the University Senate, I again
commit the same fallacy A man with knowledge
of thihgs educational knows too well how there are
some who do not know the A.B.C. of education
take their seats on the Senate; in other words, he
knows that the ®F is present in the faw also.

Again, if I were to say that x. y z. cannot be
intelligent because he belongs to the depressed
classes, I commit the same fallacy. DBecause, ncw
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it is known by all, how intelligence is not.the

special privilege of a few. One knows how brilliant

people are not wanting in the depressed classes

So being present in the ®%& also this &g is SERT

SEEIE.E

(4 ) Violation of @981 &+§ and [yg Jrg sa1gaaA both
[ =g p-31)

The violation of these two requisites results
into the fallacy called 1968, It is needless to point
to the importance of both in a valid #1g%T because
it is already made clear above.

The stock instance is [ RA: FEIAL |
Everybody knows that whatever is %t or done is
&id™, because there was a time when it did not
exist. So, TFA will go to prove &RAA of ¥ and
not its A®A. In other words, the &3 is present
in the A% also from where it ought to be absent.
Again, the &3 is absent from all @g instances,
because nothing in the world which is A& coexists
with ga%@. That is what is meant by d:fining
R%g as @AMIEsqI which coexists invariably with the
negation of the thing that is to be proved.

This fallacy is also easy to detect. For it
arises from specifying a 83 which will exactly prove
the opposite. If I were to infer that my friend
will be an athlete because he drinks kettles of teca
or smokes scores of cigarettes the same fallacy
will occur. Such instances will show how one can
casily detect this fallacy.

(5) Violation of st@ewidqatea [@endqay p. 31]

Sometimes the @ a4 and BT WTWA may
be unascertained in the case of a F but there may
be an opposite argument of strenger force which
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destroys the first argument. Such fallacies are
called s®f@mg ¢ to which there is a rival .

The stock instance is 953 AF: WA | ATEAT. |
( The =i 7%= is (@9 and perceived by the same
sense as the &4, individual @5 ). The rival
argument is QSAA: FIFAK, | w2aq, | Here wm@aa
is a Gy &1, because the more appealing 8 viz.
gasa disproves @@ We know how T3 is
which necessarily proves @fw@@. We are not so
conclusive as regards ign@&, which may or may
not prove [#d.

We have to interpret the fallacy only in this
way. We have to take the second argument as
the stronger of the two and more valid. Otherwise
if we take both the arguments as inconclusive,
there remains no difference between a®f9& and
sitaiPas.  Thus while in &sf9& we are conscious
of a definite &g which proves the opposite of the
ar and thus makes it invalid, in s@%ii=s the 8T
may be right but yet inconclusive. Thus &
%A, 5H9va/ may be right or wrong; it is incon-
clusive. While in 95 j3@: sawan, , the arg @@
is invalidl. This is what is meant by drar
gigaraE Bl 487 939 @ gafaqe: where there is a
different &g to prove the negation of the first.

From this it will be clear that in &si@w, the
second argument must be stronger than the first.
The contention of some that in @su8wd, both the
arguments are of equal force is therefore untrue.
After we admit that the second argument is
stronger, naturally we have toadmit that in @SR,

1 Cp. AqAreg GRS TG —-q[ART.
ATeAsHd wrm: | —3, g 2-2-28,
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the opposite argument must. be based on @gaR
only to distinguish it from @@ where also a
stronger conclusion disproves the first but it must
be taken to be derived from means of proof other
than &ga@ lest @A will be the same as @&ATE.

How to distinguish the fallacy from R3g ?
While in &4 the 83 given proves the opposite of
what it is supposed to prove ( $a%@ proves @A
and not A& as stated in the 3igAIA ) in SR, the
37 does not prove the opposite necessarily. It is
only inconclusive. In @4, the @d may be true or
false. In @iy, it is falsc.

To be able to detect the fallacy one must be
able to know a more conclusive argument proving
the opposite and thus setting at naught the argu-
ment given. Thus, if I say, the earth is steady
because we do not tumble as we walk on its
surface, I commit this fallacy because the stronger
inference that asa planet of a lesser magnitude than
the Sun it ought to move disproves my first
conclusion. Similarly, if I say, ‘Education is bad
because it taxes the brain,’ I commit the same
fallacy because everybody knows the argument
that education is good because it imparts culture.

(6) Violation of anRal¥ssex [an¥a p. 33 ]

If the &1<@ proved by a @y is disproved
by another &3 in a more valid sigai@, the &@¥cf a
afag is disproved by any other s but @igam.
Thus a stronger siIgw@ invalidates the @&t in the
first while a stronger @gaM®saEr invalidates the
a1 in the second. That is why ®iff& has been
defined as ‘ one the absence of the @A of which 18
determined by a different means of proof’

In the stock instance AfY® AT BT we
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find that the sigwea of &M is disproved by the
stronger SRIW of 5@ according to which it is hot.
Not that S&% is stronger than 3ga® in all cases
becaute being %A%s both stand on the same level.
Here we say that it is stronger because it agrees
with experience and is more reliable while the
AIAA, AW AT &c does not. [ AT ATA @y
qTAF A AL AGT TEazfa atiaaT )

Really speaking @49t and @&« are similar
in nature and instances of one may be as well
instances of the other. The only difference is in
the way in which the fallacious §gs are repudiated.
If we take the help of a stronger #guId, the fallaci-
ous ¥ is @@Rw; if of a stronger SAM other than
ggAIT it is A,  Thus instances adduced to illust-
rate @SR hold good in the case of afda, only
with the difference that in the latter the stronger
g7 should not be siga® but some other. If Idis-
prove the erroneous &M ‘that gedl is steady by
having recourse the %9s of &Ms like Newton the &
becomes i,

(7) Violation of f’c‘mal{‘amgﬁ‘{(owing to an 39IA)
[@uRs p. 32 ]

We have already seen while discussing
aRuisi=a® how the fallacy arises on account of
the 83 being present in the Ru&. There the & was
such as was not in an invariable concomitance
with the a9 owing to its being found with the ang
as well as its &w®, The idea that is prominent
in the aMa&=0% is that the ¥3 is too wide to
prove the @g. In the fallacy that we are discuss-
ing at present, no,doubt the &g is found both with
the & and its &w™, the @ft being thus violated
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but what is felt more prominently is the fact
that the 83 could be valid and prove the ar if
cnly we were to limit its scope by an 3.

The stock instance is 99ar gaad | Aigazary,. We see
how @&aTq is present also in instances like the red-
10t ball of iron (a@ati® ) where @& is present but
W is not present.  Thus A6z =R is vitiated in
such &3s.  DBut further, we are conscious of the
very close association of gz and 9. And we feel
the &3 is not too wide. It could prove the @
reasonably if we were to limit its scope just a
little by stating that aiE must be #igsadg< (Joined
with or fed by wet fuel).  In other words, we say
that the sIgAA, o34l AT | HEITERT FRATTARL 1s as
valid as any other, And the 2Ag4A, 1981 AT AEFATIT
is fallacious only in so far as the g3 isalittle wider
than it ought to be, on account of the IuE (wiF=4a-
wdqw), [af@aea is definitely wider than sisaagdi
afFaza because the former is unconditioned, the
latter conditioned. ]

In the instince of @ERMABIRE, 9@ AIAT
gaqa @ T we feel that the 83 is too wide and no
reasonable  condition (3@ ) limiting its scope
could make it a valid 83 as in the above fallacy.

In short, in s=@I8& we are conscious that an
gufi (or) condition ) will set the 8§ aright while
in @ERANENEE such consciousness is not present.

It must be confessed that thc distinction
between the two figures is subtle and may be said
to be subjective also. What I {ecl to be an instance
ofaMRIINFEIREE may be taken for one of sF@NES by
another with equal justice and cogency. That is
why some logicians have waken both the fallacies
to be identical. But as it stands, if I can set my
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finger on an 3@® ( condition ) in the case of a &
I shall be justified in taking the & to be saiq@nds
otherwise called @ai¥%. If no such W could be

caught hold of, the 83 could be reasonably styled
T EIRaE,

This could be shown by taking one of the
instances adduced to illustrate @ER@AENRE. To
revert to the instance of Sir Ashutosh, if I say
that the ¥ ‘being member of the Senate,’ if it were
to be valid, ought to be conditioned by  provided
there is a wide experience of the methods of study
and tuition ’ the 8 becomes @@rgaia® Onc must
admit that any member on the Senate who has a
wide experience of the methods of study and tuition
is an eductionist like Sir Ashutosh. It isa valid
argument; and the argument in question is invalid
because unconditioned as it ought to be.

Thus to judge whether a &g is sqra:a1Es or
GRWRENRD one must see whether there is an ¥
to limit its scope or not.

What is an 39fd:—From the above discussion
the nature of an 39 moust have become clear. It
isan adventitious circumstance, a condition which
ought to be present before a certain 87 which is too
wide could be valid.

3919 is defined by the adgsg as: @AY ald
GEAAIGE: SNMA: 1. e VA is that which being wider
than the @19 is not wider than the @ga. XTI
is &% of the &I viz. 9 (in 794l AT aRATIIL) i. e.
we find &ig=@@fa wherever there isga. But it is
not the =419% of the @4a-af in the instance-because
we cannot say wherever there is af® there is diE~m&aI
because af@ exists in many cases where uraagala
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is not present. In short, an 3 is invariably asso-
ciated with the @+, but not so with the @ma. In
othcr words, itis a condition which if tacked to the
33 will make it conclusive and capable of rightly
proving the thing in question. Thus ana"qaaqﬁ
qigacd is a valid &3 to prove gaqvq.

qeAeA 9% is explained as AT FAITNIRO A~
sRdiid. That is @<4sq9% which cannot be the
counterentity of the absolute negation coexisting
with the are, [at'e‘qa FAAINFO: 4 S@AME: a8
sEii@g ). Thus E=add®@  is not the SRR
( viz. 82, 92 the) of the stwa, (=zgv@, @mE etc. )
coexisting with the ®r7, qagta. With 97 exist H9Es
of cVerythm" that is not tm e. 9. ‘TEIHIEI g2 the
counterentities of which are 'P gz ctc  This is
an euphuistic way of saying that HLAAGAT is
invariably associated with ga3<q.

grgaEqiazd is explained as argaafagrisargaia-
WA, [ Saasq=aragaas, |

1. e. |MEARAI96 is what is counterentity of the
absolute negation coexisting with the @,  Thus
just as %2, 92 etc. are the Hl’&qnﬁ-’{s of the absolute
negations coexisting with @@ the @aw, AHAAGANT is
dlSO the SRTFT of thc swia which coexists with af.
In other words, af& may exist in the absence of
ST,

U2, 92 etc. are QEAIRGI=ONENAATT, but they
are not @HGAANTRMBEARITIGRANNE, while AFE~TEIT
is so. Hence ai+qad%1w is the 7R in the instance
under consideration.

(8) magru & FTMIT [AYIETRA p. 31.]

We have seen how ' similar instances and
dissimilar instances help us to be definite as reg-

(119)



—A oles [ Sect. 52-57

ards the ‘capacity of the §F to prove the ara.’
Naturally enough when there is no 89 nor @3 we
fecl diffident about the validity of the & to do so.

It is such &§ that forms the province of the &gd-
YR gAwg.

When we say that in this variety of &g,
there is no @9 nor fasy naturally we imply that
in this @ the 99 is the totalityo f things. Every
object in the world must be the subject of the
inference to bring about ths absence of the a3 and
fAwd.  This is the implication of the definition
AQIARRFILFRRA: w1ich has neither a positive instance
nor a negative instancz £ 200> its validity.

The stock instance i; @sa@a sagad . Here as
every-thing is included in the 93 (&%) there is
neither a similar nor a dissimilar instance to prove
the validity of the inference.

This fallacy is easy to detect. If everything
in the world is the subject of the inference the
fallacy is SIgwagie.

It should be seen that in ®aEgra, there arc /949

and /@91 both, though the &is are absent from
them.

Teanqrgs (9 in all)

gAtqarR or 4 [@sg 5 gadvd &g 9 Fif¥a
safs |

| o |

| | | | | I

laMRe 298 3Wge- 6HMT- easa-  Seqigal-
ggia, iz Rs f:o
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How to differcntiatc the ganuast

1 If 94 is violated for want of the 9y itself it is
IR,

2 Hfagwlais ,, ,; ,, , ', 8&7inthew&it is
EIEINUT .

3 If only q9& &%q is violated it is STGMRET AAFHIFEF,

4&5 If only RTazsamad is violated it is qIRa S4FIRAE
or sucIENdg if we feel the presence of an 3w,

0 If both awdtgza and fATMT sAFTA, are violated
though there are a7 and faws, it is 19%&.

7 1f @s@da is violated it is AaeqidTer.
8 If w=mfya@1a:q is violated it is T,

9 If @sg and &7 do not exist at all it is AITFFNT,

It should be seen that an instance of one fallacy
can, sometimes, be that of another too. It dep-
ends upon one'’s knowledge to detect the fallacy.
Thus an inference of the type: the earthis steady
because we are steady may bean instance of ai&a
or @Ml according as we advance a stronger @3-
FIAWIA or AFAIA.

This holds good in the case of other fallacies
also. The student is required only to justify his
view-point of fallacy. Twostudents may detect
different fallaciesin the same argument and be yet
both of them right.

we Iyt

Tr. That which 1s the special cause of know-
ledge by comparison is comparison. Knowledge
by com parisen consists in the cognition of the relation
of the name and the named. Its special cause is the
knowledge of similarity. The remembrance of the
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sense of tke words meant for protracted application
18 the intermediate operation.

The process that leads to an I has been
well described ina different reading. Its purport
is: A person who is ignorant of the object denoted
by the word #3% ( a wild ox ) is told by a forester
that a 7a% isan animal that bears close resembl-
ance to a bull. As later the man happens to go to
a forest he comes across an animal that bearsa
close resemblance to an ox but is not identical
with it. At once he remembers the words of the
forester and comes to the conclusion that the
animal before him must be the % ( the wild ox.)

Thus 394 is only the realisation of the conn-
ection of a name with the object denoted by it
( 4m-arga@d7 ) It depends upon similarity between
two objects and is hence called 3afi%. The words
of the forester, who is very much acquainted with
matters relating to forest, in the instance, only
perform the function of apprising the ignorant

person of the similarity between the bull and the
aqq.

These are the constituents of this process:—
(1) Ignorance of the sense of a word; ( 2 ) Know-
ledge that the object resembles a particular thing,
derived from a reliable authority; ( 3) Direct
perception of an object that bears such a res-
emblance; ( 4 ) The remembrance of the words of
that authority; and { 5 )| The knowledge that the
particular object is called by that name.

sRquawd technically means words that con-
vey their sense by protraction. In ‘&% is like a
bull,’ the sense is protracted to the particular animal
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on the basis of similarity. The interpretation of the
words as ‘‘ authoritative direction ” given by some
does not take note of the technical significance
attached to the word and must be hence discarded.

Note that the & in this case is in conflict with
the definition of #W given by the author before.
For @r@yA being a quality (3@ a g9 ) cannot
be the abode of any activity as it is required to
be by the definition ( saarRaq &N FROT.)

CICEREIC I U Wrﬂifd313’41’2%(311"'(“51];313111‘1]( t—
what is meant is that ths & - roduces the =aMER

of the remembrance of the words of the authority
with a protracted sense

43-§3 JHIF™.

Tr. Word is the sentence of an autheritative
person. An authoritative person is one who speaks
Jacts. Sentence consists of a group of werds. e. g.
‘Bring the cow.! A werd is what pessesses power to
convey sense. Power is a convention (8%8) set up
by the desire o f God that from a particular werd a
parlicutar sense is to be undrstood.

T+ 99:—Note the view if the @iFss that in a
sentence each word contributes to the general
sense of the sentence and is thus equal in import-
ance to other words in the sentence. In other
words, they do not give prominence to one word
in a sentence over others. According to the Hiuta®s
the verb is the most important member of the
sentence, all other words merely conditioning its

sense (Cp, the dfta, )
Pategiadm:—The modern wffes say that it
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does not depend.onithie desire of God to dssign
sense to a word. ‘It is'man whc names things at
his freewill, theyrsay. . '

Note that @ is only one of the powers
of the word. It is also called- @firat. The aiffss
admit two kinds of power:—Power of:primary
significance (af¥mr) and (2) power of implication
(@ ). The third power admitted by the grammar-
ians and.rhetoricians is power of suggestion,(Zsar)
which the af#®s include under the first two.

Tr. Expectancy, oompatibility and juxta posi-
teon are the cause of the ap prehension o f the meaning
a sentence. Expectancy consists in the failure of a
word to convey a coherent sense_in the absence of anot-
her word. Compatibility consists inthe sense being
nol arreconcileable.  Juxtapesition consists in the
utlerance of the words in close succession.

What is meant is this. (1) In a sentence the
words must be mutually dependent. The absence
of one word from the sentence must leave it inco-
mplete. (enstar) (2) The sense yielded by the
constituent words of the sentence must agree with
facts in our experience. (#wa) (3) The words,
when they are uttered, must give us a connected
notion, and must be hence uttered without any
great interval passing between the utterance of one

word and another (&R®.)

‘Cr. A sentence formed without expectancy etc.
must be unauthoritative. e. g. words like, ‘a cow, a horse,
a man, an elephant’, are not authoritative, for want
of expectancy; a sentence like ‘One should sprinkle
with fire’ is not| authoritative for want of compati-
bility. Of the words ** Bring the cow” each. uttered
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after a long infcrval is net authoritative in the absence
of juxiaposition.

The author here gives illustration of the
neccessity of the three requisites of a valid sentence.

Tr. Sentence is of tweo kinds:—Vedic and
worldly. Every Vedic sentence 1s authoritative because
it is spoken by God. As regards the worldly sentence
that which is spoken by persons of autherity 1s
authoritative. The rest ( of worldly sentences) are
unathoritative,

Vedic sentences:--The Vedas, the Brahmanas
and the Upanishads come under this class. Worldy
sentences:—The Smriti literature (including the
Sutras )’ written by the saces as also the words of
other authoritative persons come under this class.
Note that the smritis command authority because
they aie based on the Vedas. If there is a conflict
between the two, Veda will be held more author-
itative.

E‘?’*Iflﬁi —Note that the ai%®s regard the
Veda as spoken by God and thus having a begin-
ning, impermanent; the #iRi@®Es regard it as
permanent, without a beginning or an end. All
sound is impermanent, according to the @ik®s.

Tr. Verbal kinowledgeis knowledge of the sense
of a senlence. Its special cause is Word.

The remarks made on the conflict between
the author’s definition ¢f ®7 and his assumption
of T as & hold good in the present case also.
[@sg isa o ].

Verbal authority is to be distinguished {rom-
the direct perception of words. 1n the former one
gets at the sense of the words. In the latter only
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‘one hears the sound.Note that #mg includes TR
and @WER@A under @igwd. (€. 9.2.3,94) The a0
says that all the sams such as @9WQ, YRA come
under the form given in the text.

&% AT,

Tr. Erroneous knowledge is of three kinds.
(1) Doubt, (2) Perversion and (3) Argument by
reductio ad absurdum methed.

qq4q.
Tr. Doubt consists in an apprehension that refers
ito the atlribution to oneand the same substance of many
«conflicting attributes. e. g. ‘* Is this a pillar or a man’’?

When one in darkness doubts whether a
particular object is a pillar or a person, he attri-
butes to the same substance the conflictig attri-
butes of being a pillar and a man. Such knowledge
is erroneous for in it one does not get definitely
correct knowledge.

The qf@% includes dream under the head of
Perversion (mental).

L]

Tr. Perversion 1s false knowledge. e.g. the appreh-
ension ‘This is silver’ in the case o f a mother-o'-pearl.

In doubt there is reference to two extremities
and hence it is indefinite. In perversion the person
is definite but wrong. The instance of doubt will
cease to be so as soon as the man mistakes the
pillar for the person or vice versa. So long as he
vascillates between two extremes he is in doubt;
as soon as he definitely takes a thing for what it
is not he perverts.
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T

TCr. Method of reductio ad absurdum consists in

making the opponent accept the more extensive when he
accepts the less extensive.

What is meant is this. If my opponent does
not admit, say, that the mountain is fiery even
when he sees and admits that it is smoky, Ishall
convince him by arguing negatively. If there is
no fire on the mountain, I shall say, there will
be no smoke also. But as both of us see the smoke,
we must admit that there is fire on the mountain.
Thus this method is useful in convincing the oppo-,
rient of the invariable concomitance between two
things which he is not prepared to admit.

In this method I force the opponent to accept
the more extensive viz. absence of smoke if he
accepts the less extensive, viz. the absence of fire.
( the more extensive is the &q; the less extensive is
the @mMa; Smoke is present in many more instances
than fire e. g. there is fire in the red=hot iron-ball
but there is no smoke there. ) This method is
subsumed under erroneous knowledge because
therein we suppose, to take the instance, that
there is no smoke and fire when both are there.
At any rate, ,here the error is conscious and
purposeful and as such differs from the ordinary
error. 1R9IRY includes & under doubt.

g4 wIfd.

Tr. Remembrance is also twofold; right and
wrong. Right remembrance is what is produced by
right opprehension. Wrong remembrance is one that
is caused by wrong apprehension.
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If the original apprehension was erroneom
the remembrance also will be erroneous. If it
correct the remembrance also will be correct.

§&-8% @@, 79, T30, 3.
‘Gr. Pleasure is what is felt to be agreeable by all.

As it is very difficult to come across pleasur
that is agreeable to ail the definition has bee
modified in the 8% sc as to include the feeling ¢
pleasure of each and every individual. We finc
that the pleasure of onc is the pain of another, i
our daily experience. ! the difinition in the tex
were accepted, such plcasurcs will be left out of it
scope. To include them the definition has beer
modified in the %% so as to make pleasure a
subjective feeling. As modified the definitior

g‘@‘means whatever results in the cognition
*“ I am happy. ”

‘Cr. Whatever is felt to be disagrceable is pain
Desire is longing.  Aversion is hatred.

Yo <,
Gr. Ejfort is volition.

Note that what is mecant by ¥ is not the
physical act which is &i9 but the mental effort
that precedes such an act.

o
Tr. Merit 1s what results from ( the perfor-
mance of ) actions that have been prescribed ( by the
Vedas. ) Demerit is what results from (the perfor-
mance of ) actions that are forbidden. :
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RARazd1s Such as a=<iiqiga, ag§aa.
ARgsd ,, ,, 17, a rite to kill the enemy.

W3-8 The yqurs of ATHT,

Tr. The eight beginning with cegnition are
the special qualities of the Self. As abiding in Ged,
cognition, desire and effort are permanent; and they
are impermanent as abiding in the individual sel f.

Note that God does not possess g4, F:&, %I,

34, af, e,

oy TSR,

Tr. Impression is threefold:-(1) Velacity, (2)
Mental impression and (3) Elasticity. Velocity
abides in the four substances beginning with earth
(4. e. water, light and air ) and in the mind.

Ether, time, space and self are all-pervading
and hence do not possess velocity.

Tr. Mental impression produced by exper-
ience is the cause of remembrance and abides only
in the sel f

See the section on &z,

Cr. Elasticity is the impression that restores to
its original form an object whose form was changed.
It exists in earthy substances like a mat.

g T

Tr. Acion is of the naiure of motion. An
upward toss is the cause of conjunction with the upward
region. A downward throw is the cause of conjunction
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with the lower region. Contraction isthe cause of
contact near the body. Expansion is cause of contact
away jrom the body. Every other action is called
action in general; It abides in the four substances
beginning with earth and the mind.

. See section 5. Note  that the all-pervading
substances are incapable of action.

OO {4,

Tr. Generality 1s permanent, one anu pcrsists
m many. It abides in substance, quahty, and
action. It1s of twa kinds. (L) the higher and (2) the
lower. The higher 1is Existence. The lower is
generality of substance elc.

u#:—see section 6. The stanza sIHER: etc.
gives the reason why @ami=¥s and @¥a¥s cannot be
many.

faeq:—If generality were assumed to be imper-
‘manent sometimes the individual of a particular
class will be found without its class feaures which
is absurd.

we 3.

Tr. Particularities abide in eternal substances
and distinguish them.

See section 7.

9} {qHIE.

Tr. Intimate relation is permancnt relation
abiding in things inseparably connected. Inseparably
.connected things are those of which one as long as it
does not perish exists only resting on the other. “Ghey
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.are the following pairs:—( 1) the part and the whole;

(2) The quality and its substratum; (3) The action
and its substratum; (4) The class and the indi-
vidual of the class; and (5) Particularity and
elernal substance.

See section 8,

¢ AT,
Qg AND sxg|mig

Tr. Antecedent nonexistence is without a hegin-
ning but has an end. It exists prior to the production
of the efiect. Consequent nonexistence has a beginning
but no end. It exists afler the effect comes into existence.

Note that both smw and S&@mm@  presuppose
the production of the effect and are thus related
to the problem of causation. There is SFIF of %2
before it comes into existence. As soon as it comes
into existence the SmaF disappears. That is why it
is said to to be without a beginning and with an
end. Theend of the antecedent nonexistence is
_brought about by the appearance of the effect.

Consequent non-existence is produced as
.soon as the %2 is destroyed, and lasts for all time
.to come. Thus it has a beginning but no end. The
w244 is therefore the RfEHRT of the production of
 SAFAE.

Tr. Absolute non-existence is one which lasts
through the three times and which has a counterentity
" characterised by contact. e. g. there is no jar on the
“ground. ' '
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There are two views regarding absolute non-
exigtence. According to the & it refers to things
that do not exist at all, like the colour of the wind.
The absenice of jar on the ground is not absolute
accgrding to this view, b?gause it is disturbed by
the appearance of the jar‘on.-the ground while the
absence of a hare’s horn or colur of the wind is
never disturbed. So, insta@gces of nonexistence of
the type @ %21 aiftd are relegated by them toa
different class of nonexistence called temporary.
(emf®m) The daif®s, on the other hand, say that
both these cases come under the same class of
absolute non-existence, and they do not admit a
separate variety to account for cases like the
absence of the jar on the ground. They argue that
even if the jar be brought in it only temporarily
obscures the absence of the jar which is there
for all time. The view of the #®%s is more
reasonable because they do not admit instances
like the absence of the jar from the ground to be
of absolute nonexistence as they are not (see Xif%1).
The case of the nonexistence of the hare’s
horn is quite different from that of the absence of
the jar from the ground. ®%#g here leaves the @
'school with which he has identfied himself and
includes amfisrma under &@=m, It should be seen
that the argument of some that it is not possible
to predicate the nonexistence of a thing which
does not exist does not find support at the hands

of the Rufiss and the Fumss.
@aniaREwRafes  differentiates  absolute

non-existence from reciprocal non-existence. In
the former, the counterentity "is characterised by
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contact (&&%), in the latter, it is characterised by
relation of identity(ar®) In other words, in the
former we deny contact, in the latter we deny
identity. In saying there is no hare’s horn on earth
we deny contact between the two; in saying I8Q
is not 3agw we deny identity between the two.

‘Gr. Reciprocal non-existence is one that has its
counterentity characterised by the relation af identity;
e. g. the jar is not the piece of cloth.

See notes on the previous section and those
on Section 9.

¢? ITEEW.

Tr. As all things can be duly subsumed under
the seven categories given it follows that there are
only seven categories.

The author shows in the Q@& how the sixteen
heads of Maw's ¥As as also TR%, 3@ etc. can be
subsumed under the seven categories. See section 2.

Tr. @z the learned composed the Twasg for
initiating the beginners in the tenets of ( the 338%-
ue of ) &NZ and the =@ ( of Maq ).

Our author is of the syncretist school, and as
such gives us a compendium comprising of the
tenets from both the #71@% and 3@ schools. (See
Introduction. ) ' A

R O
R
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