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pesch of five parts),



30

rageable in

‘ormer asks Varada to enume
here 13 a mention of Valmvalkya,

‘him so tm
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others, we find empls proofs m existenge of the
seience of reasoning.

Mghgbharta is aleo fulil of references ti the science
of reagoning. In the Adipsrva of Mghabharta, 1t is
mentioned along with the Veda and CikItge (the science of
medicine), and the hermitage of ﬁa«bapaﬂ ig described as
being filled with aagﬁa whe '
(categories of logic), and who
' and conclusion, The gﬁntlparu

were verged in the Nyaya-tattva

true megning of ;‘3

Knew the

demonsgtr ation, obje etion
refers (‘m nm,ammé tenots of lysya supported by reasoning
and soripture, vhile in the Aévmtﬁhwaru‘ we find that
the saerificiel ground of Yudhlgthira was crowded by

logician who employed arguments and counter-arguments to

venquish one anothe r's 1dea. In the Sabhipar va,ﬁ the

sage Narsda is degeribed as being wreed in-logic and
skilful in distinguishing smuy amd plurality, conjunction
snd co-existence, genus and species, eto., cspable of
deciding questions by evidences and sseertaining the
validity end invelidity of a five-membered syllogiss.

ticned the word 'Nyayatantra'

6

Je *giyﬁrvﬁ' Ch. 21,

a. Mnh'ibmu, Advamedhapar va, ch. 86,

5. H&h&hﬁrtn, _ bhﬁpar Va, mo Do

6., Mahgbhar &a, santipasr Vﬂg s:vht 21.’ Verse 22,
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ion i3 06 ﬁh in esse
incompatible, ultimate desisio

i3 diregted to "hg mede by refe rence to persons versed in

‘Bha Vedus,

v logi ing not opposed to the
af the Vedess He recomm ands mm as a

msable member of a logal assemblys ﬁdﬁ'wu ya




33

iences, the resource of all astions

as the lemp of all sof
o all virtuese

) w L &’ | at@* WA oy
t of debste, or VadooTidydy the art

harme , Cimiyems end Yajieevalkyaseihitde
The a’ww Mawsia mum out that the s glence
of reasoning existed in en earl;

9 |
Menu uses the tm *Mku el ¢

mum brangh of study over and abov
Trayl (the Vedas), Varttd (commerce.
'&ihﬂe the At ’ 11e0d
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distinguished it fre

om the seames The Anvil

*inviksiki® in the sense of generel philosoply
science of pure reasoning ,, .
Subsequently , with the introduction of syllegl
proper reasoning, it came to be lmow

svident from the ¥yayae.Bhagya

> LIS VT . hs gsense of loglic was never
ﬂMﬂ bafors tm - ﬁr@% ﬁm’w ry Ao De Pamﬁ ( about  Bal™
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of thought wvhile trying to
geoms that those laws which

Vedio texts for i rdf s ing
importeante In our daily life also, we find that infer
occuples en fmportant p hend} '




‘peint, or

Though the Nyays.system gannot
stion in whieh the mm systen
The first part 1s called *Categoristic!

we oan gouge the two directions

stoge of Nyyn-system comes when the Wyiys e
systemss So we cen dvide Nyayva.systen int
stogest«
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MAIN AUTHORS AND TEXTS OF NYAYA-VAISESIKA

NYKA

Q. PRACINA NYAYA ;

I GAUTAMA NYAYA SUTRA

il VATSYAYANA NYAYA BHASYA

i UDDYOTAKARA ———— NYAYA VARTIKA

iV VACASPATI MISRA —— NYAYA VARTIKA TATPARYA TiKA

V JYANTA BMATTA ———  NYAYA MANJARI

Vi BHASARVAJNA ———  NYAYA SARA

Vil UDAYANA NYAYA VARTIKA TATPARYA PARISUDDHI

NYAYA KUSUMANJAL!
ATMATATTVA VIVEKA

5  NAVYA NYAYA

W

v

Vi

GANGESA UPADDYAYA—— TATTVA CINTAMAN

VARDHAMANA UPADDYAYA — CINTAMANI PRAKASA

RAGUNATH SIROMANI —— TATTVA CINTAMANI DIDHITI
MATHURA NATH TARKA- — TATTVA CINTAMANI RAHASYA
-VAGISA

JAGADISA TARKALANKARA—TATTVA CINTAMAN! DiIDHITI PRAKASIKA -

GADADHARA BHATTACARYA- TATTVA CINTAMAN! VYAKHYA

Vili

VAISESIKA

K ANADA

l4
PRASASTAPADA —

UDAYANA

SRIDHARA

VYOMACIVA
VARDHAMANA —
SANKER MISRA —

SWADITYA

\/

,\ : SYNCRETIC SCHOOL

) [ VARADARA JA — TARKIKA RAKSA
i KESAVA MISRA TARKA BHASA
it VALLABHACARVA NYAYA LILAVATI
| ' iV ANNAM BHATTA TARKA SAMGRAHA

V  -VISVANATHA NYAYAPANCANANA— BHASA PARICCHEDA WITH
SIDDHANTA MUKTAVALT

Vi JAGADISA TARKAMRTA

Vii  LAUGAKS! BHASKARA ——— TARKA KAUMUDI

VAISESIKA SUTRA

PADARTHADHARMA -
-SAMGRAKHA

K IRNAVALIT

NYAYA KANDLY
VYOMAVATIVRT T
KIRNAVALT PRAKASA
UPASKARA

SAPTAPADARTHI

!
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Now, we shall discuss ﬁgyium@gguga@ya emd thelr

sesoning in India is very
Seen, it was & full.fledged sclense
re Gautemas But it is very difficult to sey mything

Geutama, the awthor of 'NyS:
knowledge of the sixteen cate




knowledge of the objects of the gross univergs in it
various aspects, the ultimate cad will be realized, His
outlook is wide, He vigualigzes the objects of the
nmon-gensd gtand-point,

universs fram an ordinary cc

Of the sixteen categories, the first, nmely,
prenana (means of knowledge) is required for aequiring
the correct knowledge of the Atma. In fact, Cautsme
aims only at the true knowledge of the Atmg, but hag
mentioned twelve varietieg of knowables (premeyas),
nmely, Atma, ‘nﬂu, amstnergm, the objects of senge-
organs (arthg), intellect (Buddhi), manas (mind},
activity (prawtti), defect (doga),exigtence after
death (pretyabhava), fruition (phala), pain (dukhhs),
snd :mam from all miseries (apaverga). But the last

prameyes are meant to eluoidate the true nagture of the
Atma itgelf, ‘

Hore the question ariges that after gll what wves
the necegsity to mention the last fourteen categories
separately when sll thess can sasily be included under
ths first or second categoriss nmmely, prammanas and
premeya slone? But we may snswer that Nyaya Sitra vas
reglly camposed, not only for discussing the nature of

the Atma end other knowables of the physical world from

KR

‘bid, ’ 1e1e9,
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there is essertion of one's own
denial of other's stand.point by means of
nd ﬁiiﬁﬁmrﬂl » Vﬁﬁmﬁa

ﬂmmﬁgai&
casuistry, vromg rejoinder &
(wrangling where

own point), HotvEbhasa »
{cesuistry vhich comists in op w&&m a proposition Y
assigning to 1t a meaning other than that which is
intended)y Jati (false rejoinder vhich is either 4

putting aside the opposite view, or which involves
sontradictions), and Wigrahasthana (clinshers, that

faotors in order to establish a valid The ve
o tegories shows that there was some

opposition for the refutstion of which all the

eontiomed gategories wvere found very essential ¢o

11ze the natore of the Atmas With the

135 of disputations disecussed in
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f:wm, all these u mmw sither
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Nagarjuna referred perhaps to the Caraks-Sanhita under

the nme of Ayurveds, Aksapada seems, therefore, to have
flourighed before Nagarjuna (Circa 250-320 A.D.) who
employs meny logical terms presumably from the Nyaya-Satrs,
and after Ceraka whoge ggnhita compiled about 78 A.D.,
embodies logical doctrines of a cruder form than those of

the Nyaya Sutra. The date of Akgapida may, therefore, be

1
approximagtely fixed at about 150 A.D.® Fram this 1t
appears that Dr, Vidyas Bhusana changed his views from

600 BeCo t0 180 A.D. as the dste of the Akgapada.

M.R.Bodas in his introduction to Tarkassigraha
‘holds that Gautema's work should be asgigned to the end
5th eentury or the beginning of the 4th century

~ Mghamshopadhy
Chinege evidence, that Aksapada, the founder of Nyays vas

a pre-Buddhistie teacher., But he thinks that the Sutras

aya Haraprassda Sh@stri has shown on

as ve have them are comparatively modern, being probably
p“";“ahw anic. S0 he places Gautama in the 2nd Century
AQB. ‘ :

l. 8.C, Vidya Bhusgans, History of Indim Logie, Page 50,
2. Bambay Sanskrit mries idition, Page 33.
Se Jehe8eBa,y 19-‘., Pagesg l??»-ﬁh |




between 300 o

4o 3& &wwﬁgﬁ 193‘:% . P .a
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to the Ny&ya, Terkedastra and the i‘éva»mumg inferences
Mernsabhitd mentions Hetudabtras So the original

spoti mgm, the work aouzmm 84
sections, 628 sutras, 196 pades and 8385 lotters. /s
pointed out by Vatsysyena, the Nyaya.dutre treats of its
categories throvgh the progess of enunciation (nddﬁew),

definition (leksana), end amm.mtm { pordis a)a
Enunoiation 4s the mere mention of the categories by
names definition consists in settirg forth that charecte
of 2 category which differentiates it from other

eaﬁs@@uss and exemination is the settlement, 1y

& fﬂ-é;‘; WI 'ﬁaw
&gmg 3&@&&‘

34: Vatwamm, 2y
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18oning, of the guestion whe he definition of o
is really spplicable to its Bnok I of
the Wyays Sutra deals with the enmmcistion end definition
of the sixteen gategories, w 1ls the remeining four books
red with o eriticel examinetion of the
cotegoriese Here are some import

ore concer

sutrasie

le Goutama says that the exisgtence of the Atman i3
~ provided through inferences It cannot b en object of
direogt perception through Menas. ! It 43, therefors
due to this reason that he has not ment

sonse.argan in his vork.

2¢ Gautama believes that there are only five sense.
, visnal, tactile and

organs, namely, olfactory, gustatory
avditorye He obvionsly

Vacaspati Miira says that hands, feot, otce, are mt the

gerded 03 sense.orgens. Jayante Bhatts holds the

- probans for the existencs of

wwwhere in his work thet

pa L Midra, Tatparyatike on the Nyayasatra, III,

3«7614& | o
4e Jayaata, Nyaysmanlarl, Pages 482.84«
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m the use of the words 'tan trad
a', ‘Pratitantra’ in the Sotra, 4t seems

~ti!‘a~w k, f}t“ﬁiﬁ@ L* i i, S i vl
different 'tantras'?

terpreted in a different wey W
hinks that there sre two distinet



L8

11eves thet Isvera

the Jivas, 1s the instrum

the Mtriaim of

is the Emﬁi*ﬁ’ﬂw by Vatayzyena also known .
Poksilsvamine He elosely £ollow PPNy
his aphorismss He |

In our view, VatsyZysna's Bhagya is mo:

negessery for the clear understending of Nyay

the gotras, beceuse Bhasye gives more ¢lesrly ths

distinotive features of the ,

sutras mmtn in dorke Yo body with the low knowledg

the subjeet een pert nd .

meaning of the sutras es desired by the author of

v bhasyekara has to understand

gutrakera wery eclosely. Vatsysyano closely followed
teama while weiting his bhasyae ! bha

sck of the sutra, where these

atayaysna neither oriticized nor

»e "”n; 4»l 010810
Ze ! tw Pa%ilWMM has bee

a used by Vacespati Misra
ugtary rﬂwrm of the Wyayes Vartike.
? 39 ¢ end also in the 3arve Dargana
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hilesephy of Gantama, but remowsd
dorkness gpread over the sutrase For instance, (
has divided infersnce int , |
éosavat; and Semenye ¢t defined t!um
% has defined them as he thought that Gantame
| that sbout these forms of inferences
: of all the works on Pracina Nyaye,
yaye Bhégya s the most Aifficult omes Its
style 13 wery obsoore, so ot mony pst it bogomes
difficult to commect the bhagya with the sutras.
again 3.3 due to the éiaﬁ

Vatsys:

Gaptan

e 3

ld not all agree o

» Gontama Eyaya«f’tas lelelle
%Q V@SW M@’ gy& ﬁy&; 1§1 .}5 £
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- 1
of the sutrass

sa bolieves that Vatsysoyona wes a
1th India and flourished zobout fourth century
ng to him,"The eaprliest limit of his ege ia
A Lankivatira-sitra

bandhu about 480 4eDe, Vatsyayens
. not have lived after the Yattey

about 400 4eDe ,
Agoording o Dre Radha EKrish rjuna, the author

of Upayaksusalya emd Vigrahaw %v@rﬂaai s 13 cortainly

earlier than Vatsyayane, who attempts to combat the views

of Nagirjunes Digndge criticized Vatsydyena's

3 £from the Buddh hist ﬁﬁiﬂ‘& of views From

le a ema, X3 maﬁmaam - 1eleBy 1e2eDe Vi&ﬁ?%'ma
ﬂf&rs tﬂ e inmw? fors in' hlﬁw in the ysual
atyley am_- __m_.:, kae *&, cartain, anye, %
2e SeCeVidyEbhugamy History of I ?i%m !a@g;’a}n Pa
. ithn, Indien mm end Atom
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| —n dea, -
Hareprasaed Sastri mekes Vatsyeyens a succe
Nagarjuna end Aryadeva, since he is familiar with the

individuslity, etoe

We would like €0 ¢take

side of J"!fi"&kﬂ«@é amtﬂ

AeDe ﬁ.m m@ wmmrmw hsaw f&wﬁ the date of
in the middle or at the close of the second
gontury ALeDe

a sense.orgen, and positively also befere Vasubendhu
{480 4AeDe) whose theory of syllogism, so aﬁtaga iistie to
thot of Geutama, hes not been controverted, na

aven referred

n Digndge cnd Vesubendh
can place Vatsyiyana some

y 400 ZeDe

les JeheSe of -!%@31 AB90B, Peges 178«

Ce ﬁ*ﬁa, ?aﬁ. , 1&@3 && F%&Q %&

3e gz eg- dtz, A History of Indian Literatr
age 304 |

re, Vole II,
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le Vatsysyvana believes thet through the peculier

type of contact between the Atm@ and the menas, the

former can be directly percoivede

£e¢ Vetsyayene asserts thet mena
nrgan and that it has beer _
mm:- senge -organs M.mgly beceuse its pwuuag
nature, that is, 1ts baing 2 non.bhentike nlements This
might have beon dve to the faet that Vatayayena meeded a
th® perception of the Atmane 3o he
recognised menas, 1ike the Vaigegikese

3 43 2lan 8 s6n90e

ratelr mentioned apart

3« For the ' f&a:*w time, Vatsyoyesna introduced the six

, 3 of the vaéeﬁi ko, nemely, substance,

quality, mmn, gener11ty, videsa end inherenecs into
the Myaye Saam and also implied that these gategories
were in vorne even beinre the ﬁywa Q/ast:m of Gmtamﬁ»a

4¢ While explaining the thres w ms indicating the
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types of inference Vatsyiyene hes given £irst his own
inter;retotions he 18 himself uot setisfied
with 1%, 30 he gives othaor alternctive {nterrr

and bagins with *athvats

whioch havwe been
other systems 2130

Purvevat, @tce, are the taghnical terms

ystens eppecr to be
quite
thot long before these authors f£lourished

oubtiul about thelr ocorrect meaening. It scenms

and mot wry sctisfactory.

Ge Vitaydyame holds thot the
 which are used by hum
shining oms (deves) and those beings vhich do not mow
straight (tiryak) for their activitiess

nen beings, ave equally

e o cdws in dstell the proces
" This indicates the

7¢ While dealing with the examinstion und

wrificetion aspect of the catecories, Vatayayone has
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@1’%3?1y w hw th@ mf qY

greet difference betwesn Astikss and Wistikas
interpretations on the Nysya.lhtr

nology as mn as mtaa@hya&as and |
mﬁim&m The followers of the Buddha, on the other hemd,
54 themselves exclusively to inforerge (anvména) end

n, Lol

: fuad-:  TT2 2220305 leledy otes
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Like to diseconnoot the sclence of reasoning from metaphysies,
athics, etos, becouse in their viev the only object of
” ' the pramayas representing all othe

confined 1t to its own limited scope as if it has nothing
to do with the pram y-:m

The Buddhistic lo:icliens like Nag
g.@,)’ Aggnre end Vasnbondhy (4th cer

(450 AeDe) eritioi

frjuna (£nd contor,

tury 4eDe) ond Dicnoge

Wi,

| Wydya Bhagyes

ed the Nyaye Sutras and

of his realist.idealistic epistemology, and threw
challenge to the realism of the orthodox schools and
added fuel to fire. From this it 13 evident thet there

z0od deal of cleavere between Aistika and Wastike

lordeiense There wes a mutnel intellectusl difference

defond the stand point of Nyaya a;alns
berpretations of the Bu
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L 1 w
of error cast by goibblerses® Thus the ehsllenge of

Sharcdvaja, end in th
13 a as ’?aaﬁ %_ .ﬁ»_x}«.; } at,

cht have lived in the end of the sixth

» of explanetion, e can say that his

f explenation i3 very lueid and sometime
elaborates He gives first oms oxplanetion of the text,
but it seems thet not bdeirg setlsfied with it, @ prooceds ,

3 very
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ords in grester detalls He
snt reasonss He geems to be

y previous views, specielly of

end refutes thenm vith cog
of a lover of

more
»da right or
‘_ an be sold thet
ueh philosophieal depth in Vertikes

debotase He uyses all the meth

The position of the Nyaya Sghool
iyotakara wes assalled by Oheramkirtl, the sugoessor of

Dignegae To defond the NyBya System frou
B vy M hwg _&i

glolans, mewt‘d Misra, o greet nome ir

on the NySye-Vartiks NySye.Vartika Tatperyatikae
Vaemmm m{ra in his masterpleee in which the corfliet
with the Buddhists resches 1its colime




5%
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where even 2 sound 13 not
y the diversion

y on the firgt Sutra of the Nyaya

ards Here I hawe pe

out his date, we are fortunste enough =s his son,
Abhinsnda, in the introduction to his Kidembari.Kathésdra,
has left a dsfinite clues - ,

| It
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Sars 18 o

on Wﬁ?ﬁ systems




mneorthodox seholars and corfined his
trectment of logle mainly to its 1limited though rigid
sense, thaot is, the trestment of pramdpes, 1s not

g the prameyss (though
1ines), believes thet

The iaaﬁ’rt§Wﬁ9¢at&%tve of the 014 ©
» may be oasily said &«
It wves he who took the cudgel against
and gave a final blow to thei It

this treatise he gan be p&a&&é in the direct line of
! Nyeya Sutra of Gautamo and hence he

5§



of Nysya end mzmazm schoolg. ‘Besides this,
sade most valuable contridution to the

This vark of Udaysne mmm to preve that there is a
God who 13 the creator of .

:ions 8 on meny mublﬁm







6?¢

Kavira) says: " Personslly I am disposed to belisve that
the distinction between the o0ld end the new school in the

e

ayay ond on the other
of WavyaNyayas”

¢classios of the older school of the M3
Cusumeniall 4s uptill now

T411 now, we haove trsated the main aut
of the 014 ﬁym who uxgmgmﬂ end Ao ve
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13 a fully developed m |
complete and progesds to recll

it eﬁ' m. its m@apwawﬂ appendaress He took out the

le For detailed 1list a
%&WM“ (h)t



mm;ga, usmly, porce gmm, inferen «, comperison opd
stimony, which hwm the micleus for the study of the
y a3 the m'mmmwgu But simply Wzgi ng on
1y, om@ connot be eczlled a ﬁ?‘avm Naiyayikas We
he Buddhists logiciens 1like
11ke Vzﬁmmma
smd Devasurin, hod alvecdy dealt w. i  the m‘on of
premena in their works vl @h Gangesa
what made -..:gnia*a

Dignaga end Dhermal

sctuel giemt of

logy based on sharp
in the connotations of logieal
vesa had adopteds.

end mmm distinctions
terms, vhich Gany

e ond la of troth antiedp

amm lagmaz gmg ht in nev N
13 "*»-f‘,w‘"%; t&m@ Whi@h h&% Daan 8.
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i@n 1@ m and %mimg Page 3Be
* the commentaries on !‘a.‘j- ,;vm&ntmmh

¢ R

em Philosophy, Vols II, Pag
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. mongst the guccesgsors of ﬁaéso{a; Vardhamana, his
own son, vas the first to of fer his contribution to the
Tattvacintamani,
as 'Cintmend Prekase'. Vardhamana wes s gréat scholar
of Nyays and Vaiésgikm He 1s the guthor of a large
nmber of works of merit, though he doeg not pogsegs the
brilliance Oof his father, His style is not s0 complicsted
ags that of the later gcholarsg of

He mm a ol

this age., Hig other
works are as follows:~

(1) Anviksa~-tattva-bodha--a cammentary on the
Chapter V of the Sutras of Gautama.

(2) Nyaya-nibandha-prakasa, a commentszry on
Nyaya-Vartika-tatparys-pari guddhi of Ud syana.

(3) Hyiﬂ»pa@iéﬁ.gtawwaw{a, a commentary on
Udayenacarya's Nyaya-perisista.

(4) kusmanjall prakase, a ccum
Nmyakusm’éajan of UWdaysna,

(6) Kirpavali-prakisa.

(6) Nysya-lIlgvati-prakase.

(7) Khandsna-prakiss.

ntsry on the

ana tried to bridge the gulf between the
ools of Orthodox logla--the old and the new,
As wé haw Just seon, he oc

two sch

cmonted on the old clgssics,
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current in hig days. But the viewsg of his 1llustrious
fsther were slways uppermost in his mind end he mede the

best use of them in hig works.

(114) Paksalhara Misrz alins Jaysdeva (1775 A.D.)

" He 1s the only scholar Of the post-Gaigesa peried in
Mithila who 0ol of Nawya-
Nyaya through his immortal work--the Aloka on th® three
parts of Gg

succeeded in getting up e nev sol

figesa’s work (omitting the upasmine part). He
algo wrote Dravya-pedartha on the Drevya-kirnavell-

prakasa; and LIlavati-viveks on the LIlavatI-prakase.
Pakgadhara had two digciples named Vasudeva Misra (his

nephew), and Rucldatta Migra,

(1v) Yaaudey, (abhauma (about 1450-1825 A.D,)

About the middle of the fifteenth contury scholars in
Bengal became fully awere of the learning, name and feme of
Mithila in the sdvencsment of Navys Nysya scholer from
Bengal began to oome to MIthilg, the home of Nyayasastra
for studies in Nawya-Nyays. Vesudeva was the firsgt who
smme to MithIlg, where hesas sinitted intothe scademy of
Paksed hara Migra, the foremost logiclan of the place at
that time, After finishing his studles in Mithils, he
came to Hamﬁid’m and gt up the

firgt gregt aeaﬁhy of
logic in Ngdia, where student g flocked in large numbers,



. Siravell on

the Cintamani,

2aD0e)

led as the gecond

he Naws-Nyiya school. He vas en

After Gargesa, Raghunatha is rega:
great figure of

independent thinker, basgideg hisg famous Didhiti, a
ecumentary on 'Tattvacintamani', he glso wrote a ghort
treatise called *'Pedirtha~tattva-niripsna' in which he
refuted the Vais®gika catezories, psrticularly the
category of Vigesa.

21sa (about 1870 A.D,)

He wrote numarous valuable cammentaries on logio

which are known umder the :e:srsl nge of Mgthuri, Hig
mmmd of writing was ogpler gnd elagborste, He tried to
explsin the mosgt difficult portions of the texts easily.
I8 wgs the guthor of the following works:-

(1) Tattva-cintamani rehasya

(2) Tettva-cintamani aloks rshasya

(3) DidnItl rshasye

(4) 81ddhants rahasya

(6) KirnavelI-prekisa-rshasya

(6) Nydya llavati-prakise-rashasya

(7) Nyaya Llavati-prakisa-d1dhIti-raacys
(8) Bawidha-dhikkgra-rehasys
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(9) Ayur-daye-bhavana

(vi1) JegedTsa Terkalanksrs

JegsdIga, the femous writer of the Navya Nyays School,

was the author of the following works:-
(1) Tattva-cintimani-didnIti-prekisiki, feamilisrly

known as JagYalsl,
(2) Tattva-cintimani-mayukha, a commentery directly

on Gahgesa's works, of which only portionsg have surviwved,

(3) Nyaysdarsana or Nyeya-saravall, dealing with

the doetrine of gausality.

(4) énbﬂafaktimpaﬂfhgi on the foree of words, ets.,
8 gramatico-philosophical treatise,

(6) Tarkemrte |

(6) Pedartha-tattva-nirnaya
AhIti-vyakhya

(7) Kyays-lilavati-di
Sarys - {about 1680 4.D,)

Gadadhara has been galled *mn prince of Indian
sehoolmen® with whom modern logic reached its climgax,
eollected vorks are called Gidedbhari and ere spread all
owr India, ospecially Southern India. He vas the author

of the following chief works:-

(1) Tattva-clntimasni-didhIti-prakasiki
(2) Tattva-cintamani-vyakhya



10

(3) Tattva-cintamanyaloka-tika
(4) Muktavell-tika

(6) Ratna-koga~-vel

a-rahagya

With all these works to his credit, Ged@lhera lived
a pretty long life, Ie was the last of the great
Naved vipa scholars. 80 gays Prof, D.C. Bhattacarya also.
"The most glorious period of Navedvipa has do:mitaly
ended with the death of Gedadhara in 1709 A.,D. and the
signs of a digtinegt revival of the aneient glorpy of

MithTls were digcernible at Msngroni,®

(e) Synaretia gohool

The Syneretic School of Nyaya 1s a later develoment
he Nyaya philosophy into t
an emalgemation between the Nysya amd the Vaia/egika gystems,
_As w@ have geen, the Nyaya, although a metaphysical school,
' vas chiefly concerned with the methods of debate amd
syllogign and the Velgesika system formulated its
ontological gtructure on the bgsig of the gix éauganea.
The gyncretic writers combined the two gohools 4into one,
recoghnized percepition, inference, analogy and tegtimony

@ form of a gynthegisg or

as premanas like Nysya and acospted the ontological
structure of the Valgesiks system, '

ls D.C. Bhattacarya, History of Navya Nyaya in MithIlsz,
Page 197,



- 8peglally relating to p!
appecr to have been borroved I'nm
On the other hend, there are
saem to have been suggested |

There are some Sutras in the Vaides hic
been explained by Predestopida-.a fagt which l%*a rly
indicates that they 4i1d not exist in hi

' Tadien L arva, Che 543, quoted in History of
Ztmim Logic W 3¢Ce VidyE Bhﬁ@m on Paaﬁ 43¢
5’% "» %23 W W&ﬂ#i wa Phile nsophy pe 1 out the
following examples where the ﬁym SGtras are base
mx wa‘*&ﬁtﬁ Uty
aya 3gtr .

3e Bam in his IMmatha to Mﬂamm?f”..
Vaigesika ?ﬁtm 30‘% n& is clearly an empl it,%@im& 3 on

\ tm may @ﬁ 4 ¢ . .
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that same of thoge interpolsted Sitras of the Valfesika
were compoged under the influence of the Hyaye Sutras,

indicstes the syngretiec spirit existing in two schools.
Deva, the guccessor

and digeliple of Hagarjuna, hag giwen
meny Vaise gika theories whigh hs
Sutras, of course without mentioning the

has quoted frmltha Nysye
latter, The

and further develops at

same gpirit of sllisnece continues
the time of Vatay@ysna who regards the Vaigesikz as an
allied gystem, For instasnoe, he seys that the manas should
be regarded ss one Oof the senges in asccordenoce with the
tha-ory of the other system (the Vgi&gika).g The two
schools are ttehniaauy sald to be sumanatantrs, 1.e.,
allied ,syatma. Further more, Vahywana has apaievm;ly
quoted the six catogoriss of the Velgesika school, In
Uddyotakara the practice of introducing the Vaig@gika ideas
end phrageology into the Nyaya sesms to have been carried
further,

In the writings of Vacaspati Kis’:ra, the process of
deweloping the Nyays position in collaborstion with the
Valgesika ideoclogy is in full-swing, Indian tradition

1. H,U1, Vaise glka Fhilogophy ?agu 53-564,

2e V&tﬂ'wmﬂ Kyaynwﬁha a i

Se Gaﬂtaa ﬂywvmtra in%*

4. Vatwayma Nyays liilmaya deleDe

5. Phrasges 1150 Samu tasmnvaya or Semuktaggssnveta
Samavaya used by mdymakwa in h;la Hydya Vartika
l1+41.4, 1D naming the gix kinds of smsn-ohawt
contect olearly balmg to the Vaiﬁ;lka By st
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regards Udaysna as the fust writer who conceiwed the ides
of formally combining the two systems, Gridhars gives £o
his Velsesika work, the title of MNyiaya KendlI which
indiccztes that the two schools were g0 much allied that
the work of one gystem could bear in its title the name of
the other system, It 1s thus clear thet the two schools
had a close connection from the wvery wgmia;,. In the

course of their dewelomment, they cgme closer snd cloger

" $411 they were wmalgamated into a single gynerotic system,

'In fact, the Hyaya snd the Veigesika philogophies supplemented
egch other in regpeot of their subjects and styles, Hence

the two philosophies were called Smmanatantra or sllied
systemg. |

In the gyncretie school, msnuals were w’rztto#a in
different stylegs, There are some who though primarily
belonging to the Nysya, entirely abgorbed the six or gewven
emmm of the Vaﬁsgikm in othwa, the Nyaya categories
of pramena in its de veloped fmu were actually abgorbed in
the treatises ’W.‘.ée;sim philosophy, 8Some treatiges dealt
vith gome topics of Nyéya and same topics of Veifesika
independently. |

s ingts
wo may alte t

Ny3ya sbsorbing the Vaifesika categaries,
8 cases Of Tarkikerakgd of Varedari)s and
Torkabhish by Kedava Migra. Veredarsji who desls vith ell

the sixteen cstegories of Nyiya, includes in the second
category, viz., prmeys, not only the twelve objects of Nyaya,

lgeg O
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six categeries of the

such as itme, stoe, but also the
Vaidegika, such as dravya, guna, etce
other hend brin togor ,
’ a' which i3 one of the twelve objeets included in the

sategory, isee, Premeyas This can be depioted

as followssw

14 vg mmw, 8e Tarks
10« Vaday 1le Jﬂlpﬂg | |

) Objects "(iv) Gemerslity
Apprehension (v maemmy $ and

Mind (vi) Inheren
cm) Mtiﬁ&y |
(viii) Defaots
{ix) Redirth
x) E‘mit%m;
(xﬂ.) Release




18

yay 4e Fraj "'SM@ 54 r ltm&m
dahinta, 7. Avayeve, 8. Tarks

yéy 10s WM.wiM Jalpay
3 s Hotvabhasa, 14¢ Chsle

12. Apavaréa




her hend, there appsared numersus
prn the ’ffaﬁwika philosophy which incorporated in them the
, 4 menae In some of the treatises, the
Nyaya categories of Praména was included in the %160@ ika
category of guna, while othars mmght it unde: o K mé, whie
1 8 revyas Some writers hept
t L ate from the Nyaye

\_ ‘aména, but they made them the subjects of
d13tinct chapters of ons and the same treatises
Vall abhacdrya in his Nyayalllawatl, ineludes the Tyaye
| of Praméne in the Vaifesike cetegory
which 13 as follovwste




vith seven categories, vize, su
generelity, part ——,
i3 ones It 13 of two kindse.oxperi

& o4e Siménye Se Visesa 6y Samavaya,7e ibhave

oy & o a IR L rmy e il ] S .
& % 4
(] o )"S‘t



18

e o2lled senl i3 the

T o @ a& 1&1’5*
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534 200 ¥ mm
mpter 13 dewted to each

mgha a part of 091&%#1

he Tark of Ja@mﬁm. the seven categoriss of
the ma‘uum end the four pramanas of the Nyays have been

Lande" 'y the sewyen sed kua of

pmeratede The seconl part o
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semaviya, abhave

the main subjeet oi
gamated with the doetrine of
of Vaifesike

‘ ; " w ‘wh’tm
to the Nyaya or to the VR*‘“W‘ school,
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Nyaye-VeiSesike philosophy, ere
treated s A .

Shastri: “The synoretie

ed an importent role in

hinking in general.

ian Mealism, Page D

le De¥eShastri, Critique of Ind




