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tha saorlf iclal. ground of xudH3.aiiii.ra crowd#* tar

aaoinar* • laaa* io lao Saoaaparva* %m

CPU | |«uii9 Sim wnti#| w

▼axiaiur ana xnva-ixaisy or a
6

1, Mahabharta. Adiparva, Ch» X*
2* ItyyUi OH * 70.
3* Mahlbhirta, SSntiparva, CH« 21*
4. MahlbHgrta. A^VtfsadHaparva, Ch. 36*
6* MrhSbHSrta, SpbhSparvaf Cb, 5.
6. Hahabhlrta* SSntlpar va, on. 210f Varsa 22*
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m the lamp of all sciencest the resource if all actions 
©ad the permanent shelter of all virtues*

Science if called ,Beto*-85stral or
1♦Hstu-Vidya * t as is evident from the Maf»samhitaf 

Mahbbhirtaf ate* It was also sailed •Tarkavldyi * 9 the 
art 'Of debate* or *V5de,*Vidya»i the art of discussion as

-m Jk ftII m 9is referred to in M&nusatahit®, Mahlbhlrtaf Skandaparapa,
Gautsaa.dharma«Sitre* ’imiyanp end laina*, vaIkyas anhi ta*mpr oaaspnep!^*ip '!|n fmwppaw* "vp-- ” *ip* os* prr*smn|^^w ^^^seep? ^^ftat^asaa- “ * of -1 vps wwwapr

The above mentioned analysis points oot that the s ciance 
of reasoaixig existed in an early age*

This science of reasoning was termed as UnriksHdT*
9

in the vary early days* Mans uses the tern Unviksikf1 
as an equivalent for Itma«VidyI* Sot the scope of 
* AnvIksikT* was not merely limited to Itma*fidyf but it 

also comprised away ot her ate semis as mentioned by 
eminent seholars* KautXlya recognised Anvlksiki as a 
distinct baaet) if study over and above the threef vis*t 
Trayl (the Vedas) v Vartta (commerce) and ban^ftmitlCpolity}* 
While the JtmM&f® embodied certain dogmatic assertions

mmmMtmmmm+m mm
1. Has Saihlta* 2*11* 
2m Hahibhirta * Adlperv Seat!pare©9 210* 22 andHahabhartat Adiperva* 1*67§

Advamadhaparva § 86*27* ate*
8* Manusaibhita* ,6*SO; 8*269) 32*100, 111*
4* Mahabharta, Santiparva, 180*47 and 246*28 
8* Sfeandaporia&t KJaUkffkhanda* ch* if*
8* 6eotama«9herne«3dtra 9 ch* ll*
7* ^amaysna, 1*13*23 
6. YainavaUtya a aifihi 
9* Jfaw^aAhitff.

10* KantHyet A*t

3*231 7
ajfihitS,

f 4NMPPhaaastr

«S3*16*
3*292*

a, l»2f Page '6*
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MAIN AUTHORS AND TEXTS OF NYAYA-VAIS'ESIKA

nyJya

a. prAcina nyAya

I GAUTAMA-------------------

ii V*TSY*YANA -------------

Hi UOOYOTAKARA ----------

iV V^CASPATI Mis'RA----
i

V JYANTA BMATTA---------
•

VI BH&SARVAJNA ---------

Vli UDAYANA -------------------

nyAya sDtra 

nyAya bhAsya 

nyAya vArtika

nyAya vArtika tAtparya TiKA 

nyAya manjari 

nyAya sAra

nyAya vArtika tatparya parisuddhi

NYAYA KUSUMANJAU 

ATMATATTVA VlVEKA

VAlSfeSlKA

i KANADA ---------------- VAISESIKA SUTRA

ii prasastapAda — padArthadharma -
-SAMGRAHA

in UDAYANA --------------- KIRNAVAU

IV SRlDHARA-------------- nyAya kandlT

V VYOMACIVA---------- VYOMAVATlVRTTl

vi VARDHAMANA------ KIRNAVAU PRAKASA

Vlt sanker MiSRA----- UPASKARA

VHI SIVADITYA ------------ * saptapadArthi"

b NAVVA NYAYA

i GANG ESA UPADDYAYA-------- TATTVA ClNTAMANI

II VARDHAMANA UPADDYAYA- ClNTAMANI PPAKASA

HI RAGUNATH SlROMANl -------- TATTVA ClNTAMANI DiDHlTl

IV MATHURA NATH TARKA----- TATTVA ClNTAMANI RAHASYA
-VAGtSA

1 VARADARAJA —------------------------ TARKIKA RAKSA

ii KESAVA MISRA--------------------------- TARKA BHASA

iii VALLABHACARVA--------------------- NYAYA LILAVAT]

IV ANNAM BHATTA---------------------- TARKA SAMGRAHA

V VlSVANATHA NYAYA PA NC ANA N A - BHASA PARlCCHEDA WITH
SlDDHANTA MUKTAVALl

Vi JAGADlSA---------------------------------- TARKAMRTA

Vii LAUGAKSl BHASKARA-------------- TARKA KAUMUDl
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(e) Old or Praclna lylye 

Cb) irapya*®F®y® OP Modem nyiy® 

(o) Stoop#tit School

Ca) Old.m
How* v# shall disets a a the oain authors sad thcip

1
coat pi bat Iona to this system*

(i) GtmitpmR

Undoubtedly the Selene# of reasoning la indie la very 

old and es we hap# seen* it was e full-fledged science 

before Gets tana* But it la nary difficult to sey anything 

definite a boot the nettsre at that science* It is totally 
dependent on the present uyiya»3otra of Gaotana* Gaotaaa* 

though not the founder of Hylya hot is its chief exponent 

who first gape an elaborate end systematic account of the 

already existing branch of knowledge* tailed •Wyiya** and 

codified it In the form of the Sptras or aphorisms#

Gautaaa* the either of *U|iya*<35tra# holds that the troe 

knowledge of the sixteen categories* beginning with 

pramaneg will enable one to schleps the highest end 

aeeerdtni to the particular angle of Plata reprosstilod by 

the i^raya-system* He believes that by acquiring the

Sjbnai (jaMeeaweiawaia>ieweein>iai»»ia>i|wiei»ieewwew8ii<nieeiwwwiiieiwiitaMweai^^ 'rwe»aw>waiiirfneew>etiarwMwe>ift^

l* For the datailei Mat of the authors of this ays tea 
see Appendix (a)*

2* Gautama* Hyaya-SStra, leiel#
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tha Hyaya Sutra. The date of Akfapida Bay, therefora, be
X

approximately fixed at about 160 A.D.* From this it 

appears that Dr. Vldya Bhusana changad his views from 
600 B.C. to 160 A.D. as the data of the Aksapada.

M.H.Bodas is his introduction to Tarkaaa&graha

holds that Gautama* a work should ha assigned to the and

of the 5th century or the beginning of the 4th century 
- 0

Br*
• w#

Mah^Bahopidhyiya Haraprasida ShSstri has shown on

Chinese evidence, that Akaapids, the founder of Xr^a wa

a pro-Buddhistic teacher. But he thinks that the Sutras

as we have then are comparatively modern, being probably

past-Hahayaole* So he places Gautama in the 2nd Century 
3

A. D.

1. S.C. VidyS Bhafa$a» History of Indian Logic, Page 50. 
2* Bombay Sanskrit aeries Edition, Page 33.
3. <*r.A.S. S. , 1306, Page a 177—SO.
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§* The Sutrafcira believes that lever© depending upon
the actions of the fives* is the instrumental eeoae of theX
QuX wwWmwm

(it) VStarlarana
the earliest commentary available on the $y©ya- Sutra 

Is ths Ifyaya-Bhasy© by ? Stsylyena ©Iso known as 
Pakstlsvaadn* Us closely followed Gautama in interpreting 
his aphorisms* He has given a flood of light to the sitras* 
In our viwg ygtsySyan©#3 Bhasya is wire important and 
necessary for the clear aiders taking of Wyaya system* than
the sutrasv because Bhasya gives more clearly the 
distinctive features of ths sotres* Without a Bhasya 9 the
sotras remain in dork* 10 body with the lew knowledge i 
the subject can perfectly and completely understand ths 
meaning of' the sltras as desired by the anther of the
sutras# &ny bhaayakara has to understand the slrd of the 
setraksra very closely* fitsyiyaua closely followed
GautaJ while writ! ag his bhasya* Vatsyiyan© * s bhasya
works like a key to the lock of the sutra , where these
3utras are not clear* Vatsyayana neither criticised nor
>m mtmm'w ww*i!'i**ipnii»*''iiii©ii**H*,*pp*iii>itf»iwi»igiip «*©»(iWHieiliWiie*6aw*i*iwaaWiWWii<W^^ iwiaiiiWitiwi'i'Wlweiei*

1* lbid*t 4*1*X9-Sl*2# the.name Paksilsvwiihhas been used by Voeespati Misr©in the introductory remarks of the syiya Vsrtika- totparyetlka, Page x* and also in the Serve BarSaaa Sakgraha by Madhvacarys#
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d their hard critics* In this stage of
sy£yat the system was studied ns a whole and much more 

attention was given to the study of the knowables 
(prawyaa), mA the study of wans of right knowledge 
(pramanas} occupied s subordinate place and mm takes «p 

only to explain the knowables. the commentators of the 
vyeya Sitra adhered to the old practise of treating 
epistemology as a part of wtaphyaies* fitayiyana and 

his worth? successors discussed both the log led end 
metaphysical problsos mam felly and also many other 
questions of general philosophical interest* The result 

is e felly developed and complete of philosophy*
In other words# the treatment of the Old' siyiya writers is 

complete .and proceeds to realise the oltimate end of

<b) large iryiya. or Modem wyaya
1

In the twelfth contery« fkagt^i laid the foundation of 

a new methodology to- his excinsleo hook fsttwlnt«woiw • 
Hi treated wyay© as pore epistemology and logiet divesting 
it of all its metaphysical appendages* he took out the 
third sutrs of the first ihnika of the first chapter of

1* For detailed list cf the authors of levy® iyiys9 see
Appendix <b)»
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>

own son, was the first to of for His contribution to the 

Tattvaclntinanl. W& wrote a comment ary on tbs sene known 

as #&nti»enl Fraklsa** Vardiiaaine was a great scholar 
of krtgra anfl Val^sika. He Is tbs author of a largo

amber of works of aerlt, though be hoes not possess the

s of this ago. Hi a other

(6) Klrbivail-prakasa*

(6) MySya-lIlavatr-arakasa.

on

As we haws Just m®a, he carmen

and new.



current la hi* days* But the viivi of hi* illustrious 

father war® always appeinost la hi* mind sad he nsde the 

best use of than la hi* works.

1M U?

ly scholar of the post-*
led la setting up

period In 

of Haiyi*

a*

a*

#

£ ^

la

of

Beag&l began to oca® to MX t hi lay the home of Nyayassstra 

for studio* in Matya-Nyaya. fsands** was the first who 
cone to MithXla, where hews* admitted into the academy of 
Faksadhara Mi^ra, the foremost logician of the pi see at 

that tine* After finishing hi* studio* la Mithlla» he 
cane to Narad wipe and mt up the first great aeadeny of 

logic la Nedliy where student s flocked la larga numbers.



After Gangs sa, Haghunatha Is rag aided as the second 
great figure of the Haiya-Myeya school. He vaa an 
indie pandent thinker* Besides bis f aeons Didhlti, a 

coemantary ©a * T at tvaein teasel', lie also wrote a abort 

treatise called * PadST tha~tatt va-nirupana’ la which he 
refuted the Val stalks categories, particularly the 

category of Vi as aa.

which are known under the general nsae of Mat hurl. His 

aathod of writing was easier aad elaborate. Me tried to 

explain the most difficult portions of the texts easily. 

Ha was the author of the following workss*
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J aged Isa, the fenous writer of the Savya SySya school, 

vii the author of the following workgs-

ini un. imw *&<**«# t

(4) Sabd a&kti-parlkga on the force of words, etc*
m

gghoolnen* with when aodern logic reached itg cl la ax. Hig 

collected works ere celled Gidedharl and are spread ell 
©ear India, especially southern Indie* Be wea the author 
of the following chief works:-

i



With all thes® works to his credit, GadUhara lived
s pretty long life* lb was the last of the great
Havadvips scholars* So says Frof, D.c. Bhattaearya also*
"She most glorious period of Waved vlpa has definitely

ended with the death of 6«ISUiara ia 1709 a.D. and the

signs of a distinct revival of the ancient glory of
1

Ml thill were discernible at Mangroni**

the Syncretic School of By ay a is a later develofment 
of the Nyiya philosophy into the form of a synthesis or 
an aaalgsaation between the HySya and the Vaieesika systems. 
As we have seen, the Byiya* although a metaphysical school,

ontological structure on the basis of
The syncretic writers combined the two schools into one, 
recognised perception, inference, analogy and testimony 

as pr cm anas
structure of the Vai&slka system

1* D • W# Bhattaearya, History of Mavya By ay a in Mithlls,
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that acme of those interpolated Sutras of tho Yai^eslka

ware composed under the influence of the hyaya Sutras,
indicates the syncretic spirit existing in two schools*
Deva, the snocessor and diseiple of 8agarjunaf has ftitea
many Valsssika theories which he has quoted frOa the hyiya

1
Sutras, of course without mentioning the latter* The 
same spirit of alliance continues and further develops at 

the time of Vat ay hyena who regards the Valseslk^ as an 
allied system* For instance, he seys that the manes should 
he regarded ae one of the senses in eeeordsnos with the
theory of the other system (the Yaissfika)* The two

sehools ere teohnieelly said to he seslnatsntre9 i*e*9
0%

W

___ ... . . , - *. Mm _ _ mm m . .____ m . M _ mm A /_ M

and phraeeology into the 8/aye seams to have been carried

Vales sika Ideology is In full-swing* Indian tradition

1* H.1Jit Vaiscalfca Philosophy, Pages 63-64*2* Vatayeyana9 8yaya-Bhaaya, 1.1.4.
3* Gautama, Hyaya-Sutra, 1*1*89*
4* Ygtsyiyana* Nyaya ihS|ya9 1.1.9*
6* Phrases lima sanuktasenavi^a or Ssmuktaswvets 

Semavaya used by Ucdyotakara in hit My ay a Vfrtika 
1*1* 4, la naming the six hinds of sense-object 
contact dearly bslong to the Vallefiks System*
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TM ev an a am feh* fi*at WPltAP whfl nfln/»al«lil th«k b

/
of for® ally coos bining the two sygtoss* Sr id hart gives to
bis feisesika work, the title of Nyaya Kandll which

indicates that tbs two schools wars so aaeh alliad that 
tbs work of one aygtsa oonid boar in its titia tba na»e of

use a eiese sonnses&on

aystan

tba two philosophies wars

m maiiBin ummm ■ * sr.K. ■■ ii in

belonging to tba Nyaya, entirely absorbed tba six or seven 
categories of tba Vaisesika. In others, tba Hy§ya categories

MiSiww jMk 4 im * Mt# 2SW »

t
<yn aft gfeWWwP wftjf

farkabbssf by hesava Hijra* Varadargja' who deals with all
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