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277. Even in the case of Verbal prefixes and .’fipafas,— though they are 
always used with other words (Verbs, Ac.) (and never by themselves; and 
as such appear to have no independent significations of their own), yet—  
these must be admitted to have a certain meaning (of fhoir own), like 
the different members of a compound, on the ground that a certain 
meaning is cognised only when those prefixes are present, and not other­
wise—-(as explained above with regard to Nityasamasa, &o.).

278. It is no use discussing as to whether these ( Verbal Prefixes, <fco.) 
are themselves distinctly denotative, or only servo to manifest a certain 
shade of the signification of the root. Because all that wo mean is that 
they have distinct functions of their own (in the signification of a sentence);
— and this function may be either in the shape of direct independent deno­
tation, or in that of merely helping (to manifest certain changes in) an­
other Ine,, the signification of the root).

279- SO. (As a matter of fact, we do find independent significations of 
prefixes, Ac.; e.g.) we find that the prefixes, expressing “ slight,” Ac., are 
directly connected with nouns; while others signify certain specialities 
through a Verb which is not used (but is suppressed) ; as for instance, the 
words “ fipingu”  (slightly yellowish) and “prawij&h” (whoso age is much 
gone or advanced),

280- 281. Sometimes “ excellence,” Ac., (as denoted by the prefix 
“ pra” in “ pramyamm rsho,bharn dakilnnftin dadySU”) are comprehend­
ed and taken as forming part of the Process, &o., and as such qualifying the 
Bhavana.

281- 282. And though the “ front direction” (signified by “ ablii” in 
“ abhkrcman” ) is a property of the doer (performer), yet it could belong to 
the Bhavana, on account of its inherence in one and the same object with 
the Bhavana (both the Bhavana and the direction inhering in the performer

811 ‘'The root “ hf «tako; while “ Vihtira” =»enioymont; which latter meaning re­
mains so long as the prefix “  vi” remains, and disappears .with it. Therefore it mast be 
admitted that the prefix has a certain signification which altera the signification of the
root.

m,8f> In ‘ apinga”  we find tho meaning of the prefix “ a” (i.e., slightly) directly 
qualifying the noun “ Pinga.”  And in “pravaylh”  we find that tho prolix “  pra”  sig­
nifies “  much gone or advanced,” and this throngh the agency of the root “ garni,* which 
however is suppressed in the compound “ pravayih,” which is expounded as “  pragatum 
vayo *-nsya”  (one whose age is much gone or advanced).

ttO.81 In the example cited, excellence i* reoognised as a part of the prooess of the 
performance of the action in which connection such a dakuhina is laid down ; and as 
suoh it qualifies the BUS.vans of such an Injunction. Another instaiioein this connection 
is “ abhikniman juhott 5”  and here the prefix “  abhi ” is distinctly cognised as signifying 
“ in front of (tho saoritioer)” and as such as being part of the Process, and thereby 
qualifying the Bhiivana,
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of the action). Because the direction cannot be taken m  laying down 
the form and character of the doer only (because this would serve no pur. 
pose in the B La van a ; therefore it must be admitted that the front-direction 
qualifies the doer of the BhavanS,’and as such becomes the process of the 
fulfilment of the Bhavana).

282- 283. And those (Prefixes) that completely change the expressive
potentialities of the Root, and make it signify a meaning opposite to its 
original meaning (o.y, in the oase of the Prefix “ pra” added to the root 
•‘ stha” ) ,—-are held to be mere parts of the Root itself, inasmuch as they are 
similar to any other parts of a Root (and as snoh they too have a connec­

tion in the sentence). ,
283- 2 8 4  As for instance, the Root “ stha”  becomes expressive ot 

“ going,”  when accompanied by the Prefix “ p r a ”  and (it cannot bo said 
that the prefix “ pra” itself is expressive of going, because) when the prefix
“ pra” alone is uttered, wo have no idea of “ going.

2 8 4 2 8 5 . A  Verbal root (stha, f . i )  is at first cognised as having a 
generic significance, and this becomes specialised by the addition of the 
Prefixes, which, have both (generic and specific significance).

285-286. And the specialisation that is brought about in the Root (by 
the presence of the Prefix) is the appearance of a new significance. (And  
even if the original significance be altogether rejected, it does not matter, 
because) unless it relinquished the generic (significance) it could never be 

specialised.
285-286. (Specialisations or qualifications are of two kinds) some are 

qualifications of the signification or denotation itself (as in the case in 
question, the qualification by “ pra”  is of the denotation of the root “ sfchS ’ ) 
and some are qualifications of the object denoted by a word (e .g ., the word 
“ blue” qualifies the object denoted by the word “ lotus” ) ;  therefore just as 
(in the latter case) we have a rejection of the meaning (of the word ‘ Lotus, 
as unqualified by any colour), so to o  (in the former case) we would have 
a rejection of the original potentiality (of the root “ sth a " as signifying

‘ to stay ’ ).
287-288. In the same manner, burning, Ac., may also be shown to 

have a connection with cook in g ; inasmuch as they form part of the Process  
helping either the cooking itself or its Result (the rice).

* 288-289. When the result to be attained is the cooked rice, then cooking  
is held to be its m eans; and since the cooking too has no existence unless it 
is performed, it stands in need of another m eans for itself.

289-290. And as such means, we have the burning or the fuel. And

831.889 This refutes the objection that the fuel, &<*•, can have no oonneotion with 
the cooking, through the notions of burning, Ao.

68
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(we have the necessity of the means for both the rice and the cooking, 
because) the want of -v Process appertains to all the Means (intervening be ­
tween the final result, eoohul rice, ancl the first action towards its fulfilment).

290 - 291, The Process too can be a Moans with reference to something 
else; (therefore though burning is the Process with regard to Bice as accom­
plish: 1 by Means of Cooking, yet it becomes-the Means with regard to Cooking; 
and thus indirectly the burning become* connected with the final Result, as 
the i f  dans of its Means), And through the burning, the Fuel too becomes 
connected with the cooking (inasmuch as it is only by moans of the burning 
of the Pixel that Cooking can be accomplished),

291- 292- That an action (cooking, f.i.) should bo accomplished by 
means of another action (burning) is not impossible, in accordance with our 
theory. Because we hold an action to be the means of another (-Action), 
which (according to us) does not inhere in it.

292- 293. (The burning is not held to he an independent Result by 
itself -brought about by the Pixel, because) what is desired to be accomplished 
by means of the Fuel is not, the mere burning, which appears only as a 
necessary accompaniment of the Fuel (and F ire) Ac., brought together fo r  
the purpose of Cooking.

293- 294). Though, these (Fuel, Ac.; are agents (of the action of 
burning, A c.), yet they become endowed with Instrumentality, Ac., with 
regard to cooking; .inasmuch as (though their original potentiality lies in , 
being the agent of burning, Ac., yet), with regard to other actions, othe 
potentialities (Instrumentality, Ac.) appear in them,

294- 295. W ith regard to burning, Ac,, they are held to have, by them­
selves, the independent character of the agent; and it- is only when the 
agent (who cooks) is cognisant of this Independence (of their active 
functions), that he -uses them (in cooking).

295- 296. Bixt when they thus come to bo employed, they become de­
notative of Instrumentality, &c., on account of the suppression (of their 
active functions) by the newly-appeared principal active function of

8914W In asserting one Action to be the means of another, we do nob mean that the 
one inber.es .in the .other; i.e>, to say we .Jo not hold an action to be the material oauae of 
another action, inasmuch as it is only a substance that can be a. material cause. There* 
fore there is no harm in asserting an action to be a means (not a material cause) of an­
other action.

S9S.3tr> Baruing is only an accompaniment of the Means and can never bean end de­
sired in itself.

SM.ti This shows that it is not impossible for the same nouu to ha ve different char­
acters and consequent case-endings.

S«4 ?.s& Jt is only when the man knows that the fool wHl bum, and the Vessel will 
contain the rice, that he uses these in the act of cooking.

/y#*- ' G°l̂\ '*



ill &
ON S.HNI'BfNOTB, 530

Devndatta (who is the agent-in-chief in the sentence, being the agent of 
Cooking which is the principal V erb).

296- 297. However, in cases where there is no such suppression (of 
the active function of fuel, A c.), - we have such expressions as “ the 
Fuels cook” (where the the active character of the Fuel is brought 
to the fore, in order to show, that while all other circumstances were 
against the accomplishment of the cooking, it was solely through the ex­
cellent burning of the Fuel that it has been accomplished).

297- 298. Even though ( the Active and the Instrumental characters 
are) cognised by means of one and the same word, yet one is held to bo more 
predominant than the other (and there is no contradiction in th is);— as we 
Grid, in the case of Verbal affixes (the Imperative, Ac.), where fcho Bhavana, 
and the Number of the Nominative of the action are both denoted by the 
same (Verbal affix) (and yet the BhavanS is its primary denotation, while 
the other is only secondary).

298- 299. Therefore, it must be admitted that the Nominative Agent is 
that whose action is primarily expressed by the Verbal root (i.e., one to 
whom the action denoted by the root primarily belongs); while those that 
have their functions subsidiary to this (principal action) have the character 
of the Instrumental, Ac.

299- 300. Then all these (Fuel, Burning, Ac.), having functions sub­
sidiary to the principal action (of cooking), are related to this principal 
action, as forming parts of the Process of the Principal Action.

300- 301. There is a contradiction of the real character of things by 
either Negation or Doubt; inasmuch as what the negative denotes is ab­
sence at some particular time, the Present, f.i.

301- 302. And further, the negative, when in contact with a Noun 
ora  Verb, denotes another (Noun and Verb, and not a Negation); and in 
such cases what is denoted is one object, as differentiated from another 
object (the latter being the one to which the negative is attached); and 
thus (the former object) is a positive entity, and as su >b, quite compatible 
(with the affirmative character of the sentence),

sSHLMi j n the Hame manner, there would be the same comparative predominance 
or superiority m the various fauctions—Nominative, Instrumental, &o., of the Fuel.

*98.99 A.y ia the case of “ the Fuels cook /1 where greatest prominence being given to 
rhe action of the Fuel, this appears in the Nominative.

800.SOI This refutes the objection that the negatives can have no connection in the 
sentence, inasmuch as they express either Negation or Doubt, both of which go against 
the principal Action. The sense o f this Karika is that the sentence “ the jar is n ot"
Joe* not deny the existence of the Jar at all times (and only then could the objection 
hold) j but all that it signifies is the abaenceof the jar at the present momMt; aiid oer- 
• ainly this does not contradict anything. -
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302- 303. And when the negative appears in connection with Verbal 
affixes, what it denotes is the rejection t>f Ideas that are either unknown, or 
doubtful, or altogether mistaken (being contrary to what is really desired to 
be conveyed),

303- 304, As for instance, when there is a doubt as to whether a cer­
tain object exists or not, the negative (attached to the Verb “ exists’ ') re­
jects Its existence, which is one factor of the doubt; or, it may be taken as 
denoting non-existence, which is a real entity in itself (and not a negation 
at all).

304- 305. And cue who lifts not understood (a previous assertion 
of the negation of a certain object), comes to understand the non-existence 
(of suoh an object) (when he finds the negative in contact with it) (thus the 
negative having its function in the removal of Ignorance). W hile, one who 
has nil along understood the object to exist, has his mistaken idea removed 
(by the negative, which, In this case, serves to bring about the rejection of 
a mistaken idea).

305- 306. Because, in this latter case, the Idea of existence disappears 
of Itself, on account of its being contradictory to the subsequent Cognition 
of non-existence (denoted by the Negative),— just as bur previous cognition 
of the Mirage (as being a sheet of water) (disappears of itself, when sub* 
sequently we come to realise its real uon-exlstenb character).

306 - 307. This is the case (with the denotation of the negative) even 
in cases whore the means of cognition is not mere “ N egation” (i.e., also in 
cases of ‘ Sense-perception,”  <ks.),— as for instance, in the case of the post 
(perceived as a m an); in all such cases also, the Negative serves to reject 
Ignorance, and doubtful and mistaken notions in the case of the post, the 
subsequent negative— “ this is not a man” — serving to remove the doubt, as 
to whether the object seen by the eye is a post or a man.

307*309, And, as a matter of fact, inasmuch as we have already (uu- 
under “ Negation” ) established “ Non-existence” to be a real entity, it is 
similar (in all respects) to the jar, Ac. A nd  it is not at all negative In its char­
acter; because, so long as the negative does not appear in contact with a 
certain positive declaration, it is not a proper negative at all. And (it is not 
necessary that the negative should always appear in contact with some 
positive declaration, because) it is not necessary that a negation must ah 
ways be preceded by a previous affirmation (and even when it is so pre­
ceded, the signification of the Negative lies in the removal of Ignorance. 
Doubt and W rong Ideas, as explained above).

309-310. And, as a matter of fact, a word ( “ Jar”  f.i.)  does not denote
MMM j f  the word “ ja r” itself signified existence, then the addition of “ is”  would 

be nealees.

■ / S ?*  ' g°5 x  . ; '
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the existence of such an object; inasmuch as what a word denotes is only the 
class |$f Jar ’’ ^  irrespective of existence (or non-existence) &c*. And it if) od 
account of this alone that the use of the word “ is” becomes possible (in 
connection with the word “ J a r ") .

811- 312, No one ever wishes to speak of either the existence or 
the non-ejcistence of the Class, (because this is eternal and as such ever 
existent). These two (existence and non-existence) are the qualifications 
of the individual which is indicated by the Class. Therefore there can 
be no contradiction between the negative and the directly denoted 
meanings of words (inasmuch as this latter is the Class, while the non- 
existence signified by the negative belongs to the individual),

812- 313. Even in cases (as “ the jar exists n ot") where having used 
the word “ exists" (signifying existence), one uses the negative (signifying 
non-existence), (there is no contradiction, inasmuch as) the latter 
constitutes a specification of the former, and hence (the idea produced 
by the latter) serves to set aside that previously produced by the former 
(and there would be a contradiction only if both were cognised to be true 
at the same time).

813- 314. Or, the word “ exists ” may be taken as bringing about the 
remembrance of a previously-cognised existence (of the object); and 
when the negative specification is added, it gives rise to the idea that 
that which existed previously does not exist now (and there is no self-contra­
diction in this),

314- 315. And as for the negative appealing in connection with an 
injunction— as in “ Do not kill,” “ do not drink,"—  such a negative has not 
a negative signification,— all that it does is to prevent people from doing 
such and such an act (and there is no contradiction in this).

315- 317. The ideas of negation, as those of affirmation, appear in 
quite another manner— inasmuch as they bring about tlie specification 
(in the shape of negation) of a certain definite external object. While, 
on the other hand, the functions of Injunction and Prohibition lead to

813.13 Thus then there can be no contradiction in the sentence “ the jar is not.”
Because juet as the additon of “ is" to the word “ jar” signifies the existence of an 
individual jar (apart from the class denoted by the word) j so the addition of “ is not” 
denotes the non-existence of the individual jar (apart from the class denoted by the 
word “ ja r” ).

614.$i! 11 Do not kill ” does not mean the negative of killing, but it aerves to prevent 
people from killing to which they may have been tempted by avarice, &o,

816.Bn [n the case of ordinary negations—such, as “  the jar is not ” —the negative 
gives the idea of the non-existence of the jar, which is an external ob ject; whereas 
when the negative appears with an Injunction—thereby ^instituting a Prohibition— 
all that it does is to bring about an internal determination on the part of the hearer,
O erefore there dan be no similarity between the two.

\($)\ <SL
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a certain determination in the mind (of the person ntldre^od),— inas­
much as they respectively serve to urge and prevent a certain Bhavana 
(of the mentioned results) which is yet to b© produced, and has had no 
previous existence.

317- 818. Option (vikalptt) too has its object in the two objects of these 
(Injunction and Prohibition). If it (the option) be with regard to such 
causes of action as have been previously enjoined, then it implies 
prohibitions (of one of them) ; and such an option has its end in prohibition; 
while if it be with regard to those that are not recognised as enjoined, 
then it implies the fact of their being an object of Injunction (and such 
an option lias its end in Injunction)

318- 819. i t  is impossible for us to have any cognition of two contra­
dictories (Injunction and Prohibition, f.i.) simultaneously, (at one and the 
same time), (even when they are mentioned as alternatives). W h at is 
possible is that there may be an operation of these (contradictories) by 
alternation (and in this there can be no contradictor!, which is possible only 
if there be one idea of two contradictories at one and the same time).

319- 321. And— either in the Veda, or in ordinary parlance— there can 
ho no option with regard to those (contradictories) of which one is known 
(as enjoined) while the other is unknown. And where the two alternative 
factors are different objects— as in the cases of “ Is this a post or a man P” 
and “ Is he going or staying? " — the word “ or” signifies, not option but 
doubt; inasmuch as with regard to definite objects there eau he no option 
(which is possible only with regard to alternative courses of conduct).

321- 322. As a matter of fact, Prohibition, Ac., are possible only with 
regard to external objects; and nothing such is possible with regard to an 
Idea which is all in itself.

322- 323. Because (in the case of “ Jar is not**) the Idea (of existence)

*ll It is row  shown that there ?a no contradiction in the use of words expressing 
option—snoh as “  or,”  &c,

819.881 " And where, &o.*'—Up to this it has been proved that there is contradiction 
in an option with regard to cause;! of conduct. It is now shown that with regard to 
definite objects, there can be no option.

ssi.as xt has been urged by the Bauddha that the contradictions above refuted ap­
ply to one who holds the external reality of objects, and not to the Banddha Idealist. It 
is now shown that the fact is to the contrary, the impossibility lying only whon the deno­
tations of words are held to consist of Ideas and not of any external objects. And it has 
bhen just shown that there is no contradiction if tho denotations of words be external 
objects.

888.8S According to us what is set aside by the negative is the mistaken cognition of 
objects/ As for the Idealist, what can it be  that is rejected b y  tin negative ? iiejectios
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which has been proitnoedi (?by the word “is”) cannot be held to be
not produced at the same time (and it m this non~prodnctinn o£ tha idea  
alone, that can, according to you, be the denotation of the 'n o t ')  (and 
heuoo a negative sentence involves a contradiction only when the signifi­
cations of words are made to lie in Ideas alone). I f  it be held that the 
negative serves to destroy the previous idea (of existence), then, we reply, 
that) as for destruction, this would apply equally to true and false 
Ideas.

323- 324. On the other hand, for one who holds the external reality 
of objects, an Idea, which is contrary to the true state of (external) tilings 
(as perceived by the eye, <fec.), is said to be false; (and since iie has this 
standard of falsity), there is every possibility of the rejection of a previous 
Idea ( f .i . ,  that of existence brought about by the word “ ip” ).

324- 325. Even in this ease, it is not the form of the previous cogni­
tion that is either rejected or expressed (by the subsequent cognition). 
W hat is done by the subsequent cognition (brought about by the negative) 
is that the previous cognition is deprived of its fruits, in the shape of the 
abandonment (or acceptance) of objects*

325- 320. Though for dLiferent people, different conceptions are pro­
duced by a single sentence, yet we hold that of conception, as also of the 
sentence, the object must be external (since the conception too is of some 
object, and this cannot but be external),

is either in the shape of non-production or in that of destruction, The former ia 
not possible; because one that has been produced, cannot be non-produced. And as 
for destruction, if auoh rejection be admitted, then true and false Ideas would all be 
equally liable to rejection, inasmuch as according to the Bauddha all Ideas are being 
destroyed every moment. And when all Ideas thus become equally rejeotible, there 
can be no standard whereby to judge the truth or falsify of Ideas, inasmuch as the 
only such standard is enpplied by the fact that true I dean are never rejected, while 
false ores always are.

So long as the negative has not been added, wo have the cognition that the 
j a r  estate, and bo we set about taking hold of it in that place, and abandon its search 
elsewhere. As soon as the negative is added, the cognition produced by this seta aside 
the former cognition, and our conduct ceases to be regulated by the previous cognition 
which thus becomes deprived of its result (the result of sentences being the regula­
tors of the conduct of the hearer).

tut.'iS This refers to the view that the meaning of the sentence is the conception 
(or mental image) in the mind of the hearer,— as otherwise, from a single sentence, differ­
ent people could not understand different things; this could not be possible if exter­
nal objects formed the meanings of sentences, booanse all external objects are perceived 
alike by all people. The sense of the reply as embodied in this Kurikit is that though the 
mental conception produced by one sentence is diverse in different persons, yet wo hold 
that both of the sentences and of the conception, the object exists in the external 
world.

f(I)| <SL
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326-327. If by conception being the object of a sentence, you mean 
that conception is either the purpose or effect of the sentence,— then that 
does not in any way go against us.

327-328. The real denotation (of the sentence) consists of that exter­
nal object, which is referred to by the ideas produced by the words (com­
posing the sentence)— ideas which are incapable of having themselves for 
their objects (and aB such standing in need of external substrates).

328-329, W e have already explained that the cognition (produced by 
words and sentences) is other than "sense-perception,” and refers to ob­
jects past, present and future; and as such non-proximity (of the external 
object) cannot constitute a discrepancy.

329-330. And as for the diversity of the cognitions (produced by a 
sentence, £.L, "there is a tiger on the road” ) of cowards and brave persons 
(the former construing the sentence to be a warning, while the latter tak­
es it to be an encouragement) is due to (the difference in) their previous 
impressions (and character),— just as the ideas of foul mass ( lovely woman- 
and food, produced, with regard to a single woman, in the minds of an 
ascetic, an amorous person, and in carnivorous cannibals, respectively).

330-331. Inasmuch aH it is always denoted by the Verbal affix, (and 
as such is present either clearly or otherwise in every sentence), the deno­
tation of a sentence must be admitted to consist in the Bhavana, tinged by 
the denotations of various nouns expressing properties, classes, &o.

8S8.81 Wo also admit that a sentence ia uttered with a view to— and for the purpose 
of—producing a conception (off its meaning) in the mind of the hearer.

881.8*3 The incapability of Ideas to have themselves for their objects has been proved 
msder “ Nira lambauavada.”  This Karikfi shows that according to our theory the 
purpose of the sentence is the idea produced by the words5 but since the idea too 
cannot bnt be without substrates in the external world, the existence of such external 
objects must be admitted.

818.889 This refers to the following objectiont “ It is not possible for objects that 
are past to be of any use in the ideas produced by words; because you hold these objects 
to be tho cause of the ideas; and it is a well-known fact that, when the cause is not at 
hand, the effect is not possible. Therefore it must bo admitted that the denotation of 
the sentence consists of the conception independently o f ary external objects.”
The sense of the reply is that the proximity of the cause is necessary ouly in sense- 
perception, and not in other moans of right cognition, all o f which latter refer to all ob­
jects, past, present and future. And since verbal cognition is something other than 
sense-perception, non-proximity of objects cannot be any discrepancy.

889.680 Just as with regard to a single object, there is a diversity of ideas, so too in 
a single sentence different sorts o f people will have different ideas.

880.81 Having proved that nothing else can form the denotation o f the sentence, the 
anthor declares that it is the Bhavana that forms snob denotation. Because it is to 
this that the nouns, &o., become related on account of the Bhavana being always recog 
nisod as the prinoipal factor in the sentence, And even when the denotation of the
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331- 332. And this Bliavaua is the object of a single cognition, which 
is of a variegated diameter, and which is brought about by a variegated 
conglomeration of the impressions left by the meanings of the words (com­
posing the sentence).

332- 333. Thus then, the connection among the words and their 
meanings is for the sake of this (BhSvaua, which has been shown to be the 
principal factor in a sentence). Nor can the intervention of a word (be­
tween the meaning of one word and that of another) boa bar to the connec­
tion (of the meanings of words).

333- 331. Because a (real and successful) int$rwner is said to be that 
alone, which is of equal strength (with the two factors sought to be c m- 
nected), and which has no connection (with them ); while in the case in ques­
tion, inasmuch as the words are subsidiary to their meanings, they could 
not interrupt any connection among their primaries, the meanings of words.

334- 335. Because when one meaning has boon comprehended (by 
means of a word), the other meaning too requires a means (in the shape of 
the word denoting it) by which it could be comprehended (and as such 
the intervention, of this latter word between these two meanings, is a 
necessity, and hence it does not interrupt, but only helps, the connection 
between them). And thus, inasmuch as the meanings stand in need of the 
words, these latter too acquire a certain relation (with the meanings; and as 
such being themselves related, the words cannot interrupt any connection 
among their meanings).

335- 336, Thus it becomes established that words too have a certain 
connection in the denotation of sentences; hence it must lie admitted as set­
tled that the denotation of the sentence is always preceded (and brought 
about) by the denotation of the words (composing it ) .

336- 337. W e  do not accept the sentence itself as evolving into the

B h iv a il i i ,  is  n o t  c o m p le t e , o n  a c c o u n t  o f  th e  a b s e n c e  o f  a n y  V e r b  c le a r ly  m e n t io n e d , even 
t h e n  it  is  a lw a y s  p r e s e n t , b e in g  d e n o t e d  b y  V e r b a l  a ffix e s , w i t h o u t  w h ic h  n o  s e n te n c e  i s  

c o m p le t e , a n d  w h ic h  is  a lw a y s  u n d e r s t o o d .

881.858 T h e  B h a v a n a  as t in g e d  b y  th e  d e n o ta t io n s  o f  n o u n s . & o ., is  c o g n is e d  b y  m e a n s  

o f  a  c o g n it io n  w h ic h  is  b r o u g h t  a b o u t  b y  a  s im u lta n e o u s  r e m e m b r a n c e  o f  t h e  m e a n in g s  

o f previou s w o r d s — w h ic h  b e in g  t h u s  r e m e m b e r e d  s im u lt a n e o u s ly  fo r m  b y  t h e m s e lv e s  

a  c o m p o s h e  w h o le , w h ic h , o n  a c c o u n t  o f  its  b e in g  m a d e  u p  o f  t h o  im p r e s s io n s  l e f t  b y  

v a r io u s  w o r d s , i s  o f  a  v a r ie g a te d  c h a r a c te r . A n d  in a s m u c h  a s  t h e  B h a v a n n  is  c o g 1 u s e d  

b y  m e a n s  o f  s u c h  a  v a r ie g a te d  c o g n it io n , i t  is  o n ly  n a t u r a l  t h a t  i t  s h o u ld  h a v e  a  v a r ie g a ­

te d  c h a r a c te r .
S38.884 T h e  rea l ‘ in t e r v e n e r ’ is  e x p la in e d  in  t h e  S e c o n d  A d h y l y a ,  B e in g  s u b s id ia r y  

t h e y  a r e  w e a k e r , a n d  a s  s u b s id ia r ie s  th e y  a r e  n o t  d e v o id  o f  a l l  c  m n eefck m  w it h  t h e  

m e a n in g s , & o ,
&S8.81 W i t h  th is  b e g in s  th e  r e fu t a t io n  o f  t h e  t h e o r y  th a t  i t  i s  t h e  im p & r tite  s e n t e n c e

* __
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form of a denotation of the (same) sentence; because we have already 
proved (under “ Sense-perception ” ) that Ihe denotation of a sentence is 
never cognised as identical with the sentence.

337-340. And further (the sentence being impartite, its denotation 
would also be impartite, and consequently) wo could not properly have 
the occasional facts (of the supplying of ellipses, &c.), which are based upon 
the meanings of the words (composing the sentences); and we have, in ordi­
nary parlance, instances (1) where there is a requirement [of only one fac­
tor of the sentence: as when one says ' ‘ close.” the person addressed desires 
to know what is to be closed, and then the other adds “ the door,” — thus 
the two factors of the sentence “ close the door” are separately uttered and 
comprehended] and (2) when them are questions with regard to unknown 
words 1 K M ” &c., [as on hearing certain people talk of the cuckoo, one 
who does not know what is meant by the word “ cuckoo,’ ’ asks “ what is a 
cuckoo ? M where it is only one factor of the sentence that has to be known, 
apart from the others]; and all this would become false (if the sentence and 
its meaning were impartite wholes). Nor can such usages be explained by 
assuming (parts of the sentence and its meaning, which have no real exis­
tence, but are assumed for the sake of explaining the above usage); because 
we do not find the meanings of sentences brought about by the as­
sumption of the ‘ hare’ s horns’ ; and, further, we have already explained 
that there can be no reality in a denotation comprehended by unreal (and 
non-existing) means. (Hence if the denotation of sentences were compre­
hended by means of unreal parts assumed for the purposes of explanation, 
such denotations could not be real). And, as a matter of fact, we have 
never found that which is itself unreal and non-existing to be a proper 
means of anything.

340-341. The Sutra declares the incapability of the sentence to 
denote meanings, which are all denoted by the words; and the reason (for

itse lf a s a  w hole w hich  ev o lv e s  itse lf into  V e d a n lio  d en o ta tio n , w h ich , th us, is n oth in g  
fieyon d  th e  sen ten ce itse lf ,

38T.84fi in  fact, that which itself has no existence can never be the means o f any 
thing. I f  there could bo the assumption of an unreal factor of areal thing (as of parts 
o f  sentences according to you) then wo conld as reasonably assume horns for the hare 
Of which the hare is real, and we assume ns unreal only apart of it in the shape o f the 
horns.

S40.8*; This explains the Butra I —i—25. A word can be held to denote something 
only when it denotes something not denoted by some other word. And inasmuch as 
the denotation o f the sentence is got at by means o f the Words, it is useless and ground­
less to assume the denotative capacity of sentences (independently of the words com­
posing it).

III <SL
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asserting this incapability) id the fact of the meaning of the sentence be­
ing due bo those of the W ords. Or, the sdlra may he taken as asserting 
the fact of the meanings of sentences being based upon valid grounds, • 
(the meaning of the sutra being that) inasmuch as the denotation of the 
sentence is based upon the meanings of words, it cannot bo said- to be 
mistaken (as urged by the objector).

342-34.3. Though the letters (composing a word) directly denote the 
meanings of words only, yet they do not end in these alone, which, by 
themselves (i.e., when not forming parts of sentences), have no oso. Hence 
for the purpose of bringing about the comprehension of the meanings of 
sentences, the functioning of these ( Letters) is necessarily accompanied 
by the denotation of the meanings of words (composing that scutenco), (in ­
asmuch as without a com prehension of the latter, there could be no com­
prehension of the sentence, the words are as necessary for the sentence as 
for anything else),— just as the burning is a neccessary accompaniment- of 
the Fuel, for tho purpose of accomplishing the cooking.

344. It is as the end or purpose (of the sentence) that BhavanS, is 
held to be its meaning; inasmuch as by the expression “ Kriyarth&i'i'
(in the sutra) is meant the “ purpose of utterance” (of the sentence).

345. The expression “ white cow” is an instance cited (in the B ba- 
shy.i) only for the purpose of showing the relation subsisting between a 
sentence and its meaning,— and it is not to be taken as a real sentence 
(which must have a Verb, expressing tho Bhavana as the purpose of 
the sentence),

346. Because a sentence is never uttered, apart from its purpose (i.e., 
it is always uttered with a certain purpose); nor is any word excepting 
the V erb— capable of expressing the purpose.,

347-348. But (as a matter of fact, there is no contradiction in assort­
ing the expression “  white Oow” to be a sentence), it is in such expressions

B4S.4S T h i s  r e fe r s  t o  t h e  o b j e c t i o n  t h a t  w h e n  w o r d s  d e n o t e  t h e ir  o w n  in d iv id u a l  

m e a n in g s ,  h o w  c a n  t h e y  b e  s a id  t o  b e  n e c e s s a r y  fa c t o r s  o f  t h e  V e d a  w h ic h  is  m a d e  u  p 

o f  s e n t e n c e s  ?
S H  T h i s  a n t ic ip a t e s  t h e  o b je c t io n  t h a t ,  i f  t h e  d e n o t a t io n  o f  t h e  m e a n in g s  o f  w o r d s  

a ls o  c o n s t i t u t e  t h a t  o f  t h e  s e n t e n c e , t h e  B h s v a n a  c a n n o t  h e  t h o  la t t e r ,  I h e  s e n s e  oi 

t h e  r e p ly  is  t h a t  in  s a y i n g  t h a t  B b a v a n a  is  t h e  m e a n in g  o f  t h e  s e n t e n c e , b y  meaning w e  

m e a n  purpose,  i.e., it  i s  fo r  t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  e x p r e s s i n g  t h e  B h a  vanS. t h a t  a  s e n t e n c e  is  

u s e d , w h e r e a s  t h e  a s s e r t io n  o f  t h e  m e a n in g  o f  t h e  s e n t e n c e  c o n s i s t i n g  o f  t h o s e  o f  t h e  

w o r d s  r e f e r s  t o  d e n o ta t io n  p u re  a n d  s im p le ,  B y  s a y in g  t h a t  t h e  sentence is 11 K r t y a r t n a , 

w e  m e a n  t h a t  t h e  implied meaning o f  th e  s e n t e n c e — B h a v a n a — is  t h o  e n d  o r  p u r p o s e  o f  

t h e  u t t e r a n c e  o f  th e  s e n t e n c e ;  though the direct meaning o f  t h e  c e n te n o e a  is  t h a t  w h ic h  

is  m a d e  u p  o f  t h e  m e a n in g s  o f  t h e  in d iv id u a l  w o r d s  c o m p o s in g  t h e  s e n t e n c e . P h is b e in g  

t h e  d i r e c t  m e a n in g , a n d  B h a v a n S . t h e  in d ir e c t  m e a n in g  o f t h e  s e n t e n c e , t h e r e  is  n o  

c o n t r a d ic t io n  in  o u r  t h e o r y .
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ns “ cow horse, ” — where, what are denoted by these words are the 
classes “ cow” and “ horse” — that, if there be no cognition of particular 
individuals, there is a contradiction of the directly denoted (meaning of the 
aforesaid sentence) [inasmuch as the denotation of the sentence consists of 
individuals, whi'f the sentence “ cow horse” denotes only classes and there 
is no special purpose served by the company of the two words]; when 
however (as in the case of the expression “ white cow ’ ) we comprehend 
both the Glass and the Individual as indicated by the words ( “ white— cow” ), 
(there is a special purpose served in that) we give up tile ideas of “ black,” 
<&o. (with regard to the individual cow), and hence there is no contradic­
tion of the directly denoted meaning of the sentence ( “ white cow,” 
which must be accepted to be a sentence).

349, The Individual having been indicated (by the word “ cow" ) 
there is a doubt (as to the property of this individual); and when this 
doubt is set aside by the mention of the word,” “ while,” what (direct 
meaning) can be contradicted P

350, As a matter of fact, the directly denoted meanings (of words) 
would be contradicted, in your theory (and not in mine),— inasmuch as, 
in accordance with your theory, you can have no idea of “ whiteness” (at 
the time of comprehending the sentence “ white cow” ),— holding, as you 
do, the sentence to have no connection (with the component words and 
their meanings) and (as such) to have no special purpose (in the eollcea- 
tion of the particular words).

351, The JBhashya passage “ it may be the meaning of the sentence, 
&c,(” is an assertion made jokingly; and the assertion “ not everywhere” 
means that it is  nowhere ( bo) .

I f  th e  w o r d  “ c o w ”  o n ly  d e n o te d  th e  C la s s , t h e n  th e r e  w o u ld  be a  c o n tr a d ic t io n  

in  t h e  a d d itio n  o f  “  w h it e ,”  w h ic h  c a n n o t  b e lo n g  to  th e  Glass- W h e n  h o w e v e r  w o  h a v e  

th e  w o r d  “ c o w ”  denoting th e  Class a n d  indicating th e  in d iv id u a l, th e n  th e w ord  

“ w h it e  ”  serv es t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  s p e c ify in g  th e  p r o p e r ty  o f  th e  individual c o w  ; an d  as  

su c h  th e r e  is n o  c o n tr a d ic t io n .

851 T h e  B  ha sh y  a  p a s s a g e  re fe r re d  to  is  th is  • “  I n  a  c a se  w h e re  w e  c o n c lu d e  th a t

t h e  m e a n in g  o f  w o rd s h a v in g  n o  sp e c ia l p u rp o se , in t h e  sh a p e  o f  th e  sig n ific a tio n  o f  th e  

m e a n in g  o f  th e  s e n te n c e , b e c o m e s  u s e le s s  ( w i t h o u t  a n y  d e n o ta tio n ) , i t  m a y  b e  a 

m e a n in g  o f th e  s e n te n c e , as c o n s is t in g  o f  th e  q u a lif ie d  m e a n in g s  o f  w o r d s ; but, th is  n o ­

t io n  o f  th e  q u a lified  m e a n in g s  o f  s e n te n c e s  is  n o t  e v e r y w h e r e .”  H e r e  th e  B b a s h y a  

a c c e p ts  th e  c o n tr a d ic t io n  o f d ire c t  d e n o ta t io n s , o n ly  a s  a  jo k e  a g a in s t  th e  o th e r  p a r ty ,  

in a s m u c h  a s  th is  c o n tr a d ic t io n  h as b e e n  e x p la in e d  a b o v e .

T h e  ex p ressio n  “  i t  i s  n o t  so  e v e r y w h e r e ”  m e a n s  t h a t  i t  is n o t  a lw a y s  th e  c a se  th a t  

th e  a c c e p ta n c e  o f  th e  in d iv id u a ls  to b e  d e n o te d  b y  w ord a  is c o n tr a d ic to r y  t o  th e ir  d ire c t  

d e n o ta t io n  (w h ic h  is in  th e  sh a p e  o f  classes) j— s u c h  i s  n o t  a lw a y s  th e  c a s e , b e c a u se , ati 

s h o w n  b e lo w , in s o m e  c a s e s  th e  g e n e r ic  d e n o ta tio n  is n o t  c o g n is e d  a t  a ll , th e  o n ly  c o g n i­

t io n  b e in g  th a t  o f  p a r tic u la r  in d iv id u a ls ,
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352, Or, inasmuch as accusatireness, <&c,, fall in with iho cognition of 
the basic noun (to which the accusative and other affixes are attached), 
they acquire specific characters (and lose their generic character); and as 
such where would remain the direct denotation (that would be contra­
dicted by the specific denotation of sentences) ?

353, Neither the basic noun nor the affix is ever used by itself 
(without the other)— and it could be then alone (if they were used by 
themselves) that there could be a cognition of generic denotations, as de­
sired by you.

354 Even in oases where these (Affixes and Bases) arc iormed by 
themselves, as in “ Ad/iuna," &c., (“ Adhtina ” being only an affix), they 
are always accompanied (and specified) by the denotation of another, as 
has been shown above (Kb 203).

855-357. In  fact this is the only difference between Word and Sentence 
on one hand, and Base and Affix on the other, though all of them 
have their parts expressive (of some meaning): As for Words, wo
find them used by themselves when they are in need, of some factor to 
complete their meaning [as when it it is said “ close,’ ’ only one word uttered 
in haste, the question is “ what,” the only word enquiring what is to be 
closed, and then the final reply too is only in one word, “ door,” — in all 
these cases, the word used standing in need of something to complete its 
signification], when they are all comprehended independently by them­
selves, as having some specific signification ; on the other hand, the Base 
aud the Affix are never found to lie used in this manner (by them­
selves); inasmuch as the signification of the Affix is always cognised as 
coloured by that of the Base (and vice versa). ,

863 i t  h a s  b e e n  s h o w n  th a t  th e r e  is n o  c o n t r a d ic t io n . I t  is  n o w  s h e w n  t h a t  a t  th e  

t im e  o f  th e  u tte r a n c e  o f  t h e  w o r d  “ gam,”  th e  a r e u s a t iv e n e s s  f a i l s  in  w ith  th e  s ig n if ic a ­

t io n  o f  t h e  “  c o w } "  a n d  w e a re  n o t c o g n is a n t  o f  th e  p u r e  g e n e r ic  denotation o f  the affix  

a lo n e , n s  a p a r t  fro m  t h e  b a s ic  n o o n  “ g S  ”  A n d  th u s  th e r e  is  n o  g e n e r ic  d e n o ta t io n  o f  

th e  a ffix  w h ic h  c o u ld  b e  c o n tr a d ic te d  b y  th e  c o g n it io n  o f  i t s  b e in g  s p e c ia lis e d  w ith  r e ­

g a r d  to  th e  ‘ c o w .’

868 I f  e ith e r  t h e  b a s ic  n o u n  o r  t h e  affix  w e r e  u s e d  b y  i t s e l f  th e n  a lo n e  c o u ld  th e r e  

b e  a  g e n e r ic  d e n o t a t io n ; b u t  as th e r e  is  n o  su c h  s e p a r a te  u s e , t h e  l a t t e r  t o o  c a n n o t  b e  

c o g n is e d . W h e n e v e r  t h e  n o o n  o r  th e  a ffix  is  u sed , i t  is  a lw a y s  t h e  o n e  w ith  t h e  o t h e r ;  

a n d  a s  su c h  th e  g e n e r ic  d e n o ta t io n  o f  e a c h  is  s p e c ifie d  by t h a t  o f  th e  o th e r  ; a n d  

h e n c e  e v e n  th o u g h  r e a l, th e  g e n e r ic  d e n o ta t io n  is  n e v e r  c o g n is e d .

864 T h e  m e a n in g  o f  th e  affix  is  a lw a y s  sp e c ifie d  b y  th a t  o f  th e  B a s e , a n d  vice 
versa,

866.67 J u st  as w o r d s  a re  e x p r e s s iv e  so  a r e  B a s e s  a n d  A ffix e s  a lso  ; t h e  o n ly  d iffe re n c e  

•is th a t  w h ile  w o r d s  c a n  b e  u sed  b y  th e m s e lv e s  a lo n e , B a se s  a n d  A ffix e s  c a n  n e v e r  b e  s o  

u s e d . I f  t h e  la tte r  w e r e  a lso  so  u s e d , th e n  th e r e  w o u ld  b e  n o  d if fe r e n c e  b e t w e e n  t h e s e  

a n d  w o r d s ;  sin ce  th e se  to o  w o u ld  h a v e  a ll  th e  c h a r a c te r  a n d  fu n c t io n s  o f  w o r d s .
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358-359. When one sees the white colour, and bears the neighing and 
the clatter of hoofs, we find that lie has the idea that “ a white horse is 
running’,” even in the absence of any such sentence; while, in the absence 
of some idea of the meanings of words we can never have any such idea 
(as the above). Therefore the assertion of the non-perception of the sen­
tence does not offer any reply to the assertion (of the Bhashya) beginning 
with “ on account of some mental discrepancy,” &e., (explained in the next 
Karika).

360. Those who, on account of their mental (intellectual) discre­
pancy, do not comprehend the meanings of words, never comprehend the 
meaning of the sentence (composed of these words), even though they hear 
the sentence (distinctly uttered).

361. Therefore it must be admitted that the meaning of the sentence 
is not denoted by the sentence,'—firstly, because It (the meaning) is com­
prehended by means of others (i.e., meanings of words), and secondly, because 
evon when the sentence is clearly heard its meaning is not comprehended 
(so long as the meanings of words are not known),— just as the generic 
character of the “ tree” is not denoted by the word “ Palana.”

362. Even Letters cannot be held to denote this (meaning of the Sen- 
toneq)—-firstly, because they denote the meanings of those (i.c., of 
words) which are related (in the relation of the denoter) to the meaning 
of the sentence; and secondly, because even while these (Letters) are pre­
sent, they do not bring about any comprehension (of the meaning of the

368.5569 T h e  B h a s h y a  h a s  c ite d  th is  in sta n c e , w ith  a  v ie w  to  sh o w  th a t , in a sm u c h  

a s  w e  h a v e  a n  idea o f  th e  sign ification  o f  sen ten c es , ev en  in  th e  a b se n ce  o f  s e n te n c e s , th e  
sign ifica tio n  o f se n te n c e s  m u s t  b e  a d m itted  to  ho b a s e d , n o t  upon sen ten ces , b u t u pon  th e  
sign ifica tio n  o f th e  wordB c o m p o sin g  th e  se n te n c e . A n d  in  o rd er  to  sh o w  th a t  w e  h a v e  n o  

id e a  o f  th e m e a n in g  o f  th e  se n te n c e  in  th e  a b se n ce  o f  a n  idea o f  th e  m e a n in g s  o f  words,
It h as u rged  th e  c a s e  w h e re  peop le  th a t  d o  n o t  u n d e rsta n d  th e w o rd s  u s e d — on a c c o u n t  
o f  so m e  d eficien cy  in  th e ir  in te lle c t  o r  m in d — h a v e  n o  id ea  w h a te v e r  o f  th e  m e a n in g  

o f th e  sen ten ce . A n d  in th e  fa c e  o f  th ese  in d isp u ta b le  fa cta , it  is  a lto g e th e r  u se less  and  
u n reaso n ab le  to  a sse rt  th a t  th e  a b se n c e  o f  th e  c o g n itio n  o f  th e  m e a n in g  o f  a  se n te n c e  

is  d u e  to  th e  a b se n ce  o f th e  c o g n itio n  o f  th e  s e n te n c e  its e lf . T h is  h a s  b een  sh o w n  to  
be fa lse , in asm u ch  as in  th e  in sta n c e  c ite d , w e h a v e  an id e a  o f  th e  m e a n in g  o f  th e  se n ­

te n c e , “  th e  w h ite  h orse  is  r u n n in g ,"  e v e n  w ith o u t  a n y  id ea  o f t h is  sen ten c e . T h u s  
b oth  b y  n e g a tiv e  a n d  p o s itiv e  c o n c o m ita n c e  it is p r o v e d  th a t  th e  co g n itio n  o f  th e  m ea n ­

in g  o f  th e  se n te n c e  is b a se d  u p o n  th e  c o g n itio n  o f th e  m ea n in g s  o f  w o rd s c o m p o sin g  

th e  s e n te n c e .
881 T h e  c h a ra c ter  o f  th e  tre e  is c om m o n  to  tre e s  o th e r  th a n  th e  “ P b a < ;a ”  and  

is ex p resse d  b y  th e  w o rd  " T r e e  an d  even  w h en  o n e  h ears th e w o rd  “  P alana,”  th is  g iv e s  
h im  n o  idea  o f this “  t r e e "  u n le ss  h e  k n o w s th a t  c h a r a c te r is tic s  o f  th e  tree b e lo n g  to  th e

PalM<;S,
88S T h e  le tte r s  d e n o te  th e  m e a n in g s  o f w o rd s, w h ic h  d e n o te  t h e  m e a n in g  o f th e  

sen ten c e .
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Sentence) (unless the Letters be recognised as forming certain words, the 
meanings of which are kuown to thohearer),— just as the word “ pinapapfi,” 
does not signify the class “ tree.” [When “ ginapapa” denote-, a particu­
lar tree, which is related to' the class “ tree,” and even while the word 
u pinapapa” is present, we have no idea of the class “ tree,” unless we know 
that the pvtipapa is the name of a particular tree].

363-364. It is the meaning of the words that denotes the meaning of 
the sen ten ce,—firstly because, while the meaning of the sentence is doubtful 
each word is comprehended singly, and It becomes definitely ascertained 
when all the words are (heard and comprehended) together,— just like the 
uprightness and the presence of the crow with regard to the post [when, 
though one of the two facts leaves the matter doubtful, when both are con­
sidered together, they lead to the definite conclusion that the object must 
bo a post]; and secondly, because the meaning of the sentence is not 
comprehended in the absence of the comprehension of the meaning of 
words,— therefore (for this reason too) the former must be admitted bo be 
comprehensible by means of the latter,— just as people hold Sound to bo 
auditory (i.e ., perceptible by the Ear), because it is not perceived when 
the sense of audition is absent (as in the deaf).

965-366. The eternality of sentences is to be proved in the same 
manner as the eternality of the Relation (between words and their mean­
ings) (as shown nnder “ Sambandhakshepaparihara ” ). And as for the 
argument (purporting to disprove the etornality of the sentence) based 
upon the fact of the sentence being a composite whole,— wo ought to urge 
the following counter-argument against it: The study of the Veda is al­
ways preceded by its study by one’s Teacher,—because it is mentioned by 
the expression “ Vedic study,”— like the Yedic Study of the present time 
(which is invariably found to be preceded by its study by one's Teacher.

367. This argument would apply to the Mahabharata also; but it is 
countermanded by the distinct declaration of an author for it (in the person 
of Vyasa). As for the mention of names in the Veda (as being those of 
the composers), these must be explained as “ arthavada” (purporting to 
show the excellent character of a certain Mantra or rite by coupling with 
it the name of some Rshi known to be great).

B*S,M4 T h ose th a t sin gly  leav e  a  certain  m a tter  d ou b tfu l a n d  d efin ite ly  ascertain  
it w h en  con sidered togeth er, m u st be accepted  to  be th e m ea n s o f  fcho cogn ition  th ere ­
o f .

316.838 T h e  stu d y  o f each p erson  being precedod by th at o f  another p erso n , th is  
back w ard  series w ou ld  g o  on ad infinitum to e te rn ity , m a k in g  tho V e d a  (an d  the  

sen ten ces com p osin g  it) etern al.
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868. Because no Btudents of the Veda have any idea of its author; 

and as for the aforesaid “ Arfchavadas,” they too cannot be taken as point­
ing to an author (as will be shown below); hence any idea of an author of 
the Veda cannot but be mistaken, as will be explained below.

369, So long as these Arthavadas continue to exist in the Veda, 
them can be no assumption of any other grounds (lor declaring the fact of 
the Veda having an author) (because, in the presence of a ground seemingly 
afforded by the Veda, no other can be assumed); as we find that eveu 
the people of the present day derive their notions of an author of the Veda 
from these (Arthavadas).

&«9 T h e  sen se o f t h is  is  th a t  in p rese n c e  o f  th ese  A rtlm v a d a a , no o th e r  g ro u n d  

cun b e  a ssu m e d , and a s  th e  A rth a v a d a  is proved b e lo w  to  b e  in c a p a b le  of r ig h tly  

p o in tin g  to  an a u th o r  fo r  t h e  V e d a , all n otion s o f snob an au th or must b o  a d m itte d  to  

b e  g ro u n d le ss , m ista k e n  a n d  fa lse .

End of the Chapter on Sentence.

l i f t  <SL
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OH TH E  V E D A  B E IN G  W IT H O U T  A H  AU TH O R .

1. Obj :— “ Finding the Vedio assertions to be similar to ordinary 
assertions, we have a general idea of the Veda baying an author; and 
this becomes specified by the names ‘ K atba,’ Ac,, given to tho different 
sections of the Veda.

2. 11 In the 21st Sutra it has boon shown (in tho Bhashya) that the 
fact of words being caused entities is based upon their having forms; and 
this is equally applicable to tho Veda also, inasmuch as it makes mention 
of caused entities (such as the names of certain persons, Ac., which can 
never be eternal).”

3. Heply: — Inasmuch as we have neit her any reraemberance of an 
author nor any need of any such,*—no author is wanted for the Veda (as 
shown in K. 366) ; and since the ideas of particular authorship (as of 
Katha, Ac.) depend upon the general notion (of such authorship), no names 
(such as “ Katha” aud the like) can point to any authors of the V eda.

4. Inasmuch as the names “ Katha,” Ac., may be explained as signi­
fying the fact of certain portions of the Veda being explained by such 
people,-—-these names cannot necessarily point to an author; specially 
ait the affix (in the word “ K a th a ") is also laid down (by Panini) as 
denoting the fact of being expounded (by Katha).

5. And thus Name, being weaker than Direct Assertion and 
the rest, cannot set aside tho facta based upon these latter. And further, 
inasmuch as this (Name) is a part of the Veda, if can never possibly sot 
aside the whole of the Veda (by pointing to the fact of its having an 
author).

i T h e  narao ‘ K a t h a 1 * * * * 6 im plies th a t th a t portion o f the Vcrlft has been composed, b y

B rlh m a n a s of th e “  K a th a ”  cla ss . T h is is an explanation  o f Sutra 27,
s T h is  is an explanation  o f Sutra 2b.

8 T h is  explains S u tra  29 .

* T h is  explains Sutra 3 0 .
6 I f  there be an  author of th e Y ed a , D irect A ssertio n , &c., a ll lose th eir  validity  

H en ce w e cannot-base our notion .of the author upon N a m e s, w hich would th ereb y  set  
aside D ire c t A ssertion , &o., which is a n  im possibility.

7 0  ■
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6. Or these ( “ Katha,”  &c.) may be taken as conventional names, 
given, without any reason, to particular sections of the Veda. And the 
fact of these names (appearing with regard to certain sections of 
the Veda) being only similar in sound, the same words (as signifying the 
fact of being composed by Kutha, A c.) is not to be denied on pain of any 
punishment (be., there is no law which lays down that the two do nob 
resemble in sound only).

7. Even though the explanation of the Veda is common to all persons 
(and not restricted particularly to Katha alone), yet the name may he 
given to certain sections of the Veda, simply on the ground of the possi­
bility (of its being explained by Khfha); just as the Jyotishtoina is called 
*« Vamipasftma ” (though many other Samas are chanted in the Jyotish- 
toma), simply because the particular Kama “  Valrupa*' also appears in it.

8. The names “ Hatha,” Ac,, indicating the fact of Katha, Ac., being 
the explainers, are not such as to restrict the explicabihfcy of those sec­
tions of the Veda to those teachers alone, inasmuch as all that the name 
docs is to show that the section of the Veda has been explained, by that 
particular teacher also among others,--just as the mother of Dittha and 
Kapittha is called “ JDittha’s mother ” (which does not mean that the person 
is not the mother of Kapittha, hut that she is also the mother ol Dittha, 
among others).

9. The fact that, even though the relation of the section with all 
teachers is the same, yet it is named after one of them only, is due to the 
fact that such naming is not a qualification of the agent (i.e,, the Teacher) 
and as such it is not necessary to repeat it with regard to all the Teachers); 
hence the naming (in accordance with Teachers) being (a qualification) for 
the sake of another (i e. the Sections of the Veda), the mention of only 
one of them is necessary.

10. Even if the name “ Katha” were taken as implying the author­
ship of Katha with regard to the Veda, then too) it is only an already 
existing cause (in the shape of Katha) that is signified (by the name 
“ K atha” ) j and it does not signify the production of something previously 
non-existent.

« ' Katha ’ as name of the Veda is not the same as the word which signifies the 
fact of being composed by Katha, bat resembles it in sound only.

0 Since the naming in accordance with all Teachers, supplies the same qnalifi'. a* 
tion for the Veda, when this has been accomplished by the name of one Teacher, it is 
not necessary to name other Teachers—this is the reason why the names of these 
sections are not in accordance with those of all Teachers of theory,

10 Even the word « Katha” as a name is eternal, and not created by us j all that wS 
mean by calling the Veda by the name is that we interpret it as signifying the authorship 
of Katha, which too i* eternal, being signified by the word ■” Katha,” which is eternal.
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And (as for the moaning of Vetlio sections according to *bo nan t1 of 
only one Teacher, it x« similar to tho case where) a certain sacred place,, 
though visited by many people, is named in accordance with only one of
its visitors (such as Somafcirtha,'' &c.).

11. And if the name “  Kabila” be not due to human agency, then it 
cannot indicate nou-oternality; and if it be due to human agency, then
how can its truthfulness be ascertained ?

12. Or ‘ K atha’ as a Class (of Brahmanas) is held by ns to he eter­
nal; and it is this Class (as denoted by “ K a th a ")  which appears in the 
name “ K athaka” which (means that the particular section of the Veda  
belongs to tho particular Class of Brahmanas, called “ Katha and) 
serves to distinguish that particular section from other sections of the 

Veda.
13-14. Tho Veda naturally abandons the denotation of non-eternal 

meanings,— inasmuch as such denotation is found to be impossible with 
regard to the Veda, by considei’ing alternatives of eternality and non- 
eternality with regard to it, Because if the Veda bo eternal its denotation 
cannot but bo eternal; and if it be nou-eteinal (caused), then it can have 
no validity (which is not possible, as we have already proved the validity of 
the V e d a ); and as for the theory that the Veda consists of assertions of 
intoxicated (and senseless) people, this theory lias been already rejected 
above— (aud as such the validity and hence the eternality of the Veda 
cannot be doubted.)

15. Thus up to this place, we have established by arguments, the fact 
of the Veda being the means of arriving at the right notion of “ Dharma.

After this (in the succeeding three ptldas), after having divided the 
V eda into its three sections, we shall explain what is the meaning (and 
purpose) of each of these sections.

Thus ends the chapter ora the fact of the Veda net being com­
posed by any author.

Thus ends the “  HiniansS-giokavartika" of £ r f Kumarila Bhalta.

U  I f  t h e  n a m e  b e  g iv e n  b y  w a n , u  c a n n o t  b e  in fa ll ib le , & « . ,  a n d  a s  sn oh  tk ia  

n a m e  a lo n e  c a n n o t  a u th o r is e  t h e  a s s u m p tio n  o f  a n  a u th o r  fo r  th e  V ed a»

18 J *  T h is  e x p la in s  Snfcra 3 1 .
I t  T h e  th r e e  sections o f  the V e d a  a r e  Arthavada, Mantra,—S m r i f i  a u d  N a m e s  t r e a t e d  

o f  in  p a d a s 2 t id , 3 r d  a n d  4 t li , r e s p e c tiv e ly .

' G0̂ X
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