Chapter — IV Study of the Meanings of Roots, Tenses and Case Suffixes

The present chapter of the thesis is entitled as “Study of the Meanings of Roots,
Tenses and Case Suffixes.” As title suggests, the chapter is a critical discussion
on the study of the meanings of roots, tenses, and case suffixes according to PLM.
Nagesa has explained the meanings of various roots with examples in the PLM

by refuting Naiyayikas and Kaundabhatta’s thoughts.

As in the Introductory chapter, I discussed about two such parts of PLM, i.e.,
qarel and ITTE. Scholars have conceived of two such divisions based on the

various subjects of PLM.

IV. 1. Meanings of Roots

There were a group of scholars among Grammarians and Nairuktas who

considered all words to be derived from 3T&ITd or roots. Yaska enounced in his
A=< that, FaTO7 ATHTITEATASTA Sid ATHSTIAT TEH-THAE163 | It means all

gTfaafa® are derived from roots. Among all Grammarian Sakatayana and all

most all Nairuktas were in favor of this theory. Apart from Sakatayana, all other

Grammarians and Gargya was opposed to this theory. Yaska mentioned himself

this in his f%<F that 7 FTIOT ATHTE SMEATAST STd THAT SATHTOTTAT = eh164

| Patafijali has also indicated the same in the following verse in MB.

ATH F LTSI 3Tg FA%<h SATHTOT TheeT T AR 165 |

163 fA=ehe 1.12
164 /bid., 1.12
165 =AT.7=T. 3.3.1
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After studying all these opinions of various scholars, we can say that Panini has
followed the middle path. At some places they have considered the JTfA9 (< to
be derived from roots and at some places those are considered as traditional

(customary) words. And because of this consideration of Panini, two TTXHTHTs

(general definitions) could be established which are - SUITE aﬂc‘ﬁlllﬁ
STraafeeT™ * and SUTEATSSCAAT TTAA TSR,

Here, 3UTTeA: means traditional words which are propounded by those

aphorisms which predicate & suffixes starts from 30T Nagesa also have
followed the opinion of Sakatayana in PLM and has considered that all words

are derived from roots. At the beginning of the &ITea® chapter, he has

propounded that - 372 HEH-2Teq-TAYAATE ATAAT [HEAT167 | Thereafter, he

starts the chapter by giving the definition of the meaning of the root which is as

follows:

HATIE T Id-Hig T SATATL: e
It means the =IT9TY (action) which is being performed with effort for any et
(result) is the meaning of the root. Other scholars like Bhattojidiksita and
Kaundabhatta of Grammar school have considered the =IT9TX (action) and the et

(result) both as the meaning of the root. Kaundabhatta has demonstrated the

meaning of the root at very beginning of his treatise VBS. Nagesa has further

refuted his opinions in present chapter. Basically, Nagesa considers the saTqTX

166 TfATIRIET:, 22
167 9. 7. 126
168 /bid.
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(action) as the meaning of root instead of considering =ATATX (action) and el

(result) these two separately as the meaning of the root.

For example, the meaning of the root 99 is the action of cooking which is being
performed for preparing the food. Here =qTqTX (action) is characterized by an
adjective which is T@GR2a (with effort). Therefore, the ATITY as the meaning of
the root will be only considered if it would be performed AT . If there would

not any effort in the action of cooking then the sentence like 3% T 9=fad (He is

not cooking) will only be considered, not 373 T={d (He is cooking).

IV. L. 1 Definition of %<7 (Result) and =IT9T (action)
Nagesa has described that, result derives from the meaning of the root.

Simultaneously it also derives from =TT (action). Because the action

sometimes alleged not real. For example, $5a<*agfd | The God is standing.
Here, the action is ‘to stand’ but this action does not show any result in real. In

this situation, the result is taken as 39T (a substantive) because it derives from

the action which is f399UT (an adjective). In the PLM, the definition of %el
(result) is:
w9 TSI qid Fg-TII-qa A8 R
deTde-fatsrar-Meftaysraraag e |
As above Nagesa mentioned that the T (result) is 9T (a substantive) but in

the EhT-IaT?I (active voice form) it is also taken as TH9r9or (adjective). For

169 T, 7. 127
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example, the result of the root 99 1s ‘to cook’ and it derives from the cooking
action. Therefore, it is f¥9TST (a substantive) and in the FGaT=T (active voice
form) it is fH9YUT (an adjective) because THTd (cooking) is a result of

TAATIRTATI (an action for cooking).

Nagesa has given another example of the root I (to fall). The example 1s F&ET]
T AT 9qfd | (The leaf falls from the tree). The meaning of the root T is
[ERUSEERI
[EEIER GRS R S eI ECIC PRI EEIU R
AT IHIH'70 |
It means, first the leaf separates from the tree that is T and then it connects

to the earth which is I, In this situation the result should be taken as a

substantive and an adjective both. Otherwise, there would be STTA=aTIH (a fault of

over-application) in the result.

Nagesa has explained two things about =AT9TL. First, the action produces %< and

it is also meaning of the root. Therefore, we can consider both %<l and =TqTX as

meaning of roots.
AT T YTeaThasTahed qfd grgar=aeaq’’! |

In the above definition of =ATATY, the word %t (favorable) indicates the

relation between %eT and SITITX which is STTISTTRHFY. T is ST (produced)

and =ITITL is ST (producer).

170 WA, 7. 127

171 9. 7. 129
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IV. 1. 2 Rebuttal of Bhartrhari and his follower’s opinion

The ancient Grammarians like Bhartrhari and their followers Bhattojidiksita etc.
consider both T and =TT separately as meaning of roots. In the VP of
Bhartrhari, he described both separately!’>. He used dual form in the karika
(FTSATITEAT:). But considering this opinion, Nagesa has raised the following

objections:

1. If we consider T and =ATATY separately as a meaning of roots then
according to the meaning, sometimes the ATITL has to be considered as
the 3297 (object) and the F as the A& (predicate), and sometimes the
% will be the 32T and the =ATITX as the 8T, Thus, accepting both
separately, the situation of I29F-fF&9TE (objective-predicate) is natural.

In T =2, sometimes H1T: is the object and ¥<: is the predicate and

sometimes vice versa.

2. The second objection is that two types of derivations (FTHHTLITATE:) have

to be conceived. When the action is perceived primarily and the result is

secondary, then FGATAHIAT has to be considered as the reason which is
associated with the roots. And when the %<T is perceived primarily and the

MU is secondary, then FHAT=TITT, which is associated with the roots,

have to be considered as the reason for that perception.

172 FAATIRAT: &Tq:........ [as2ieq o 11 9. o, 91, 2
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IV. 1. 3 Views of Mimamsakas and their rebuttal

Mimamsakas like Mandanamisra are of the opinion that the meaning of root is
®eT  (result) not =ATATL. The meaning of =ATITT is suffixes like ﬁ'{ etc. For
example, in words like 9T:, the meaning of suffix =3{ is GTH-ATITL:. Denying

this opinion, Nagesa has explained list of faults.

First is that the aphorism of Panini &: FHOT = 9T ATSSHHEHET: (3. 4. 69) will
be wrong by accepting above opinion of Mimamsakas. And the aphorism follows

the previous one FA (L #d (3.4.67). The aphorism =T: FHTOT.... defines the THTT
in the sense of &dt and FH. Therefore, suffixes like T in place of THTT can

only mean FdT and FH, not ATATY.

The second fault is that in many phrases which are derived from the combination

of different suffixes with the same root, those suffixes will have to be considered

as meaning of the same =JTITL. For example, in the three different suffixes
present in THETd, &AM, qFdT etc., one has to imagine the power of

understanding of a s¥TATY in which there is T (needless multiplication of
causes). Furthermore, in a root which is existing in multiple phrases, there is

more conciseness in the imagination of the power in root to explain =ITqTL.

The third fault is that when we will consider the meaning of =ITqTX a suffix, then
just as the suffix @9 suffix of T={d will understand actions like blowing etc., in

the same way the same =AT9T will have to be understood by the suffix ﬁ'{ present
in =T which is not possible.
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Fourth is that the system of TFH (transitive) and 3 (intransitive) will be
destroyed. Because this system has been constructed by considering =qT4TY as

the meaning of root. Their definitions are as follow:
- AT ATITRATHR T RAT Ao Tehiahead |

The €AY which is the meaning of the roots and expressing the result by

connecting with different 3TTErFTUT are known as transitive roots.

(ol o (ol
- ETIATATEHATAT R IThA T hcd H{ AhHRcdH173 |

The =ATITX which is the meaning of the roots and expressing the result

being in the same STTAFHTIT are known as intransitive roots.

Here Mimamsakas are of the opinion that the word ¥aT2 should be replaced by

the word ST and there will be no defect in the above theory. But even after

accepting above opinion of Mimamsakas there may be still error in the sentences

like =€ 9TaATA | Apart from this, Panini's system of SIMTHTZT (not desired) and
ATITRT (desired) will be defected.

Panini has given an aphorism FHOr fGdAT in the authority of the aphorism
FATITEd and described that when the object is not declared, let the accusative

case be used in the case of the object. For that reason, if the meaning of suffixes
like f% etc. is taken as ZTITX and not as FdT and action, then doer and action

will never be declared because suffix will always refer to action.

173 7. 7. 36
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The fifth fault in the above opinion of Mimamsakas is that if action is not

considered as the meaning of root, two meanings i.e., =ATIX and HTLH of

suffixes like i and 79 etc. will have to be considered. But that is not possible
because those suffixes are created to describe subject and object. Therefore,
words like THFH which is derived from the root H and the suffix <, would
not express the meaning of going. It would only mean a conjunct consonant. In

that situation sentences like ITH: Fl'*ﬂqﬁ'l_r[ are used in practice, similarly,

sentences like ATH: THAATT will also be used.

The sixth fault in this sequence is seen in the sentences like I[&: TArSATHT qr= (A
| (Teacher makes two disciples cook). Here, the act of the teacher (SITTTY) has

to be considered as meaning of suffix f&F{ Because, Panini has prescribed
aphorism %‘g’ﬂﬁ' = to express the =qTATL. Apart from this, it is yet remain to
express the act of the disciple who is applicable in this sentence.

Therefore, the above opinion of Mimamsakas is not acceptable due to being
contaminated with many defects. Other scholars like Kaundabhatta, Ganges$a and

Gadadhara have also criticized this view of the Mimamsakas refuted in their texts.

IV. L. 4 Definition of T (Action)

Nagesh has further presented the definition of action which is as follows.
e EEARC AL IPRICAEEE R E TN ER AT

That is, action will be called that which has the ability to be associated with all

the FT<Fs (cases). Here the purpose of using the word @& with the FTEF is to

174 91H. 140
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make it clear that all the T¥s are associated with action only. The 3TferFToTHRITH
(locative case) is also associated to the action through its subject or object. The
cases are either the executor or performer of the action. Therefore, the word TR

[ e NI e NI ol o

is interpreted as follow: FOrd, TRaT Reaaata st w1 | Therefore, the cases

are the parent of the action and the action is presented by cases.

Nagesa has quoted two verses from VP further to clarify his point.

JTaq gHE ar aredcaarirdiaT |

EN

AT -HH-FIAT AT A THetad’ > 1

Whatever is {5 (accomplished) or FTET (to be accomplished), AT (derived)
or AT 9TF (incomplete feeling), said in the form of accomplishment,
becomes an fFAT (action). Because of the accomplishment of that feeling, there
could be a sequence of ATITL (sub-actions) in it. For example, when saying

7=d, from the beginning to the end of the action, a sequenced form of many sub-

actions, such as lighting a fire, etc. is present.

Yaska has said the same thing in the following words:
QATIL[A HTAHTATAT 98 T ST e aRA s qai iy ¢ |

It means many sequential actions from beginning to end are called by the words
like 7=, F1fd etc. It is because of this sequence of many sub-actions that the
word T3 is meaningful. Therefore, Bhartrhari used the term ‘HT%I‘CFWT@FI?[‘

in Karika.

175491.9. 3. 8.1

176 fA=<r 1. 1
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In the second Karika, it is explained that why the actions in the word like gafd,

etc., are considered as one in spite of being completed by many secondary

processes in sequence. In these secondary actions which are arising from

sequence, there is no oneness in reality due to the 9TaTad (relation of prior and

posterior). Yet none of them conceives or alleges unity by his HareT=TIcHehT g@;

(creative intelligence). In this way, the group of actions conceived by the intellect

1s considered to be the main action.
TUAaT S : q9E: FASTAAT |
AT Tehfeaarae: R srafead’

The definition of action has been presented by the author of FZZadT in the

following verse -

ERIEIECEE IR CIP MR IR R G Rl
R fas g srearasrse aaetarg:'”® |

Patanjali has also explained the nature of action in an interesting way in his MB.

According to him the form of action is invisible. Therefore, it cannot be shown

directly like a baby in the womb. It is only known by inference'” |

177 41.9.3.8. 4

178 g22aar 1. 44
179 TR ATHIH SA=aTsTge, stersrT fovdsar Rasifag = ot [egfea: arsar

AHTTHT | |l 1. 3.1
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Here, Nagesa has mentioned two definitions i.e., g (accomplished) and |Tex
(an object to be accomplished) which is propounded by Kaundabhatta in his VBS.

He has note mentioned Kaundabhatta’s name but only mentioned a word %%l’c{

FHEAT AT Gid FIR AT A |

There are three parts in the above definition of f&F. First is frga......STeaa<a

Tfd. It means the only object which has the power to arise expectancy for another

action will be considered as forg.

Second part is FEwcad fwaTardcd I, It means words denoting

accomplishment are present in the T form and will be related with the verb.

Third part is HTTRTAUAFTITATIATH. It means the accomplished words which
are related to TT will not appear with another 1. It will only be related with
the verb. For example, the word TTe: will only relate with the verb like TT=T etc.

It can be said that, when the actions are completed, they are considered as ffg.

qreq - qreded o mm qq
q”(q;';a('aq#|W5||3|@355§CIC5|H |

The form of HTET<T (an object to be accomplished) is exact opposite to the

definition of the fi&@ (accomplished). Since the |TET itself is an action, there
is naturally no expectancy for another action in it. The second characteristic of

HT180<d is that they can be related with the HTTH.

Apart from above definitions, Nagesa has given his own definition of @ATEIAT
which is as follow:
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qreacd fAsaTereaH Taeo |
According to Nagesa, Kaundabhatta’s definition of HTEId seems faulty.
Because there is a condition in the definition that, TTEIJT cannot arises
expectancy. But in the MB of Patafijali, sentence like 7= w=rfa18! is considered

correct and AT is considered arising expectancy of TaTd. So, paradox can be

seen between the statements of Patafijali and Kaundabhatta.

Therefore, it is necessary to consider fATIT=IAT (executable object) as ATET and
59 (accomplished) as & g.

IV. L. 5. Definitions of ¥FHF (transitive) and TFHF (intransitive)
Nagesa has given simple definition of transitive and intransitive. After that he has

started discussing meanings of various roots. According to him when %< (result)

and =ITITX (action) both stay in one substratum, the root will be considered as

FFYF (intransitive)
FATH TSR A TATLATA AT AFHFAH 182 |

When the substratum will different for each i.e., result and action, the root will be

considered as TFH# (transitive).

qhHEed o HAA AR ATITLATARA 183 |

180 T, 7. 146
181 7T, 4. 1. 3. 1
182 7oA. 1. 148

183 /bid.
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However, both these definitions are similar to Kaundabhattas definitions of
transitive and intransitive roots. Following karika is found in the &ITea®f chapter

of VBS.

FAATITINF S TATHERHF: |
TTEAITH RS ThHH SaTEd: 184 ||

In the above karika, Kaundabhatta used the word Ts{RSdT for one substratum.

Further, Nagesa shows the same thing with an example which is also discussed

by Bhartrhari in the VP.

The meaning of the intransitive root 3H 1is ‘to be’ and for that reason, the ®<T
(result) is not visible here. Since, the result is not visible in such roots, all those

types of roots are considered as intransitive roots. When we use the root 31§ in

any sentence, the substratum of action and result is the subject and it would not
be considered as intransitive root. Bhartrhari testified the same in the following

karika:
ATHATAATHAT fargesifa saafeewa |
FrANTATY AATHT HHUIT 7 Thih:185 ||

(The root 3TH (to be) is said to possess its existence within itself, i.e., it is having

action according to existence and is known as 3Tf&d. It could not appear as

transitive because the object remains embedded in the subject.)

Apart from the above definitions of transitive and intransitive, Nagesa has

concluded the topic by giving two more definition of the same. Because,

184 %. . 9T. 1. 13

185 9T9.
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according to the views of Kaundabhatta, roots like Qﬁ_sf, ¥IT and AT can not be
considered as F&HF. Those could not express the action which is different than

the result. Therefore, Nagesa described T&ae and 3/&ae as follow:

TSR AR v ahcd GhHHead | daaeasaiahcad AhHhaH 186 |

Those roots which are termed as FH by the grammatical process would be
considered as FHH® and those which are not termed as FH would be considered
as 3THHF. Therefore, in the sentence like EATIHAT HA: the root AT is TFHHE
because the substratum WHJ: is termed as TFHE by the rule of grammar

aferef TS e TH FH. In the above definition of TFHHF, the term =T suggests the
meaning related to the object which is different than the meaning of the root. For

example, the meaning of the root Gﬁ_o[ is to bear life. The object ‘life’ is already

embedded in the root S{19, and for that reason it cannot be considered as HFHF

root.

IV. 1. 6. Meanings of 3T, T, 97 and ¥ roots

1. Meaning of the root 3T (to know)

Nagesa’s views regarding the meaning, result and action is as follow:
ST AT T 6 | AT HIRT AT | 37 U
HAT AT SIATAA187 |

The knowledge which embedded with the subjects like ®<, < etc., is the ®<T or

meaning of the root AT and to know those subjects, the combination of 3TcHT and

186 T 7. 150

187 7. 7. 151
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H is the =ATITL. Here, the word 3TcAT suggests the meaning of 3T=d:shTIT

(internal organ) and H suggests the meaning of the power of that internal organ.

The sentences like 3TcAT 3MTcAT S-ITd are grammatically true because there

are two types of bodies imagined i.e., SFa<TcAT and TIXTAT. First is the subject

and later is considered as object.

Further, Nagesa has refuted the views of Vedantin as well as Kaundabhatta. They

both have considered TFXITHZIT (destruction of envelopment) as the result of

the root 3T. Nagesa has refuted both and presented a karika from the VP.

2. Meaning of the root T (to desire)

Further, the meaning of the root T is discussed. The result of T is desire and
the knowledge that is compatible with that desire is =IT9TZ. Here it can be asked

that the substratum of the ®<T of desire can only be those things which are present

at the time of the wish of the person making the wis. How can things of the past

and future can be the subjects of desire.

The answer to the above question is that due to the presence of those things in the

intellect, the things of the past and future also become the subject of desire.

3. Meaning of the root 9q (to fall)

There are two opinions regarding the meaning of the root 9d. The first meaning
is the SATATT arising from the separation whose %l is TAET. In this opinion the

root would be considered as transitive. For example, 7% 9fad: | (fell into hell).
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Here, % is termed as 9 according to the rule of Grammar. Therefore, the root

will be considered as ToHh.

Another view is that the root T means only 'contact arising from separation' and

not the action conducive to contact caused by division. In this view, the root Tq

1s considered to be intransitive. Here, contact was assumed to be the action. Even

without being separated from the tree, the leaf may be united with the ground by

bending from the branch due to storm etc. But in this case the root 9q is not used.

For this reason, the meaning of the root 9q is considered to be the union caused

by division.

4. Meaning of the root % (to do)

There are also two opinions about the meaning of the root 3. In the first view, the
meaning of the root & is =ATITT which has a different substratum from the

substratum of the T and <¥MR. Having different substratum, it will be

considered as transitive root.

The second view is that the meaning of the root & is only %< which is ITd (effort).
This is the view of the Naiyayikas and has a fault. According to the definition of

intransitive, the root Iq becomes intransitive. Therefore, if we take I as the

meaning, the root & will become intransitive.

IV. I. 7 Naiyayikas on ST
Nagesa has ended the chapter of meaning of roots with the views of Naiyayikas

on the meaning of =TshTL. Although this topic has been discussed in detail in a
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separate chapter, the opinion of the Naiyayikas has been presented briefly here.

Because, Naiyayikas have considered ®<T and =4TqTY as the meaning of roots.
According to them, suffixes like ﬁ'{ in the place of ©TT¥ suggest the meaning
of Ff (activity of will) not .

Nagesa has refuted the above opinion of Naiyayikas. Considering the meaning of

T as Fid, due to lack of equivalence of these pronouns i.e., THE and IEAF
with ST, the system of HEIHIEY and ITHIEY would not be formed. For
example, 99+ == 99T | (Look at the cooking Chaitra). In this sentence
substitutes like 2T and IT= would only suggest the meaning of ﬁ%r (activity)
but not FH (accusative) and TFIETH (dative). One can say that, W’{@Tﬁ"x_cr T
ZIOTT (it is not a fault to accept XA (needless multiplication of causes) for any
major purpose), that is not worth saying. Because, =TshT{s express the meaning

not substitutes like fT etc. FHTTs are few and substitutes are many.

There is another fault in accepting the meaning of ¥T<s as Ffd. In the examples
like TAT =gl | (Chariot is going), the chariot is =A™ (unreal) and there is no

e in it. Therefore, one should consider ®f& AT in the action or root which

makes ¥ (needless multiplication of cause).

Another fault is, if they believe the meaning of ©T=hT<s is only Tﬁ but not HTLH,

the FTFs always be undeclared and aphorisms like SIMTHTET of Panini will be

useless.

Naiyayikas also believe that, in the verbal understanding, the meaning of

nominative case is primary. Nagesa refuted this opinion by explaining the

example T FIT &Tad | (See! deer is running).
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IV. II ST (meanings of substitutes in place of SThT{s) and
E’-‘?WFFITI’ﬁﬁFQ‘UTF[ (Meaning of ten tenses)
After the detailed explanation of f9Ta, Nagesa has discussed the meaning of

oThTT: (tenses) in a separate chapter. Some scholars have considered two

chapters for meaning of tenses i.e., FAARTILATIRETOH and THTAHETOTH.
In the first part, the meaning of suffixes substituted in the place of TThT<s are

discussed and in the later part the meaning of the ten =TsT<s are discussed.

I have given logio-grammatical study of both these chapters further. First, I have
discussed the meaning of suffixes substituted in the place of TTLs. Naiyayikas
give most importance to conciseness and believe that the power for conveying
the meaning stays in 91X but not in suffixes like ﬁ'{ But the Grammarians
have accepted the power to convey the meaning in the suffixes that occur in place
of that T, Patafijali, in the commentary of the STI{aq TAUET ATSSTAT: (1.

1. 69) states that it is the spoken word which convey the meaning, not the

unspoken one. Nagesa begins present chapter by quoting Pataijali as following:

SEINT T UeRISAVATIRl ATgriia sfd AT
TIATIAATY aaleeaeTHT Aeeqes |

The meaning of the ﬁ‘s: in the place of the =TshTIs are either (1) Specific numbers

UFd, faca etc. (2) Present, Past and Future time (3) Subject and Object

FILHIAAT (4) Action ATH. Suffixes like Y, *TH, etc. at the place of =ThTTs

express the subject, and with the suffixes like T, =T etc. express the object or

188 T, 7. 243
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action. Explaining the meaning of the Fcl‘sf, Nagesa cited a verse from VBS of

Kaundabhatta which is as below:

FAATITATETT el TS (FAITET: |

STIT ACTATATE] AATATIATEIH 89 |1 &, 3, 3

(The suffixes like fd, 7% and = etc. occurring in place of %T<s are indicative
of the passive voice. On the contrary, in the presence of suffixes like T4, *TH

etc., related to substitutes in place of =TshT¥ indicates the Nominative case.)
FAATIRAT Y g fas: agamn: |
el T AT a2 faQraor190 ||

Roots are considered to be the meaning of % and ZTITX and AT are considered

to be the aT=% of both FAT and FH. The TR is primary towards % and the

meanings of |a€< which are subject, object, number etc. are adjectives.

- Definition of FAHTAHTA (present tense)

Nagesa has given following definition of present tense in the PLM which is as

follow:

FAATTHRIAE o TSI RAATHHATTATBTacaq 191 |

189 7. 7. 245
190 /bid.

191 7o, 7. 248
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The word FdHTH is related to time. Therefore, its definition can only be related
to time, not separate from it. Hence, the time, which is the substratum of an action
which has been started but is not completely finished, is the FTATTHTA (present

time). To be induced by action means to become the substratum of action.

Kaundabhatta has given another definition of AT, According to him, the

192

present time is different from the past and future'”>. There are only three types of

time, hence the third one can be known by differentiating from two.

Further, the meanings of ﬁg\' substituted in the place of all ©TT<s are being

explained.

The meaning of T4 substituted in the place of 1€

There are two types of time considered i.e., 3T&rdq and AT=Id4. Both these

differences are of past and future tenses. The meaning suffix iﬁ% substituting in

the place of |(c\'l<; is = or U (beyond the range of sight). Further, the

meaning of the roots like %, ¥ and substitute ATH are discussed in detail.

The meaning of 9 substituted in the place of I and I

The suffix ﬁ‘s: occurring in the place of € (first future) means ATAdT (not
applicable to the current day). The rest of the meaning is the same as the meaning

of 8% occurring in the place of 7<.

192 qawfaeafgad aaam@d | 99, 7. 248
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The definition of WA is given as follow:

IEC R EREICEIL R ERIRRINIERIEEI R e G

(The ITATA (non-existence of anything) which is indicated by the action which

has an origin in the present tense and is a substratum of action is called < first

future).

The meaning of the fd% substituted in the place of < is as follow:
e-Taevq AiaSTETHTIH: 194 |

The meaning of the fAS substituted in the place of T is AETAq (future). The
rule of Panini F AT 7 | 3. 3. 3 is termed & AHTT for future tense. The ATFT
of AT in the rule is taken from the rule \wfaeafq T=TE=: 1 3. 3. 3

The meaning of ﬁ?\' substituted in the place of 5!?.:

The meaning of 'Ting' occurring in place of 'ﬁ‘{ T is AT (precepts). The
rule fT=T 2 1 3. 4. 7 describes the meaning of <. Usage of @< forms is found
only in Vedas and Brahmin texts. That is why Panini has prescribed 3[?; only from
the point of view of Vedic words. In the usage of @< and @<, Nagesa has
considered the difference only in terms of form between 3¢ and 3¢ insertions.

Like < @1 has such a WA form, then W FHTT has a FATHT form.

193 7. 7. 253

194 /bid.
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The meaning of fdT substituted in the place of 1<
The meaning of % in the place of &I is given as follow:

Afaeeq Frearfewet: | a1 srefieq aopegdet ST 195 |

The iﬁ% occurring in place of Fﬁ'c: has the same meaning as fafer etc. In them the
word 3TefT¥ means to put someone into action respectfully. For example, 3T

AT ST Tz 1q | (come, drink water).

The meaning of f4 substituted in the place of IS

ASTRMET  ATATTIAcaH ATAhrsel: | AT A1 |

The meaning of ﬁE\' occurring in the place of 1% is YI-AT=AdT (more like past

tenses which not applicable to the current day).

The meaning of T4 substituted in the place of ™I

Nagesa has quoted Kaundabhatta’s karika explaining the meaning of ﬁfl‘s: KENES

The meaning of iﬁg; occurring in the place of |§I€; is fafer, At s,

¥y and JTIAT.

AT TAAATEIH AT e Y |

195 WA 1. 254

196 7. 7. 255
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T4 g frgmae: & Seex e )

Further, he has given the definition of Yad+Tca.

The meaning of TS in the place of I and I

AETRET  S[AETHTIH 3T | S[dcd o qAuTIeaaaA TR AT eracaq 198 |

ﬁgj occurring in place of TS means simple past tense. The meaning of past tense

here is to refer to an action that happened in the past.

f occurring in place of T means when the incompleteness of action becomes

visible and causative feeling appears it becomes past and future tense.

197 7. 7. 255

198 7. 7. 260
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IV. 111 Wﬁﬁw (Meanings of Cases)
After the explanation of the meaning of substitutes in place of 1T as well as

the meaning of <ThT¥s, Nagesa started explaining the meaning of FT{Fs. In the

beginning he gave the name of six cases in one verse which is as follow:

AT FH o HL TFIRTH T9T A |
AT AT H LU HATE: FTTHITI U199 ||
1. FAT (subject) 4. 9T (receiver)
2. % (object) 5. 9119 (point of separation)
3. 0T (instrument) 6. ATEFTT (location)

After that, he has given a definition of &TZ% which is as follow:
raTTASaTEHE FTCREH2 |

(The causative factor is to perform the action).

IV. III. 1 FAHH (subject) - TIATAYRE (nominative case) and T¥ITET

(vocative)
AT is a substratum of action which is the meaning of the root?°!. Nagesa also

quoted Bhartrhari’s karika which also testifies the same. The hemistich is as

follow:

199 7. 7. 315

200 /bid.,

201 T TFAATTATAATIHAE Fgead |
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TR (AT HTLh HYASAA202 |
The =TT (process) is not expressed through other cases than subject. For
example, AT T | (cooks with fire). Here, the processes like ignition etc.

in fire are not meaning of the root W= In the definition of Fqcd, the term

'gTdaT=a" has been given to prevent the process of the action in other HTZFs.

It is widely known that anything which is termed as subject will be nominative
case. The aphorism ITTAT e G I RATIA=THT 211203 suggests that all

the crude form of words, gender, measurement and numbers will be nominative

case. But there’s no mention of the word TZ. Therefore, we have to consider

two vartika from the MB?* i.e., TASHHTHTTEERT0 T2HT and ATHIZd THAT. These

two vartika are complying with the word FT¥® and for that reason FdTHTLH

should be considered as the meaning of nominative case.

Panini has given one more aphorism form nominative case which is FFaTer 7%

| It clarifies that the words with vocative case is also a meaning of nominative
case. Here, a question arises that how nominative case can be termed as T due

to lack of productivity of action. The answer is, ¥IT&T means turning towards
someone who is not facing the speaker and its result is to engage in work or to
retire from work. ¥ has been called IATA-fAW. It means the speaker

addresses what already exists. Bhartrhari also explained the same in VP.

202 7. 7. 316
203 rETEATY 2. 3. 46
204 gT. §T. 2. 3. 46

205 sTeTeATT 2. 3. 47
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gy awge fag: |
STHTIREAT grateaT Ay fafagsaazos ||

- Other definition of &hTTh

Further, Nagesa has discussed various definitions of &T<% which are as follow:
- AT sreeao7 |

If it is said that the cause of an action is TZh. Nagesa has not clarified that who
has given the above definition in any other scriptures. He has just presented the

definition as Ta9&7 without giving name of any scholar. He refuted above by
saying that the word 8T in the definition suggests the meaning of ITHATHT
(conducive cause) rather than IeqTEs-AT8 (productive cause). In the accepting
of above definition STTA=ATIH arises in the sentences like ==& TUge TATd |
Here, =317 suggests relative case which is not T, To resolve the fault, Nagesa

gave two more definitions of 1< which are as follows:
frarstraafasrrarrifrade wread |
[ERUBEREICEALCICE:
The meaning of the first definition is that the object that is being used in the case
(subject or instrument) that is being expressed in the action is T,

The meaning of the second definition is that whatever is the originator of the

action is shTLeh.

206 919. 3. 7. 163

207 W 7. 223
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Further, Nagesa has refuted one more definition of EIT{I_F:T given by the

Mimamsakas which is as follows:
FIHFATII A T HIEHARTATSTRE Hgead |

It means that the one who is not inspired by any other TZs and is the inspirer of

all other TLHS is the subject. Patafijali also accepted above definition in MB.

According to him, when all other sTZs are present, work does not happen unless

the T inspires those FT<Fs. Therefore, the subject is primary among all.

Nagesa refuted Patafijali also. He gave the example, Tl 9= | Here, T
(a plate) is inanimate matter and cannot inspire to do the action of cooking.

Kaundabhatta also refuted above definition by giving the example TUE: FIT |

Dr. Kapildev Shastri doesn’t accept above opinion of Nagesa and Kaundabhatta

and remarks as follow:

U] ATISTHE TAT HIVSHE T Ig GUSH I(d Aol & FIIh
TITAT F=Tq AT T0E: FUTQ FATIS TARM F €11 30fe =T
TRTAT # AqAAT &1 AT FLh ol 99 § Hged i (Saedr hif
T | T TR 99 AATYT Sqadr agi § at STl A7 T0
TATIR T =T FHIERT 6 A TAT F1 & AT Bl ST |

IV. IIL 2. FHHTGE (object) and IECIRIRER AT (accusative case)

Nagesa has given following definition of object.

208 7. 7. 327
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FHE T THFA-ATAT AT AATA T SATF AT A BATIIAT IgATH2 |

The root that is being used, the meaning of that root which is action that directly

arises from it and what is desired by the speaker is the object. In the example,

FFAHTL: o FLMT | (Potter makes a pot), &2 is termed as object. Because the

primary meaning of the root & is STATITHAATIATL: (process to be done) and the
secondary meaning is the result of the process, means a pot. And the pot is also

sfoaqay (most intensely desired) by the potter. Therefore, €€ is termed as &3,

Further, Nage$a has discussed particular words i.e., T3Tsa, THaaTead®d and

29T given in the definition. He also has made some additions to above

definition of FH. According to him, the word TFIATAAT-2MTeT@d should be

add at the end of definition. For example, ==: FTefi =z 7 74 W | (Caitra
goes to Kasi not Payaga). According to the rule of Panini, ﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘d—dﬂ FH 1.
4. 49, the meaning of SMeAqaH is considered not only desired but also TFT-

9 (exceptional competency) and TITT also will be termed as FH. Further,

the rule of Panini TATH ATIToHAH | 1. 4. 50 also discussed.

There are some fa®H# (having two accusatives) roots like &, T etc., in which

two actions appear simultaneously. In the sentence, 3T IIFE IT:, it appears that
the cow separates the milk from itself, while it also appears that the cowherd gets

the milk separated from the cow. According to above definition of ®&, the word

T and 999 both will be termed as FH and the rule of Panini ST = | 1. 4.

50 will be useless.

209 7. 7. 328
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Here, Nagesa presents his views on this by saying that in the f3H® roots shows
only one primary action. For example, the root g only suggests the meaning of
the action of the cowherd. In this situation, if the word 3 will declare by the

FITETA that would be right but there is no f3a#T (intention of speaker) that would

be of relative case.

In this case, views of Naiyayikas are also discussed. Nages$a has given various

definitions presented by Naiyayikas and all are refuted. Definitions of ¥5H® and
FFYF roots are discussed again in the light of FHaT<H. Those definitions are

similar to the definitions discussed in the gTead A&,

IV. IIL. 3 FIHLH (instrument) and JA AT FATf<F (instrumental case)

The definition of instrument is given in the PLM is as follow:
T ASATIIATLTAT FATAA TG HUEH | TIHT ATEHaaAca 210 |

The =TT (action) of =TT produces the result without any intervention is the

instrument. For example, T9S =2 FUTd | (makes a pot with a stick). Here, the

<Us 1s a 1L and through the process of it the pot is being made. The action of

stick produces the result in the form of pot and the TS is FHTITRTLH.

The definition is similar to the rule of Panini ATHIH FLH | 1. 4. 42. In the

word HThdHY, the suffix THY suggests the meaning of T (superiority). This

superiority is visible only in comparison to other FTZehs, not in comparison to any

other instrument.

210 7. 1. 345
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Nagesa has quoted the karika from VP explaining the definition of instrument

which is as follow:

[ERIRIE B IR PH IR Gl
fRraewd T=T T HIOr AT FaER! ||

Nagesa has explained above karika with the example ¥TH: IO ATl gfed |
(Rama kils Vali with an arrow). Above definition of Bhartrhari, the word T

suggests the meaning of %<l in the form of action. In the active voice, the

separation of life force in the body arising from the action of the arrow and the
action of the doer in the form of Rama appears. In the passive voice, the result
which is separation of life through the arrow is first perceived, and later the arrow

is perceived to have been fired by Rama.

In the PLM, instrument and instrumental case have been explained very briefly.
The views of either Naiyayikas or the Mimamsakas regarding instrument or

instrumental case has not been mentioned.

IV. I11. 4 QTR (act of giving) and ﬁ'@’?ﬁ faref=e (dative case)
The definition of FFISTT given in the PLM is as follows:
TR T IR I FE awd areMEH2!2 |

The word TFITHTT suggests the meaning of all actions. Therefore, whatever
FTE is presented as the objective to relate the 3¢ (anything to which one

refers), it will be FFISTA. In general, the meaning of the word I is to give

2114919.3.7.90

212 7. 7. 347
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something to a needy person like charity. So, a question arises that the meaning

of the word ST in the name of FFITAHRTLF is also to give?

Dr. Kapildev Shastri answers this question as follows:

THT AT THIO AF9TF 9T fF F5 T ATSATHRIT Faer
T RT3 | o OT el LA o6 (o1 &1 (AT o 389

% T § TET 6T T ‘FE T GFIRTT HIEH AT 4213 |

Nagesa has presented different example than ST 17 &T(T (Gives a cow to
Vipra) which is ==: &5 aTaT: I | (Caitra narrates story to Maitra). In this

example T is not an action but ¥ is an action. To relate its action with

conversation, Maitra has been presented as the 3297 (object of the statement).

Views of ﬂﬁlﬂw‘r{s and their refutation

Regarding the definition of HFI<Th1<h, Nagesa has presented the opinion of

some ancient commentators of 3TETEATAT. Among those Eﬂ%fs, only EFI'@I?FIT{% is

available in present time.

THIE TEIId T O TEIETHH Swaia=iae24 |

213 7. 7. 348

214 7. 7. 348
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It means, the one for whom it is given well is a ¥, In this form it is 3=ad@=T
(term whose meaning is intelligible in itself). Bhattojidiksita also presented the

similar meaning in the commentary of the rule FHUT TH{IATT T qHIarEH | 1.

4. 32. According to him IMET FHUT FRLAHT & FEIREET: S5 |

Therefore, the things which are to be taken back after given will not have
TETETEsT. In the examples like T & T&T(T | (gives clothes to the
washerman), the clothes have to be taken back after washing, hence it its not the

¥ arq of the word TTsh but has relative case.

According to Nagesa, above opinions of Eﬂ%ﬁh‘l’(s are not appropriate. Accepting
above views contradicts the statement of MB. Patafjjali has given an example

FIOSHTITEATT: eI =9l T&Ta?'%(Teacher slaps pupil). Patafijali has not

accepted FFIETT as SA+AAHT (a term whose meaning is intelligible in itself).

Therefore, the usage of the root €T and other roots, whether there is meaning of

proper giving or not, the 3297 which is to establish relation with the action of

another verb should be considered as TFIaI4.

While presenting his opinion on HF9cld, Nagesa has given the definition as

follow:

TEIRAAqRt Iged:217 |

2153, . #r.1. 4. 32
216 9. AEl. 1. 4. 32

217 . 1. 351
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The meaning of Tﬁfﬁ faaf=r (dative case) inflection from TTIETHILE is 32T
(thing to which one refers). In the example f9T 17 T=Tf (gives a cow to Vipra),

The Vipra is 3297 and such charity in which cow is an object. The cow is being

donated for the purpose of Vipra.

Further, another definition of ¥¥IGT is also presented by Nagesa which is as

follow:
AFHF AT TFITAEH218 |

In the very first definition of TFYETsT, the word ®#¥ suggested only the transitive

roots. Threrefore, Nagesa has presented above definition. According to that, if the

root is intransitive then the 329 will be considered as TFIETH.

Further, Nagesa has discussed the relevance of the rule FHuT Fufadfa =

I | 1. 4. 32 and ended the topic.

IV. II1. 5. ST9TST (point of separation) and TFHT fa~Tf=F (ablative case)
The definition of 3191€TsT given in the PLM is as follows:

TL-Tq-hg THAT-A-TL- A TSI TR AT T T ARSI H, TR aH219 |
That is to say, to become a substratum for such separation, which don’t

significantly relate to the root, arising from that action and existing in that subject

through the FHATI-HFY (inseparable relation) is AIT<I.

218 /bid.

219 7. 7. 355
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For example, TTH: T AATA (Rama comes from the home). In this sentence,

the action of coming is there through the FHATI-HFY in the subject Rama. The
action of coming generates separation from home and this separation is not a
significant meaning of the root AT which is combined with the prefix 3. The
substratum of the separation is 3. Therefore, it is termed as STITITRTLH and
ablative case. Further, Nagesa has discussed the relevance of the words dd-dd-

#q and TA-Tq-1HAT in the definition. He has given example like F&f ST &T:

(Bird leaves tree) and TXEFILEHTT HUTIIHLA: (Two sheep separate from each

other).

Presenting the importance of the word, Nagesa has quoted Bhartrhari.

T AISTq TeAT ATeh T2 TSR |
AEASHATT TS o WTEA220 ||

(There is no such knowledge in the world which is without the understanding of

words. Complete knowledge appears as if word is integral to it.)

Due to difference of words in the same element, there is difference in meaning

because only the meaning encapsulated by the word is understood.

Another definition of STITETARTLH is also discussed without mentioning name of

anyone which is as follow:

TR qid aSe I AT q{22! |

220 . 1. 357

221 7. 1. 362
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It means =TT which is not a substratum of action but of the separation which

arises from the action. Nagesa refuted above definition by giving examples like

TLETCEHTT HUTIILHIT:  (two sheep separation from each other) and Q?T_cﬂ_c[

TAAIS#AT Td<*d4qTg: (The rider falls from the horse falling down the mountain).
In both these examples, sheep and horse are substratum of the actions i.e.,

separation and falling down. So, there is S/SATIH fault in the above definition.

Further, the meaning of the ablative case also discussed in one line which is

TFEIATSATA: (The meaning of the ablative case is 3T@Te). In the TSTEATAT,
Panini described the rule gaATTISATEAH | 1. 4. 24 for AATITAHTH. In that

rule, the meaning of the word g9 1is also Fatd (time-period).

IV. I11. 6 TferpTor (location) and ot fawfe (locative case)
The definition of 31f&UT which is given in the PLM is as follows:

FHH G RAATATLL LA SR 222 |

The subject and the object becoming the basis of the action and the result

respectively is the form of 32T (location). For example, =7: ¥ ERIGNEIED

‘1% g=fd (Cooks rice in a pot at home). In this sentence, the basis of the

substratum of the cooking process by the subject Caitra is the house and the

substratum of the result in the form of cooked rice is the pot.

The above definition of TferR<OT described by Nagesa is similar to the
Bhartrhari’s definition of 3TT&#<0T which is as follow:

222 7. . 366
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Hq-HH-Td (R T STHTEATE, ATITHATH |
STFARATTGT AT ST T aez2s ||

(The &1k which is related to the subject and the action and which helps in the

accomplishment of the action by becoming the not-physical basis of the action,

has been called STT&FTIT in the scriptures.)

Three Types of 3T&HTIT

There are three types of 3fASIOT are described in the PLM.
1. srf¥reTas

ATHSATTH-TTEFLOT (comprehending location) is the primary among other two
types. Nage§a also described that STTSraATISRTIATTH Tﬁ'UTF[ ?ﬂﬁih_{‘m{ T
a‘r%m[ﬂ‘* | (Other two types of location which is different than 3Tf=aTIe-
ATAFT should be considered secondary STT&TIT). The definition of ATY=ATTH

1s as follow:
T TFATIIIATAT TTRTYTITH22S |

Where the power of 3T&T pervades every element of the &Y, that is called
FfI=ATIR- 2T, For example, ﬁﬁ"i ?IT'I'E[ (There is oil in sesame seeds).

223 97T, 3. 7. 148
224 7. 7. 368

225 [bid.
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Here, the oil is spread throughout the molecules of the sesame seeds, hence it will

be considered as 3T and AT as srfS=aTIH-2T8T2.
2. Aoy

The meaning of ITHT is considered as HTHIT-TAFwT (proximity) by Nagesa.

From the point of view of proximity, the substratum which is related to it is

AragToe-7f2rsor. Nagesa has given the example of a rule of Panini &1 T07f=
| 6. 1. 77. In this rule, the word 3T is of locative case. The meaning of 3T is

the vowels which are near to the letters of T TATIL.

Nagesa has refuted the example ¢ & (sits on the mat) of the 3WIgTU=®
#fIF70T which amazed the scholars. Because in the VSLM, QIQ@@'@'{ and

3T commentary of MB, this example is considered for 3T&[fS but in the
PLM it is refuted.

Dr. Kapildev Shastri commented on that as follow:

T €9 § I TIY g o ANIIAG T TLHSST, Teavg @ qoT
WETWTST 1 AT 6T | ‘e ATEQ A TARN T g

STTERTT T IIMGLIT AT 3 | TR AT THALHSS[UT H Il
TAMT T F AU TqqHT T IS0 F /T 4 ? T q09

qu | Aol (1226 |
3. autI®

The definition of 39T substratum is as follow:

226 /bid., 7. 371
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TagITiah Ui stfereRTory 227
Juf (object of the action) is considered to be substratum different from the

ATY=TIF  and T, In the ATHSATIF, MET and AT were related

through THATT-TF+ and in the 3T, MIT and AT were related

through HTHIT-T¥=¢ or HINT-T¥=. Apart from these three relations, when
ATYTT and 3L relate through the FATaT-T¥a=4r that will be considered I
type of substratum. The examples are T 3T (sits on the mat) and ST FTEAT:
Tfed (There are fish in the water).

The topic ends with the explanation of #cHCdHT in which an action that aims at

another action. Panini also made the rule I = AT ATATAH | 2. 3. 37 for

that.

IV. III. 7 Meaning of the CEIRTE AT (relative case)
The definition of relative case is given in the PLM at the end of the chapter of
shT<hs which is as follow:

FTRITIAU A R<h: T ATaT e g¥awer: TCSIT ar=a:228 |

The meaning of the relative case is relation like self and master which is different

from FTs and STIAATRFRTY (meaning of the crude form of word). For example,

= T2 (king’s man). The relative case in the word TTST{ suggests the meaning

of to be a king’s man which is TT-FATTHTITET:,

227 Ibid., 7. 368

228 /bid., 7. 373
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Chapter ends with the explanation of relative case. Nagesa has presented it very
briefly and at the end he quoted Bhartrhari for the reason of arising the relative

case which 1s as follow:

AT- AT P FA T S AT SIS |
38T TerfY e Tesgeateg ST ||

229 7. 1. 375
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