Chapter - 1 Introduction to the Philosophy of Sanskrit Grammar

I.1. History and Development of Sanskrit Grammar

It is said that in the ancient times, the Sanskrit language was 3=qT%d i.e., devoid

of division of QT% (natural forms) and ITF (suffixes). It was preached by
reciting each word. But because of that lot of hard-work and time was spent to
learn and practice. So, the gods prayed to Indra, the great grammarian of that time
and asked to make Grammar simpler which can make sense of the meaning of
words in less effort and in less time. Hearing the prayers of the gods, Indra started
the process of telling the words by dividing those on the basis of their natural
forms and suffixes. For that, the &R (recollection) of natural forms and
suffixes of words, the second name of Devavani became Sanskrit. Poet Dandi

also recited this in his FTTZ.
HEhd ATH <dt a1 STeaTedTal AU s ||
Now again come to the term; Sanskrit Grammar, 9@s are considered as the root

source of all available knowledge in the world. So, the root of Sanskrit Grammar

is A% itself. According to Max muller:

“We may divide the whole of Sanskrit literature, beginning
with the Rgveda and ending with Dayananda's Introduction to

his edition of the Rgveda.>”

Despite this, it is very difficult to say when the Grammar originated. It can be
said that this scripture was fully developed before the composition of the Vedic

texts. Because in the Vedic hymns, the suffixes, prefixes, roots and compounds

1 FreaTael: 1113.3
2 India: What can it teach us, p.125
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are used very well. It is worth noting that the ¥=s themselves are considered a

rich linguistic and grammatical resource. The hymns and rituals in the 3&s show

the complexities of Vedic Sanskrit and provide example of grammatical forms,

poetic meters and syntactical constructions.

Bhartrhari used a term STYAATATAT for Sanskrit Grammar and established it
in the category of ¥qfds’. From the data available it can be known that in the
Vedic era Grammar was considered as a pre-requisite for learning the a<s.
Patafijali mentioned in the MB that a T[T should learn the 93s with their six
limbs without reason. Grammar is the main among those six limbs of the a=s.

Learning ¥=s will be meaningful only after learning that main limb Grammar.

TR0 FASRTION USSR Sased T T 3ia | TETH o TSy SATHurH |
TETY = Fal T FAGTT A4 |

Further, stating that the study of grammar is necessary to know the Vedic words,

he said that:
QT TARTH I - HERTURTCRTS SITE]UIT SAToheoT ST |
AR TR U TRTIRT T ATaHhT: et STTReA= |
In ancient times, after the STATIHEHTL, the students first studied grammar, then

the 9<s were studied.

3 ATLASATATAT HF ATHLT T |
Tfa=eae fergmaTiae sgfafera=e 1 3T, 1.158
4 =T, 72T, 7. 10
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1.1.1 Some Vedic references to the Sanskrit Grammar

The following hymn of 3¥9% is considered to be the seed of Sanskrit Grammar:

FAT QAT FAATSET qTaT
7 i T geaTEsEr |

[ECIEF-UCECIRUCTIR]

HET AT AATH SAasrs ||

Giving the above example, Patafjali has presented the word as Sg] in the

following way:
In the above hymn word, which is supreme power and
presented in the form of g¥H (Taurus). That <Ts<sg] has
entered the living beings. He has four horns which are 9TH,
AT, IYET and 99T, three legs which are Past, Future
and Present tenses, two heads which are § and T3 suffixes,
seven hands which are the form of seven ff<Fs and he is

bound by three places which are head, heart and throat.

The &g] in the form of speech has been divided into four parts, which is in

accordance with the philosophy of grammar. Out of these, the first three types of

speech are very mysterious, what humans speak is the fourth type of speech. The

same thing has been told in the 7% as follow:
FATI AT TIHAT TQT T fEgsigorm T /g |

5 %va<e: | 4. 58. 3
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=T Hfr fRgar gt T ar= aqsar aafeas |

In the 74, the form of speech has been depicted as follow:

ST @ T T2 ATAHA : LU 7 YU |
Al @ q7d [ T8 e 97 IAAT FarEr:7 ||

The goddess of speech does not see or hear whom she does not want, but before
whom she has mercy, she reveals her form in the same way that a wife adorned

with ornaments reveals her form before her husband.

In the AT literature we can see the real beginning of the grammar. In that too,

some famous terms of Grammar are also found in the TTTTHTEIT.

TR -
AT T AT o7q: T sifaatess & amameara o gt & a=+ &t fowfe:
&: TAT: F: T ST 9T & o Aot &t s 1 o sfaar:
FHiqaoT: FAHFT: FIAIS: F: GAN: F SATIITEHRTE. ..

In the same SITE[T text, the definition of 3= is also found.
Tgof FAyg fergy waiy = fawfReg
FIAAY T FAY I AT TIAIL |

6 va<e: | 1. 164. 45

7 1bid.,10.71. 4

8 ISR, 1. 24

9 /bid., 1. 26,
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HUSHIIAUY -
TATILT FFAaT Ias: qraarsTdas: fEveT weur s |
fAre<h Tvar SEfaafafa | oo 9= Tt aesETERTET 1110

Apart from that, ¥% is visualized as a body. In that form Grammar is visualized

as the mouth of the ITT=

Tra: TTRT { ASET gEdt Hedrsy T&Id |
STITAOTHI =g e SERp=ad ||
TRreAT =TT q AT H@ AR FaH |
TEAT AT e e Sg[le aaiadt! ||

For the protection of the a&s, the method of Wﬁﬁ has been developed. The
first of them is 92913, which is the first step in the study of prefixes and suffixes

in the mantras of the &fgaT.

1.1.2 Some Purdanic and Sastric references to the Sanskrit Grammar
It is known from Valmiki's TTHTA that, during Rama's time there was systematic
reading and teaching of Sanskrit Grammar.
TA SATHI FARAT SgeT ST |
g SATgLa 7 iy ’2 11 4.3.29

10 qU=HMTE, 1. 5, 7.16

11919.1. 42 - 43

12 AT T, 4. 3. 29
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In the HETATIT the word Grammar has been used in its original meaning.

ATATAT ATHLIMG AATHIT I |
TAAT SATHTUT TR ThAT ||

Again, in the Hg¥T{d Vyasa says that, correct use of language makes a person

excellent and through that merit the person who uses the authentic language

attains heaven.

& Tgertar i o rsa: quae HH: |
AT | T_T AT T &7 A aa s ||

In the ITIATT Grammar is described as TsI2MTE and the 1Y is said to be an

expert of Sanskrit Grammar.

TATTHHTAT AT AT T A TeH: |
FTATLION: THTEATA: TSR TALTLE: 14 1|

I.1.3 Pre-Paninian philosophy of Sanskrit Grammar
The study of grammar and linguistic analysis has been discussed throughout
history. It refers to the linguistic theories and frameworks that were prevalent in

ancient India prior Panini’s work. Before Panini, there were several grammatical

13 HETHAH, a974. 199. 13
14 ATV, 2. 44
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schools emerged, each with its own approach and philosophy i.e., for&TT and =%

schools. Among the five limbs of s TreT, =TT, fA=<F and < are related

to linguistics. The HETHTSIH of Patafijali contains many passages which indicate
background of a regular system of philosophy. It is said that, when Yaska wrote
a commentary on ﬁﬂ'ﬂg (700-500 BCE), many branches of Sanskrit Grammar

were in existence at that time. It is clear from JITHTOTHT =F'5 one of his
statements that he was following his predecessor or his contemporary
grammarians. He cited the definition of {1+, %: FT=: 24T is also explained
in the 3T=TeaY of Panini. So, it is possible that the definition was derived from

their earlier grammar branches.

According to the available data, it can be said that the study and importance of
Sanskrit Grammar has been there since the Vedic period. It was considered

necessary to study grammar before studying the Vedas.

1.2 History and Development of Philosophy of Sanskrit Grammar
When we talk about the philosophy of language from the perspective of the world,
then a question arises as to when the philosophical view of language would have

started. Brayan Magee, a British Philosopher says that:

“Language 1s so far thought to be a transparent medium
through which we learn the natural and social order of things
when we hear the appropriate words of some speaker. But
men in Europe came to notice in the twentieth century that our
very experiences are instead shaped and determined by the

language we use. Our world is partly at least, the creation of

15 Sarup, Lakshman, The Nighantu and the Nirukta, p.36
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this language. This awareness was so new that men became
acutely self-conscious of language. It has been said that this
awareness 1s a central characteristic of the twentieth

century.”!®

But again, when we say about India, there has been widespread self-awareness
about the Sanskrit language since Vedic Period. Early emergence of so many
different systems of language study, from the study of etymology to hermeneutics
or theory of interpretation of scriptural texts testify the truth. We found it
necessary to pay attention to the study of Sanskrit language and its purity.
Otherwise, our tradition and culture would be endangered.

On the other hand, India also has been credited with first developing science of
language or language study. Philosopher and linguist like Frits Staal defended the
Paninian Linguistics to be an exact science!”. At the time, when various schools
of Philosophy appeared, “Philosophy of Language” in the technical terms did not
emerge in India. R. Rorty says on that:

Philosophy of language succeeds and supersedes another
branch of philosophy which was the core of philosophy so

long, namely epistemology!'®.

F. Staal commented that:

16 Magee, Brayan, Philosophy of Language: Dialogue with John Searle, p.157

17 Staal, Frits, Ritual, Grammar and the origins of Science in India, pp. 3-35

18 Rorty, Richard, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature, p.12
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“At times almost excessive preoccupation with language on
the one hand with philosophy on the other may indeed be

regarded as a characteristic of Indian civilization.!”

Contemplation of the sages of India regarding the element of speech and its
Philosophy has been very ancient and solemn. As a result of this, many texts have
been created showing the philosophical side of Sanskrit grammar from 400 BC
to 1700 CE. Only few of them are available in published form. Still, it is difficult
to say when this tradition of Philosophy of Sanskrit Grammar started. P.

Cakravarti remarks:

“It is, however, difficult to ascertain the period to which the
real foundation of the science of Sanskrit grammar might be

traced?.”

The scholars like Pur@sottamadeva, Sayana, Sesakrsna, NagesaBhatta,
Bhartrhari, KaundaBhatta and BhattojiDiksita have propounded some original
works describing their views on philosophy of Sanskrit grammar. They produced
not only a most scientific system on etymology and semantics but also a

remarkable philosophy of word and meaning.

The time of Panini is 2900 B.V.S.2! and it was the transition period of IfaF

Sanskrit and 1T Sanskrit. Therefore, he demonstrated aphorisms for rendering

the words of both those subjects. The period before Panini can be termed as Dark

Age because of the non-availability of any work on Sanskrit Grammar. He

19 Staal, F, Sanskrit Philosophy of Language, Indian Philosophy: A collection of readings,
Vol. 2, Ed. Perret, Roy, p.181
20 Chakravarti, P, The philosophy of Sanskrit Grammar, p.31

21 HEFT-SATHTIITE T g™, 90T 1, 9. 193
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preserved all references of his contemporary grammarians and shaped it into a

particular Grammar. His writing style is characterized by paucity?. In a scientific

way, the small aphorisms of TETEATHY explains the expected meaning because of

g . He had formulated rules for the Sanskrit words prevalent in his time. But
there was a need for rules for the words to be used after his time. Therefore, the

Katyayana (2800 B.V.S.)? made the rules by composing aTfa®2* for those other
words. Due to the short style of the T and AT, commentaries would have
been written from time to time, out of which the HZTHTST of Patafjali (150 B.C.)

is a unique work. It is not only a commentary on ST but is considered to

be the beginning of various philosophies, especially Philosophy of Grammar.

1.2.1 Threefold development of Panini Grammar

The word 2Ts<T2TTHTH for Sanskrit Grammar was prevalent in the time of
Patafijali. At the very beginning of his MB, it is pointed out by saying 3

LTeITITEH | Panini has also not used the word saTHTIT anywhere, but in one

aphorism he has used the word SFTHIUT which is FATHTOTEATAT FIAT:25,
Kaiyata has described STsaTdTE9H as a synonym of Grammar in his

commentary named Y&19. Successive scholars have divided Panini Grammar in

three forms. Viz.

22 ALHATATATHAT [ATHE A AATHLO: | TRATIZET: p.133
23 HEFA-ATHIIITH T 3derd, 90T 1, 7. 193

24 ITHTTHGETHIAT foedT T Jaaqd |
T et ATTA Tg: ATfdwaT: fa=eqvm: 1 A dictionary of Sanskrit Grammar by Kashinath

Vasudev Abhyankar, p.246

25 ATTATAT 6. 3. 7
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1. STITLATAHA:

2. giFaTeRy:
3. T

1. 3TETeAT%A: - In this sequence, those compositions in which the interpretation
of aphorisms has been done according to the existing sequence in the STEaTHY
of Panini are count in 3TSTEATAFA. It includes various commentaries which is
also said FT and ATSA. Currently HZTHTST of Patafijali, FTTAFTART of Vaman
and Jayaditya and Qlﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂ‘q of Bhattojidiksita are main texts.

2. WRaTRA: - It is said that, the development of TTHIATHA took place in the

eleventh century. The aphorisms of ST have been written in different

chapters and sequence from the point of view of the accomplishment of the words.

It is very popular method in present time. In this sequence, a composition called
FATAATL, composed by a scholar named Dharmakirti (1140 CE), comes first. Dr.
Tripathi remarks that: “He is different from a Buddhist scholar Dharmakirti.?®”
After that, the ®IHTAT of Vimala Saraswati and the WRRITRIT of
Ramacandracarya are well-marked composition. Many commentaries have been

written on Slléﬁzllqilﬂél. Thereafter, Bhattojidiksita’s immortal composition

qéﬂch(”lf@hﬁlrdehl*it‘:\l comes, whose period is believed to be about 1560 CE,

before Jagannatha Pandita. Diksita’s disciple Varadaragja composed

26 Tripathi, Jayshankra, Paramalghumarijiisa with Bhavaprakasa and Balabodhini

commentaries, p. 3
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W%leﬁglraailaél and ﬂ%iﬁ@lrﬂﬁ‘ilﬂéi, concise versions of

[anN o
ERIEESISEAESEAR B

3. FTeTsFA: - Sanskrit Grammar does not only cognise the natural forms and
suffixes of words, but it is also developed as an independent School of
Philosophy. Philosophical order is the third method of grammar study. Although
the main purpose of grammar is to decide the correctness and impurity of words?’.
However, it is not possible to decide the purity of a word without its meaning.
Therefore, it is necessary to consider the semantics as well. This comparatively

solemn thinking takes the form of philosophy. Bhartrhari said in VP:

ERREINEACIEIR AR N EEL R Ll

. T > 28
dxaladle: AeITAT qATIEd AThRTIMTgd" ||

(Words alone express the meaning of the desired things. Understanding of the

essence of words is not possible without support of linguistic (SITHII)).

Even though many scholars are not inclined towards philosophical studies, the
amount of literature available is not less. Sphotayana is considered to be the first

scholar in the order of philosophical study. He is probably the promulgator of
THieaTe. Panini mentioned him in one of his aphorisms of STETEATAT as: SEE]

ThHIETIAE2? | However, Bimal Krishna opposing this view and stated that:

27 FTYAATATIT ST SATHLOTEH T | 79, 1. 142

28 /bid., 1.13

29 ATLATAT 1 6.1.123
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It is by no means clear whether Panini knew about the theory
of Sphota in any admissible form. His 3TETEATT bears no
evidence of it except an enigmatic reference to an early
grammarian by the name of Sphotayana in rule 6.1.123 ‘avan
sphotdayanasya’. Haradatta, one of the Paniniyas belonging
probably to the 10" century AD, speculated that this

Sphotayana was the propounder of the sphota doctrine®®.

Audumbarayana is also considered as ancient philosopher of linguistic study. As

Yaska referred in his Nirukta that, TTegaTeaa==+ sirgra<@T:*! In this tradition

Pataijali in his MB mentioned one more ancient philosopher Vyadi and his only
philosophical text Samgraha, of which few fragments are available. He

mentioned:

TS, TA TTETAT TLEaH | - AT a1 &t afq | a=
FUT: FASATIHI | T @y [ - 7= [earsary

HTA:, ITAATIT AT TAAH32

After him, Bhartrhari (Around 4" Cen. AD) collected all those fragments and
presented in his W‘Jﬁ'ﬂj{ which is divided in to three chapters.

In this order, there are many texts available after Bhartrhari describing philosophy

of Sanskrit grammar. These are:

30 Matilal, Bimal, The word and the world, p.78
31 fAee, 1.1

32 ATHIIHSTATCAT | TEALTRAFH - 7. 27
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e AT P Mandanamisra with his own commentary

TR Bharatamisra
TR TS Kesavakavi

TRICa<d Sesasrikrsna
TR fegaT Krsnabhatta
THIEaTE: Kaundabhatta
THIEaTE: Nagesabhatta

Above all texts mainly describe I aspect of philosophy and VP was written in
FTeaT form. Therefore, Bhattojidiksita propounded a huge text presenting all

aspects of philosophy of Sanskrit grammar namely Ts&h[FJH. Giving summary

of the same work, he composed I3 EZRIBE urRTIYaRT which is very concise and

in the FTHET form. It is also called FATHTTHI AT, Kaundabhatta, nephew of
Bhattojidiksita composed two commentaries of it. Viz. JEI-AATHTTIIT and
JATHLOTIUIHTL. In both these texts, the principles of Grammar have been

established by criticizing Logicians*. Continuing this tradition, NageS$abhatta

composed three HoS[UT. Viz.

- B E AU FA LR T ES B

These are the works of the time when Nage$a was presenting his erudition.

Therefore, there is more to the criticism than the establishment of new principles.

33 gf0e Mraas e I a A AT (Ha T
Tt e Tuf =1 g0 || TR, TSz 4 | 7. 21
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1.2.2 Tradition of Philosophy of Sanskrit Grammar
Sphotayan (3043 BCE) - The earliest mention of sphotayana is found in Panini's

FTeATATY.  Haradatta, the commentator of FTTST, has explained the word

TR in qwgﬂﬁ as follows:

TRIEISTT 90 I¥g | TRIEET: FRIEIAUTEgd
AATHLOT=: | A @R I3feq F TERY SATRY a7 918
Hw 35 ||

No other information is available about his life and work.

Audumbarayana (3000 BCE) - The name ‘Audumbarayana’ suggests that his

father’s name was Udumbara. The earliest mention of Audumbarayana is found

in f9%F of Yaska. SfraafAcaa==q sigraerau:® | It suggests that he believed

that the word is ephemeral.

Vyadi (2900 BCE) - Vyadi, also known as Daksayana in ancient literature, wrote

a philosophical work in Sanskrit Grammar called H53g. Patafijali mentioned in
HETATSTH:

STTAAT T TATAET HIEET Fid:37 | 2.3.66

34 9 TRHICATET 1 6.1.123

35 FTIAFTATEAT TS0 1 6.1.123
36 fAemhm 11.1
37 TTAFAHSTATSAH | 2.3.66
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The HUT is not available now. Vyadi had discussed philosophy of grammar in
detail and illuminated the philosophy behind word and its meaning. Patafijali

describing subjects discussed in ¥gU8 mentioned that:

TR TACHTE T TTerad - (e a1 Tl afd | To<hT 19T

TASHATIHI | T @9 [uim- T=e [orsa s,
IHIATST A&7 TacdH38 | 1.1.1

According to some scholars and commentators, there were one lakh verses in
qgUg text of Vyadi.
T T IO STEHT TR TSI =T AATTTHTI
Hugrisree Hareareiaee |

Nagesa also mentioned in I=ITd, a commentary of HETHATSTH:

HURT SATTRFAT AeAzrherear g i wierfa:40 |
According to this statement there were one lakh verses in the Samgraha text.
Yudhishtira Mimamsaka has collected remaining pieces and quotes of Samgraha
which are found in various Grammar texts in his treatise*'. Apart from this, no

other information is available about Vyadi and his works.

Pataiijali (1943 BCE) - In various ancient texts, Patafijali is alos known by
Gonardiya, Gonikaputra, Ahipati, Phanibhrt, Sesaraja, Sesahi, Ciirnikara and

Padakara. At present, three texts composed by Patanjali are available. Viz.

38 /bid., 1.1.1

39 Vakyapadiyam with commentary of Punyaraja, Kasi edition p.283

40 wETATSIIA =G | 1. 1. 1

41 SATHTOTTE FT TAZTE AT 1, 7.311
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qraa e, TR and AETHTSIH which is a commentary on STSTEATHT
of Panini with the help of aTfda of Katyayana. It is a treatise not only of Panini's
FITEATAT but also of ancient Grammar schools. Many principles of Philosophy
of Grammar are presented in this book. Bhartrhari mentioned HGIHTSIH as a

source of all principles in his qu:

FAST TAF AT TR TTHETHT |

~ . a . o
HAYT AT TSITAT Hg [H 0 |"|<9|"‘“CI"H-I\42 |

(My master (guru) patafijali has propounded the source of all principles in his

treatise Hg[HICTH)

AETTagdE: [oRaRIaTI: |

Ay faeaTiad I AR iasmsgas ||

(HETHTSTH, a sacred treatise of Patafijali, is a criticism of ¥gUg of vyadi and

submerged by followers of dry logic like Baiji, Saubhava and Haryaksa.) After

Panini, Patafijali was the first who mentioned ¥®I< in HETHTSIH. Based on that,

Bhartrhari elaborated the Philosophy of Grammar. Apart from this, Patafijali also
composed ?ililiﬂﬂ and strengthened TGS,

Bhartrhari (457 AD) - After studying the MB of Pataijali in a subtle way,
Bhartrhari composed a book called W‘Jﬁ'ﬂj{, presenting the Philosophy of

42 FTRIIRIAT | 2.477

43 [bid., 2.47
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Grammar taught by his teacher Vasurata. It is written in the FTT<®T form and

divided into three chapters. Viz. NTHRTTS, qTFIH10S and Tah1YS or EEALTALCH
Some of the scholars are believe that dTFIhTUS and Y<h(Us are presented

simultaneously in the second chapter and the third chapter is called JehIvTsRTUS,
The name of the commentary of third chapter of VP by Helaraja is named
TR TOTTRTST suggest this opinion. According to Yudhisthira Mimamsaka, the title

W‘Jﬁ'ﬂj{ is only the name of second chapter of this texts because it begins with
the explanation of sentences, and it ends with the description of words and its

meanings. Hence the titles of the chapters should be JRTHFHITE, ATFITLIIRITS

and THTOTRTIS. Apart from that there are many manuscripts of VP found which

end with following qICaaT:

i WEE-sgeRad auey BdE vy | gHmET
FTFTTLIIRTILRTH |

Bhartrhari has not given any personal information or anything about his teacher.

Punyaraja has mentioned the name of Bhartrhari's teacher as Vasurata.

T OATEQEEdT Wadl agadaned: HrEeH
ATSATH AT g A THCTh A5 |

44 SATHTITITH T TAgrd A0 2, 9. 437

45 lyer, Subramania, The Vakyapadiyam of Bhartrhari Kanda Il with commentary of

Punyardja and ancient Vrtti, p. 189
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There are different opinions of scholars regarding the time of Bhartrhari.

According to the travelogue of the Chinese traveler Itsing, his period is

considered to be the second half of the seventh century of Vikramaditya. But

Yudhisthira Mimamsaka has considered his period 4™ century of Vikramaditya

or 478 AD. He has mentioned the following ten texts in the name of Bhartrhari.*®

l.

8.
9.

[aW anN

Ho [HIN QY]

B IED R IR

EN

o o
CIER R LI EEEAED

. gy
. AT

= (A, TR, aTaw)

TeRLTEH IEAT
EEAESEEE LS
10. 98T - Rt

Out of all the above texts, Wﬂﬁ'ﬂ"{ became very famous for rendering

Philosophy of Grammar in detail. There were many scholars who have written

various commentaries on VP and TITI= 1T of VP. Those are as follow:

1.

A

Vrsabhadeva
Dharmapala (800 AD)
Punyaraja (1100 AD)
Helaraja (1100 AD)
Phullaraja

Gangadasa

46 SATHTITITH FT SAgrd AN 1, 7.395
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Mandanamisra (773 AD) - Mandanamisra wrote a treatise named FHRIE®Ta on
Philosophy of Grammar. There is total 36 FTIET on which he also has written a

commentary. According to the Tgh< ffRasrr of Vidyaranya, Mandanamisra was
a disciple of Kumarila Bhatt'’ and his wife’s name was Bharati. He had a debate

with Sankaracarya in which his wife Bharati had mediated. It is known in the
5 sect that after being defeated in a debate with Sankardcarya, he became

devotee of Sankara and thereafter known as Sure§varacarya. Many scholars have

quoted Sure§vara as Mandanamisra. There are many works found in the name of
Mandanamisra, of which TRZf&E is one. There is one commentary available

written by Paramesvara, the son of a scholar named Rsi was published by Madras

University. The time of Parames$vara is considered to be the sixteenth century. He

named the commentary on ThIZ{& g as TATIeTT after his mother.

Bharatami§ra — One more text on ¥hIZ principal which is TRIEE T is available

in the name of Bharatamisra. It is published from Trivandrum in 1327 AD.

However, he has not given any detail of himself in this text. The name of Bharata

is mentioned after Mandanamisra in the TR g~ fE=T< which is unknown
text and published from Trivendram in 1917. The FhHIZf& g of Bharata is divided

into three chapters which are TeF&IRN=gg, TqU=ag, AMHIT=SE. [t is written

in FTTHT form with self-explanation.

Kaundabhatt (1600 - 1675 AD) - Kaundabhatta was born in the T family

in Kashi. As he introduced himself in his texts, his father's name was

Rangojibhatta. He was younger brother of well-known scholar Bhattojidiksita.

47 A=z HfaasT: | 7.120
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Kaundabhatta studied under Sesa Ramesvar, the father of Sesakrsna, who is also
known as Sarve$var which is mentioned by Kaundabhatta at the end of S ooTHTL*,
Yudhisthira Mimamsaka has accepted Kaundabhatta’s time between 1600 to
1675 AD*®. In the philosophical literature of Sanskrit Grammar, SITHTITIHTL
composed by Kaundabhatta is very famous text. The title suggests that it is a
summary of SITHLITIIU which is composed by Bhattojidiksita. VB is written
in FTERT form and VBS is a commentary of it.

Jagadisatarkalankara (1653 AD) - Jagdish wrote a treatise named
TeRLTTRSRTISTRT. Although it is primarily a text of =T, though it is mentioned

here because Philosophy of Grammar is discussed there.
Jagadisa's grandfather was Sanatanamisra and father was Yadavacandra
Vidyavagi$a. Sanatanamisra was a father-in-law of Chaitanya Mahaprabhu.

Jagdisa had four brothers of whom he was the third. Apart from

ez oTRFIRTIORT, Jagadisa has written many other ¥ITT texts. There are two

commentaries written on STsETIRRISTISMHT. First was written by Krsnakanta

Vidyavagisa and later was written by Ramabhadra Siddhantavagisa.

48 FATHAGTATIHT Fera< & |
AT I AT 1|

49 ATFTOLATE FT TAZTEH AT 2, 7.455
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1.2.4 Timeline of Philosophical texts and authors of Sanskrit Grammar

No.

10
11

12
12

13

Text Name

ATFATE [ FTATEAT

CIEDEER LR IEE)

CIED P ER LD IEE)
ERIERUE LI

ERIETRE GRS IS

EAUNPENRED

ERIETUIEEARSEES EI)

Author
Sphotayana

Atidumbarayana

Vyadi

Patafijali

Bhartrhari
Mandanamisra

Dharmapala

Punyaraja
Helaraja
Bharatamisra

Bhattojidiksita

Kaundabhatta

Jagadisa
Tarkalankara
Nagesabhatta

Time
3043
BCE
3043
BCE
2900
BCE
1943
BCE
478 AD

695 AD

857-900
AD
1100 AD

1100 AD

1513
1593 AD
1600 AD

1653 AD

1736
1753 AD



Yudhisthira Mimamsaka’s amendment has been taken with reference to the above

timeline™°,

1.2.3 Means of valid knowledge accepted by Grammarians
Means of valid knowledge (FHT) is needed to substantiate the meaning of any
object. These are discussed in detail in many scriptures like 7T, J&Tea, Hwi=T.

But the surprising thing is that the Grammarians have not discussed the means of
valid knowledge independently in any texts. While discussing this issue in detail,

Dr. Shukla states that:

It is astonishing to note that, though, sometimes, the
grammarians while discussing the categories (T&T) followed

the Tarkika’s, sometimes the Mimamsaka’s and Vedantin’s
yet, no grammarian has discussed the means of valid
knowledge independently. Consequently, it is difficult to find
in grammar the vivid and clear-cut definitions and

illustrations of the means of valid knowledge. Even then after
a minute and a critical study of the AGIATSIH and the
W‘Jﬁ'ﬂj{ etc. we can prove that IT&T (perception), STTHTT
(inference), 9Ts% (verbal testimony), STITIY (disjunctive
hypothetical syllogism) and ST =4l (non-recognition) have

been accepted as the means of valid knowledge by

grammarians°'.

50 FERT SATHLIT-ATH FT AT, 9R1-2, 7. 430
51 Shukla, Kalikaprasad, Paramalaghumarijiisa, p.3
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In the first chapter of VP which is known as sIg[sh1U<, Bhartrhari discusses the

nature of ‘word’ (9158, ¥®IT) and its relation to ‘sound’ (¢.af, ATE). The
grammarian recognizes two types of words (upadana, sabda). From these two,
first is said to be the cause of sound while the second is associated with the
meaning.>?

1.3 Navya-nyaya system and its Grammatical Philosophy

Among the six schools of philosophy, Nydya School is devoted to logic,
epistemology and methodology. To understand the terms of T=I-=aT (neo-logic),
first it is necessary to know the tradition of ~ITILTTE. The term T used in the

sense of Logic from about the 1% century A.D. Dr. Satischandra remarks>?:

The =ITI-ATH was not so called before the subject of “~ITH”
(syllogism) was introduced into it. As the ITHHTZAT, so far as we
know, contains for the first time an exposition of the doctrine of
syllogism under the name of AT (demonstration), it is presumed
that the word =X as an equivalent for Logic came into use about
the composition of that HfgdT, that is about the opening of the
Christian era. The word became very popular about the 2" century

A.D. when the ~ITTHA was composed.

52 GTEUTRIALTERTY eTeat reataar fag: |
Tl AT qea TS SsAd | AR E 1.43
53 Vidyabhushan, Satiscandra, 4 History of Indian Logic, p. 42
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The =ITIHA or ~ITIMTH, which is considered to be the main book of
jurisprudence, contain 528 sutras. In those aphorisms, a detailed description of

sixteen T&TY (substances) are found.

1.3.1 Two streams of ~ITIATH
The entire texts of ~ITIATE of Gautama can be divided into two streams. Viz.

THATLTT (object or content of knowledge) and THTOTIETT (means of valid
knowledge). In which object or content of knowledge primarily described, they

are called THITHTT and means of valid knowledge primarily described are called
STHTOTTET. The works of scholars from Gautama to before Gangesa are THITETT

which are also called ITHIH-7TT.

The seeds of T=F-ITH School of Philosophy are found in the Udayanacharya’s

work>*. Introducing technical language of T+ in the TTa{==aTH O, Gangesa
Upadhyaya (12" century) is considered as a founder of TeI+IT system.

The first systematic work on ~ITIUATE 1s “ATAHA, written by Aksapada around
150 A.D. It is divided into five books. Each containing two chapters called
amfes (diurnal portions). There are various opinions about authorship of
“ITIHA in between Aksapada and Gautama. Dr. Satiscandra has discussed in

detail in his book>>.

54 Biithnemann, G. (1998). N. S. Dravid: Nyayakusumanjali of Udayanacarya with translation
and explanation, Vol. 1. xiv, p. 500
55 Vidyabhushan, Satiscandra, 4 History of Indian Logic, p. 46
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Sibajiban Bhattacharyya remarked on the development of F=I<ITH that,

Sanskrit has well-defined and rigorous rules of formation
from an alphabet which is phonetically arranged, and the
grammatical rules are linearly ordered for scope in Panini’s

FETEATAT. So, T==ATT philosophers took advantage of this

feature of Sanskrit in developing their technical language?®.

John Vattanky remarks in during the translation of FT{aTac, lirhlqvlhl and

Dinakart:

“It 1s well known that this discipline makes use of a high
degree of abstraction and a rigorously exact terminology.
There is also the problem arising from inadequate or not yet
standardized translations of technical terms. If one wants to
study T=¥-ITd in any depth, one has necessarily to get oneself
familiar with these aspects of the subject, much in the same
way as when one sets out to study mathematics one has to be
quite acquainted with mathematical terms and concepts. And
just as in spite of proficiency in English one cannot
understand a book on mathematics though in English unless
one knows mathematics, even so a person who can read easily

and even speak fluently classical literary Sanskrit will not be

in a position to follow the technical discussions in &= =T or

even in E[\_-Fl_clTﬁ unless he systematically studies T=4<IT1H.”

56 Bhattacharyya, Sibajiban, Some features of the technical language of Navya-Nyaya,
Philosophy East & West, Vol. 40, No. 2, p.129
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One of the reasons for studying PLM from the logical perspective is that, Nagesa
have criticized Naiyayikas throughout the work and established the principle of
Philosophy of Grammar. Apart from this, the writing style of Nagesa is almost

similar to the T=I~ITH texts. Therefore, I am giving further details about his
writing style with some examples. As in most of the TeIIT texts, any subject is
presented through its definition which is always flawless and the symptom is
undeniable, devoid of defects like ST, STTA=ATIE and FFAF etc. Naiyayikas
divide every definition in 9&T, §TET and %‘g’ In the same way, Nagesa presented

all the topics discussed in PLM from the beginning to the end with flawless

features.

I. 3. 2 Grammatical Philosophy of Naiyayikas

Scholars of =ITFLME have made invaluable contribution in the study of Sanskrit
Grammar. They have presented a scientific theory of £+ and 9Ts% and scholars
like Jagdisa and Gangesa have presented the relation between word and meaning
from a very logical point of view. According to them 9753 is =< (non-eternal).
They have presented =a%=aT (god's will) as the power to know the relation
between word and meaning. Naiyayikas have accepted four auxiliary causes for
the formation of a sentence. Those are TSI, TAAT, TTITY and T, Nagesa

has also discussed those in the separate chapter.

According to Jagadi$a in SSP 9ITs&etel (verbal understanding of meaning) only

possible through the complete sentence and not from individual words.
ATFTATIHATHET qTIFEA T |

TEOEA TsET 7 TeT=E areaa:y ||

57 STeReTIRRYHTIST, 7. 63
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I. 4. Introduction to the HFHETLT and its philosophy
The school of Mimamsa was originated around the 3™ century BCE. It was

founded by the sage Jaimini. It has two main branches I. ﬁﬁ'ﬂ'ﬁl‘[ II.

ITLHHET (also known as J&T=d) J&T=a focuses on the interpretation of the
I9THTEs while TEHIHTET centers on the interpretation of the ritualistic portions

of the AT, such as the FTZdTs and the FTEJTs. Its primary concern is to understand

the nature of language and how it aids in the correct interpretation of sacred texts.
Mimamsakas emphasize the crucial role of language in understanding the rituals

and the texts associated with them. According to them, language is not merely a

means of communication but also a tool for performing Jf< rituals. The study

of HHTAT is not limited to semantics and grammar but extends to the pragmatic

aspects of language use.

HIHTHTTE is mainly divided into three parts which are as follow:
1. JHTOTE=TT (epistemology)
2. gafa=T (metaphysics)
3. gHfI=TE (religion and ethics)

Just as in other schools of philosophies knowledge has been divided into JcZeT

and 927eT form, similarly the Mimamsakas have also followed this. They have

accepted six THTUT (means of valid knowledge) which are TT&f, STTHTT, ITHTA,
9T&%, FAATA(T and AT,
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I. 4. 1 Grammatical philosophy of Mimamsakas
Mimamsakas have accepted the word as T4 (eternal form). They have not only
accepted the eternality of words but also have made it a fundamental principle to

protect the aSs.
gTeer qeared gqeef yerRayy | Sgiaam § e
qrex 3o TATRAG 7 TFATLe |

Mimamsakas have accepted sound as an eternal element too. It is manifested by

the utterance and represented by the syllables. But Grammarian school of

philosophy have gone one step beyond sound by finding a subtle element and
given the theory of ThI< as the cardinal principle and the final cause of sound.

Kumarilabhatta has refuted the ¥HIE in a separate chapter of the text called
greartas. Grammarians have considered every component suffix and letter of
the word as imaginary. Since this ¥HIZ theory denies the existence of a&s by
declaring all components of sentences and words as imaginary, Mimamsakas

could not accept the existence of the FhI<.

There’s also a separate chapter in the FIHTETEA namely TR RO (1.3.9)

dealing mainly with the problem of grammatical approach. According to them

the letters which complete a word are found to be important and therefore it would
be inappropriate to accept an incomprehensible theory like ¥HIE which is

physically different from the letters.

keoskokosk

58 STa¥T, 1. 65
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