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PREFACE.
—o0000—

The great body of Hindd Philosopby is based upon nix sets of
very concise Apborisms. Without a commentary the Aphorisms
are scarcely intelligible, they being designed not so much to
communicate the doctrine of the particular achool, aa to aid, by

L
the briefest possihle suggestions, the memory of him to whom -

the doctrine shall have been already communicated, To this end
they are admirably adapted; and, this being their end, the ob-
scurity, which must needs attach to them in the eyes of the un-
instructed, is not chargeabie npon them as a fault.

For various reasons it is desirable that there should be an ac-
curate tranalation of the Aphorisms, with so mnch of gloss as
may be required to render them intelligible. A class of pandits,
in the Benares Sanskrit College, having been induced to learn
English, it is contemplated that a version of the Aphorisms,
brought out in successive portions, shall be submitted to the
criticiam of these fnen, and, through them, of other learned
Briéhmans, so that any errors in the version may have the best
chance of being discovered and rectified. The employment of
such a verzion as a class-book is dexigned to subserve farther the
sttempt to determine accurately the aspect of the philosophical

terminology of the East as regarda that of the Weat.
J. R. B.

Benares College, }
31 July, 1851,
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THE MIMANSA APHORISMS.

INTRODUCTION.

a. SarvrarioN to the feet of the venerable preceptor I*

3. Veneration unceasingly be to Jaimini, who removes the de-
fect of vision of the gimple by the collyrium-needle of his Insti-
tutes which put an end to doubt as to the sense of scripture.t

e. Now s doubt being started as to whether or not Jaimini
ought to have undertaken this work, which consists of twelve
Jectures,—and the primd facie solution of the donht being as fol.’
Jows—vis—auch a work of disquisition ought no! to be under-
taken, because a work of disquisition ia'of no nse when Heaven
(nwoarga) is obtained by the mere taking of the letters [of the

. Veda without regard to its sense], Heaven alone being [in this
m]wbemppoaedthe&uit,uitisinthemof the sacrifice
[——mentioned in the 4th canto of the Raghwvan-

. called vifwajit -
5G_]Jitbeingtobeexpecwd that there is some fruit attached
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2 THE MIMANSX APHORISMS.

to the perusal enjoined in the direction ‘The Veda in to be per-
used’ [—eand Heaven being moat probably the fruit whem no
other fruit is specified ;—well, this primd facie solntion of the
donbt having presented itself,] he declares the established tenet®
[in regard to the point, as follows].

BOOK I. CHAPTER 1.

SECTION I.

Or Durr.

YAl e L

. Aph. 1.—Next, therefore, [O student that hast
The sabject pro-  o4tained thus far] a desire to know Duty (dAarm-
o ma) [is to be entertained by.thee).
a. *Next’~-i. a. after peruaing the scnptum whilst mdmg
nth the family of & preceptor.t

$. ‘ Therefore’—i. e, because the fruit of the perusal of the
scripture is the knowledge of the sense [of ita several passages,
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BOOK I..SECTION 1.

without comprehensive apprehension of the impart of its teach.

ings—see Lecture on the Veddnta §6]; therefore, in respect of i
Duty, the definition of which will be stated (in ApA. 2.], “a de-
sire to know”—i. . an investigation originating in & desire of
knowledge—in to be made ;— such is the remainder* [required to
supply the ellipsis in the a.phomm]

! ¢. The state of the case is thie, that assnred.ly the vork of dis-

: quisition ought to he undertaken, because such a work of  disqui-

f ! sition is just subserved by [or has & foundation laid for it in] that
! knowledge of the sense [of the several passages of acripture, ]
that may be attained by a perusal thereof ], and because it is fit

that what is effected hy a perusal thereof should be a correct un-

' ¢ derstanding of the sense thereof {—instead of Heaven’s being at-
tained therehy, as supposed hy the speculater in Intro. c.] secing
that it is improper to imagine an unseen reward [of this or that
-' action] when & visible reward in possible ;+ [—and the under-
‘standing of the sense of scripture is a manifest reward of its per-
! nssl, whilst the attainment of Heaven hy the perusal of scripture
is what no one can declare that he has ever found manifested hy
the senses). . .
d. As the question will occur—* #¥hat is the Duly spoken of,
-in the expression ‘a desire to know Duty’, in the preceding
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4 THE MIMANSX APHORIAMS.

aphorism ?-—in order to acquaint us with the nature of Duty,
he mentions ita characteristio mark as follows.*

TRATTEI AR R !

How Duty it to Aph. 2.—A matter that is a Duty is recog-
be recognised.  pised hy the instigatory character [of the pas.
sage of acripture in which it is mentioned].

a, ¢ Instigatory character’ [of the passage]:—this means [that
the criterion of Duty is] an expression that moves [or instigates)
onet [to do so and so].

3, ¢ Isrecognised’—i. e. is known thereby ;—as fire is recognised
by amokas, 80 that the smoke is the mark whereby fire [though un-
soen] is known [to be present where the smoke takes ita rise] ; in
like manner an instigatory form of expression is the mark by
which we recognise Daty. 8o Duty is that, the criterion, or the
instrument [in the determination], of which, is an instigatory
form of expression.{ .

; Whet asentially ¢ And what constitutes any thing such
constitetes Dufy.  matter [i. e. a matter that is fit to be urged in

 qieR wAfraRew 1w xft Freat
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BOOK 1. BECTION 1. §

scripture asa Duty]is the fact of its not producing more pain
than pleasure* {—i. e. its being calculated to produce more
pleasure than paint].

d. And by this [mention, 4pA. 2., of the mark whereby Duty
is to be recognised], it is moreover suggested that a Duty is not
to bo apprebended hy the senses or by any thing else besides the
instigatory character} [of 8 passage in scripture].

e. But now [some one may ask], “ Since, according to [the lexd-
con called] the Medini Kofa, ‘The word dharmma should be mas.

culine when it means merit, but when it means sacrifices, &e., it is *

held to be neuter,’ how is the word dhermma masculine in the
aphorism wbere it mcans the Agnikolra sacrifice and others
(which are recognised ns matters of Duty by the instigating pro-
mises attached to their performance] ?”—if you esk this,—then
take [and be content with] as the reason thereof the fact that he
(Ja1mnr] is & greatsanctified sage§ (—and therefore entitled to
give the word what gender he pleases. Conf. the Vaiseshika
Aphorisms No. 7. 3] \

Py ’ .
. 7. In the foregoing ephefism [§2.] it wes intimated that the
cause of [our correctly recognising] a Duty was simply an insti

. "
v e qaaERaTREH |

" 4 Thia definition of dhgrmma may be compared with the Benthamite defin!-

tion of the Useful.
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6 THE MIMANSA APHORISMS.

gation [in the shape of a passage of scripture holding out a reward
for its performance], but not any othber evidence such as that of
the senses, &c. Since it ia impoasibe that the doubt, as to whe.
ther other evidencea do enter into the case or not, should be re-
moved without examination, he proposes the examination thereof®
[as follows].

wg fafavmdife 1 ¥ 0

The defiaition of .{‘Ph. 3.—An examination of the cause of [O'II.?
Duiy discussed. ~ recognising] it [—vis. Duty,— is to be made.]

@, ‘Of it,—i. e. of a knowledge of the truth-—the object [in
yespect of which that knowledge is wanted] being Duty. *Tha
cause’,—i, ¢, the means. ‘An examination’ thereof,-—i. e, a dis«
quinition, a discussion, through decisive confutations [of the op-
posite opinion—see the Nydya Aphoriaima No. 39—] preceded
by arguments [in support of the pasition laid down:—sach an
examination] is to be made ;:—such is the remaindert [mqunad
to supply the ellipsis in the aphorism).

b. [In the following sphorism] be erpl.um the amsertion that
he made* (in Aph. 2].

gAY Wi | yAomTt® w v wafA
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BOOK L BECTION 1. H
TuwAe RN fRawt afgsw ARt
Gadcpuicicschag I B

' . Aph. 4. When a man’s organs of sense are
:}‘2.;“;,;‘,‘;,;,"’,;‘: rightly applied to something extant, that birth

of knowledge,  [which then takes place] is Per-
ception,—[and this Perception is) not the cause [of our recogni-
sing Duty—see § 8—] because {the organs of sense are adapted
only to] the apprehension of whet is [then and there] existent
(—which an act of Duty is not.]

a. * When rightly applied to something extant’ &c. [That is
to say}—when a man’s organs of eense are ‘rightly applied to’,
or hrought into contact with, ¢ something extant’, i. e. some ob~
ject [then and there] existing, what ‘birth of knowledge’, or of
intellection, takes place, is [what we call] Perception :—and such
Perception is ‘nof the canse’, i. e. not the producer, of a know-
ledge of Duty :—that is to say—the organs of eense, which are
the means of arriving at the truths of perception, do not [of
themselves] enahle us to artive et the truth in respect of Duty.t -

" 4. Of this [—vis. that the senses are not the means of our
discerning Duty—] he mentions the reason [-—when he says—in’
§ 4—] “beccuse the apprehension of what is existent’; that is to

ST —.

t geaw ofF) weafxawt) ofa fag-
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L] THE MIMANSA APHORISMS,

say—bocause, by means of the organs of scnse there iz the appre-
hension of ¢ what is existent’, i. e. of some thing {then and there]
present ;—and since Duly [—in the shape, suppose, of the per-
formance of sacrifice—] is no? present at the timc of our knowing
it [to be a Duty to perform the sacrifice,~] it is not sdapied to
the organs of sense.*

Not being o= object of c.Fro.n.litsbeing d.ilpmadthntho
Wﬁdlb;: senses are the cause thereof [i. e. of our
ference from ech percep- discerning Duty—] it is to be nnderstood
Hoa. as also disproved that Inference, or Ana-
logy, or Conjecture (sco Wilson's Sdnkhya Kérikd p. 21.—] which
owe their birth thereto—having their root in Perception—can
be the cause thereof. Therefore it in » sejtled point that the
characteristic of Duty [—or that whereby we are to recogpise it—
as declared in ApA. 2.—~] is the instigationt [of the passage in
seripture where some act i mentioned as being calculated

lead to such and such consequences]. -

St
" % dowht whether the . But them, an objector may urge,]
evidence in fovour of a Dw-  _cegfter wards and meanings have pre-

allaci .
2:3';:1? .{-mfwu sented themselves, eince the connection
betwoen the two is one devised by man—copsisting, as it does, of

the conventions which man has devised,—therefore, as sense

knowledge wanders away from troth in respect of mother o/




BOOK 1. BECTION 1. 3

pear] or the like {when it mistakes them for silver or the like],
s0 sinoe language, as it in dependent on man inssmuch as it has
reference to the knowledge of & connection which was devised by
man, is liable to part company with veracity in matters of de-
claration, the instigalory nature [of 8 passage which, being in
wards, is lishle to be misunderstood,] cannot be the instrument
of correct knowledge in respect of Duty”:—well, this primd facie
view of the matter having presented iteelf, he declares the eats.
blished doctrine as follows*

WY TR T YOI
swﬁimuﬁm AR AT

L LR
Aph. 5.—But the natural connection of & word
doudd tu:t‘:; with its sense is [the instrument of ] the know-

Joct the evidemcwof edge thereof, [L o. of Duty), and the intimation
fof Scripture which i) unerring though given in
respect of something imperceptible. This {sccording to our opi-
nion as well as that] of Bapandvaya [the author of the Vedfata
Aphorisms] is the evidence [by means of which we recognise Da-
ty), for it has no respect {to any other evidence—such as that of
sense].
a. ‘Of a word,’—i, e. of an expreasion that is a conatituent

» qREAEITEAN qRRY  wfqaggame-
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)1 THE NIMANSA APRORISMS,

part of the everlasting Veds ;—euch as—" He' that Jesireth Pa-
ﬁdinc should solemnise the Agwikoira sactifice,” &o*

5. * With its sense’—i. e. with the meaning 'hvh is to be.
oonveyed by this or thatt {word]. In

.. ¢ Connection’—in tbe shape of power} {or of God’s will that
t'bu o'r that word should convey tbis or that meaning].

Lt

d. ‘Natural'—i. e, mhernnt,——m short, eternal.}

¢. Thence [i. e. from the eternal connection of a word with its
sense] is the knowledge ¢ thereof’—i. e. of Duty. Here [i. e.in the
word jadna] the affix lyn{ conveys the force of the ‘instrument’,
—»s0 that the word signifies the insfrumemd of knowledge or of

right understanding. ||

- J. But then [aome one may ask]—* since it
ﬂ‘mw"f."m,, is notorious in the warld that, after hearing

1]

zn verification in the o expression ‘It [—e. g. a monntain—) ia.

ﬁery’,——havmg seen, with the organ of scuse,
tl:e fire [maserted to be, e. g., in the mountain}, one {Aen admits
J—what one was not prepared to admit before subjecting the
matter, on some occasion or othez, to the test of the senses]—
that matter of testimony is (or may be] matter of right knowledge

+ 12w | fAmATYTaIRE | SR TEarEt-
w e | |
t Wi ARmfATETE
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* BOOK 1. SECTION 1, 11

(—or, in other words, that Testimony may be relied on, leeing
that we have found it corroborated by the evidence of the sen-
ses—] ; since [we say] what is conveyed by #ords (or Testimo-
Y] has need of ofher evidence, such as the sensss, how can it be
dhis to which wa owe our right knowledge of Duty P”—1It ia with
an eye to this [anticipated ohjection] that he says, {in the Apho-
rism, that the testimony is here the evidence] ‘in respect of
something impereeptidle’, meaning thereby [that Duty is] some-
thing not to be apprehended by means of the senses or any other
evidence¥ [apart from that specified in §2]. L

g. ¢ Intimation’—i. e, declaration of a fact.¢

A. ¢ Unerring’—i. e. which is not seen to diverge therefrom}
[i. e. from the fact].

i, ‘For it bas no reapect’—i. e, because it has no reference to
sense-perception, &o.§

" f. ‘Thi’’—i. e. a sentenee econsisting of an injunction—is the
‘evidence {on which rests our knowledge] of Duty ;—such-is thh
consentanecus opinion of a{panivaya.| The drift (of what we

» w7 afgatfafa TRHaTER TR af¥ v
wR ware goAtfa | wfas: e
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. ) The mention of the name of mivandvaya (ar vyisa)io the Apborism
JOts 10 prove that Jatmint's work, the pirora-mimdusd, wa Bot antecedent
10 time to YvAsi the suthor of the sitara-mimdnsd. Mr. Colebrooke’s ren-
dering of the terms pirvve and sffara by ¢ prior’ and ‘later’ (—eee Esnays. vol,
L pp. 227 and 295—) would seem to bave led Dr. Ritter to smppowe that




12 THE MIMANAX APHORISMS.

have boen arguing] is this, The sentence  The mountain is
fiery”, when employed by & man who is defective {in some of his
organs of sense], wanders away from the fact [—for the moun-
tain may seem to such a ons to be flery when it really is not—] ;
therefore we require to make use of our senses 40 aacertain whe-
ther credence is due [to the testimony of fallible man] :—but the
injunetion “ He that desireth Paradise ashould solemnise the Ag-
nibofra sacrifice’” never at any time past present or foture is lis.
ble thus to wander from the truth; therefore is it, independently
of any thing else, the clear evidence of & duty.*

SECTION 11.
Ox t2z Emnaxiry or Souxp.

) k. It was stated in the foregoing Aphorizm
&mt [No. 6] that the connection between a word
sersity of Sownd. and its sense is elernal {—uee {5 d.]; and
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BOOK 1. SELTION 2. 13

be eternal, nor consequently the relation of such to their signifiea-
tions—], he, secking to demonatrate this, sets forth, in the first
place, the primd facie view of the question in the shape of the

‘opinion of those who dssert that Sound is nof eternal.®

worw w i o

First objection to the  APA 6.—Some say that it [viz.Sound]
::-.i:yqr-‘.lmd.ﬂdil is & product, for in the case of it we see
) [what constitutea it such].

a. ‘Some say that it is a product, &c’ :—* Some’—i. e. the fol.
lowers of the Nydya—say that Sound is a ¢ product’,—i. e. some-
thing wsd oternal ; ¢ for we see’—i. e. we see an ¢ffor! made;  in the
case of it’—1. e, in the case of Sound ; and it is a rule without
exception thet that is mof eteroal which ¢ffor! is conoerned in
[the existence of J.+

5. Moreover [the Naiydyikas contend that Sound is not eternal
for the following reason]f.

AT 9 |

o Sroond d"""’" et 4oh. 7.—Becanse of its transitoriness.
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14 TAE MIMANAL APHORISMS.

‘Becauss of its transitoriness’—i. e, becanse it is not per-
manent ;—or in other words, because, beyond s moment, it is no
longer perceired.®

4. Moreavert [the Naiyfyikas contend that Sonnd is not eter-
nal for the following reason}).

\
FAATRAN T )
Third objection, that Sound ~ APA. B.—Because [we employ, when

::::ﬂg' Qf.’:‘lf-dm by ;f::kmg of Sound,] the expression “mg-

a. That is to say—because we treat it as something not eter-
nal, inasmuch as we talk of making a sound, just as we talk of
making a jar.}

5. And for the following reason also, he mentions, they hold it
to be not eternal.§

Foarth objection, thas he TETAT BPTGQTA N & 0

alieged etermity o Soud i
incompasidle with its wnds- Apk. 9.—From ita simultaneousness

wiable muitety. in another person.

a. [To complete the sentence] it is necessary to supply ‘in
snother place’, when we speak of ‘another person’ :—s0 then, we
observe ¢ simultaneousness’, i. o. the fact of belonging to one and
the same time,—¢in another being’—i. e. in the perception of
[Sound hy] another living creature occupying a different place. ||
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BOOK 1.-SECTION 2. ' 15

. 5. The ascope [of the objection]) is this, viz., the unily of Sound
will follow from the very same argument hy which, for shortness,
its eternity will he established [by the followers of the Miménsd,
—supposing the argument to be admitted] ; and thus ome [nu-
merically. single] thing would be simultaneonsly perceived by
[and hence simultaneously in immediate contact —see Nyéys
Aphorisms, No. 4—with the sense-organs ‘of] those both near
and far ;—and this could not be if it were [numerically] one and
eternal ;—therefore [the Naiydyikas conclude] Sound is not eter-
nal and it is plural.* ' _
" ¢. And for the following reason too [aceording to the Naiy4yi-
kas] it is so [—that Sonnd is not eternel—}, so the author men-

tions itt :—
wafafaameg @ Lo |

ﬁﬂi objectios, that sounds Aph. 10.—‘—-And [the Naiydyikas infer

are tickle to grammatical  that Sound is not eternal, from the ob-

inflection. servation] of the original and eltered
forn:u [of soundn]

4. What is meaot is thu —becanse it holds universally that
that is not eternal the previous condition of which undergoes a
change; and in the example dadhyaira (L e. ‘milk—bhere’)

2T | AMITYIEHAT | MGHAWER | 47r-
TgRSFI AT TRl
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1] THE MIMANSA APHORISMS

where the original form was dadki efre, there is a change in the
shape of the letter g in the room of the original letter ¢

Sieth bjection, that Soung T WWTR 1 AN\ 0

e T A =t Aph. 11.—And, by s multitude of
makery, there is an angmentation of it.

0. For fhis reason too, it [vis. Sound] is not eternal, that ‘an
augmentation’, i. ¢. an increase, ‘ of it’, i. e. of SBound, is observed
[to be caused), * by & multitude of makerv’, i. o. by the nume-
rousness of those who make it. On the other band, if you as-
sume that human effort is [not the maker but ouly) the manifester
of Bound, [—ss & lamp is not the maker of & jar but the mani-
feeter of it—making cognizable the jar which previoualy existed
unperceived—then we reply, that,] what is manifested is not seen
to be made grealer even by s thousand manifesters, as a jar is
not made larger by s thousand lamps, [and Sound & made
greater by a multitude), therefore [say the Naiyfyikas] the al-
ternative supposition of ‘ manifestation’ (instead of production)
will not answer :—such is the import.t -

» TaRaw T At nefafeat mafmmee
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" BOOK L BECTION 2. L F)

4. The several objections thus alleged

The :‘;ﬂddﬂ _ﬁm objec-  againgt the ‘manifestation’ view [of
e " Bound’s coming to be perceived), he
proceeds to refute in their order.®

TR AX TR AR
Aph. 12.—But alike [according to both opini-
ng a::: Per-  ons—that of these ohjectors and of ourselves)
is the perception thereof—{both agreeing that
this in only for a moment, whatever difference of opinion there
may be as to Sound itsell®s being 0.]

a. ‘But alike &’ There requires to be supplied [to complete
the aphorism] *for s moment’ and ‘according to both opinions.’
According to both opinions,—i. e. sccording to the opinion that
it is produced and the opinion that it is manifested,—* alike,’ i. e.
without dispute, ‘the perception,’ i. e. sensation of Sound, is for -
a moment, i. e, oaly for a moment.t

5. Though {so far as ?Ais point is concerned) they are aliks,
yet which of the viewns is the best? To this question the reply is
that the ‘ manifestation’ view is the proper one; so he proceeds
to say as followa.]

» T FEHEATY A=A THUTTARTA KRY -
AR
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L] THE MIMANSA APHORISMS.

O TR frwarET ) LR

ApA, 13.—Of this [Sound] while it really
exists, the non-pcreeption at another time
{than that when the sound is perceived)
arises from the non-armival of the manifester at the ohject.

Hom Sound exists roem
when a0l menifesied.

J 8. “Of this while it really exists’ &e. * While it really exists,’
—i. ¢. which is at all times extant [whether perceived or not] ;—
‘at another time,’ i. e. at & time before or after ; ¢ the non-per.
ception,’ i. e. the absence of perception, [arises] from non.arrival
of the cfficicnt manifester at * the ohject,’ i e. at the Sound.*

\

!
| 4. The import is aa follows. Sound is eternal, [as we are coa-
I strained to admit] by force of the recognition that ‘ This is that
' same letter K’ [—vis. the same Sound that I heard yesterday oe
h' fifty years ago—, and I recognise it as I might rccognise a peak
of the perennial Himflaya which I do not suppose to cease to
exist when I turn sway my eyes from it—), and in virtue of the
' low of parrimonmyt [one of the fundamental iaws of philosophizing
scknowledzed by philosophers both of the East and of the West,
and implying that we must never assume more causcs of & given

effect than are sufficient to account for it}].
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1 In oppoition to the Mimdnakas, the Nuiydyikas contend that tha form
of ex *Thyn is that same letter K. is grounded merely on the fart that
m;:h'lrdcrm!wmdthnmeh-d,—Jm as is the case with the «a-




BOOK I. SECTION 2. 19

¢. The conjunctions and disjunctions

P’”“"m“' being {—or undulations—) of the air issuing

from the mouth [of him who speaks or

shouts] remove the #filf air* which was the obstacle to the per-

eeption of Sound, and thence it becomes perceptible :—such is

the reply to the objection [recorded in Apk. 7] of its  tranaitori-
ness.t’

always per

‘d. He next replies to the objection [recorded in AphA. 8] that
we use the expression ‘making’ [in regard to Bound].}

TR T4 L8

s P
When we say we *make’ & Aph, 14.—This [expression ‘ making’]
sound, we ought to meaw thyt TDEANS [mere]y] mploymg
- ‘ a. In regard to Sound, when we
speak of ‘making,’ the word ‘making’ mcans, or imports, ©ems-
Ploying,’ i. e, uttering.§

ression * He has taken the samé medicine that I did’ Bec the Siddiduts
g!dtdoah p. 102, Compan ulso the remarks of Whately on the ambiguity
of ]]the v}:ord ¢ Same,” quoted at p. 39 of our ‘ Introduction to the Indncﬁve
Philosophy

* Europeans hold that Sound is due to vibration. Jaimini admits that it u
not percetved when thert is wo vibration; hut be argues that the sbetnee of
vibration, or the stillness of the air, is what prevents us from perceiving the
sound which never ceases to anief, whether perceived or net.
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0 THE MIMANSA APHORISMS.

5. He uext replies to the ohjection [recorded in Aph, 9] that
Sound is heard simultaneously by different individuals.®

wfermEaEmagA 1 LY, |

As one s b mb! Aph. 15 —The simultaneousness is ny
wy man, 80 is one sousd in the case of the sun,

@. 'Anin the caas of the sun:’—that is to say,—as the Sun,
which is but one, is seen simultanecusly by those stationed in
different places, so, like the sun, Sound is a great object, not a
minute onet [such as cannot come at once under the inspection
of persons at any distance from one another.]

b, Ho next replies to the objection [recorded in Aph. 10] re-
specting the original and altered forms of sounds.}

wummGEER 1L o

Letters are esohanged, st Aph. 16.—This {via. the letter y—ro-
trensmated. ferred to in 4pA. 10,—when it comes in
the room aof the letter i] is another letter, not s modification {of
that whose place it takes].

@ f Another letter’ &e,. That is to say,—in tha room of the
letter ¢ is another letter—another sound—a different sound in
short. It is not & modification of the letter ¢ as 8 mat is a modi-
fication of the straws [out of which it is formed], If it were 30,
then, as the maker of a mat is under the necessity of providing
himself with straw, the man that employa the letter y would be
under the necessity of taking the letter i} [to make the y out

* TETR SUTTIIERE TAGATE )
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BOOK I. SECTION 2. 2

of ;—which is not the ¢asc, for one can use the letter y without
any reference to the letter § J.

4. He next replies to the objection [recorded in Aph, 11] that
there is an augmentation®* [of the sound when the makers of it
are numercus).

AT T e |

Increase of moisemot in-  Aph. 17.—It is the increase of woise {not
crease of Sousd. of sound ] that iz [in that case] augmented.

a. “It is of noise,’ &e, It is an error to say [as in Aph, 11] l
that it ia an increase of sound that is ¢ augmented’—i. e. rendered
greater.t

b. “Increase of noise.’ From many beaters of drums, or pro-
nouncera of articulate sounds, it is recognised {by the hearers)
that ¢ There is a great sound’ In such & case it is impossihle,
according to the opinion of our opponents [the Naiyfyikas] to
say that portions of Sound, being produced by each of the men
[concerned in the making of the noise], produce a great hulk of
Sound, like a bulk of cotton [formed out of portions of cotton
aggregated], because Sound, according to these opponents, inas.
much as it is a gualify, has so parts} {or portions].
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= THE MIMANSA APTIORISMS.

- €. Therefore,—as there is B0 arriving {at an explanation other-
wise],—when the conjonctions and disjunctions [occasioned
by the vibration of the air]) take place continually without inter.
mission, arriving from all quarters at the entrance to the hollow
of the ear, it [the Sound] seems to be great, and to be made up
of parts. What is meant {in ApA. 17] by ‘noise’ is these con-
junctions and disjunctions, and it is just of fhecse that an aug-
mentation takes place* [when s multitude of pcrsons ia engaged
in rendering Sound manifest].

d. Haviog thus removed the objections offered by others, he
proceeds to state what will eatahlish hia own theory.t

frrrg e woEmTR L AT o

Sound etersal, else it Apk. 18.—But it must be eternal, because
would aof erail for  ita exhibition is {available—which it else
commanicelion. would not be—}for the sake of another,
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BOOK L SECTION 2. 7

a. * Eternal’—i. ¢. sound must be eternal. Its ‘exhibition’—
i. e. its utterance—[herc denoted by the term] darsena [from
dris ‘to see’] because Sound is perceived or becomes manifest
therehy [i. e. by means of utterance]. ¢Because for the sake of
another’—i. e. because it is [available] to the end that anotber
may understand one’s meaning. If it were not eternal, then, as
it would not continue till the hearer had understood our mean-
ing [—the perceived sound ceasing on tho instant that it reaches
the ear—], the understanding [of what was uttered] would not
take place becanse of the absence of the canse :—such is the im-
port.* [The understanding of what is uttered must follow—at
however short an interval-—the perception of the sound uttered ;
and if the sound uttered perish on the hearing, then, being no
longer in existence, it cannot be the cause of any thing. If, on
the other hand, it continue to exist, for any period however
short, after ceasing to be perccived,—it is impossible to assign
any other instant at whicb there is any evidence of the discon-
tinuance of its existence,—wbence its eternity is inferred.]

b. Moreovert [as Sound is prospectwe]y eternal, so was it an-
tecedently—for] :—

h
5= TEmar 4 WL )
' Aph. 19.— :
Sowad is eteraal, because hund- Iph. 19.—[Sound is proved to be

reds rimllanconsly recognise a eternal] by there being everywhere

ind, which ¢ therefore 1 i it
a0 b,‘ﬁ.‘i,‘};?;,'afmmw mn:'lultaneousness [in the recognition
of it by ever so many hearers).
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H THE MIMAN3A APHORISMS.

& " Every where ’—aeay in the word po, simply, [—a single
example of a word here sufficing sa the representative of any or
every ward—). ‘By there being simultaneousness’—i. e. be-
cause there arisea simultanecusly [in the minds of a hundred or
more persons, on hearing the word go—“s cow'’]—a correct
recognition. That ‘“ This [letter G, of the word po,] is that sams
Jetter G [that I have heard on an indefinite number of former
occasions, }” is the recognition, simultaneously, of many persons ;
and a maultitude of persons do not simultaneously fall into sa
exror (—this being as unlikely as it is that a hundred arrows
discharged simultaneously by a hundred archers should all hy
mistake hit the same object-—]; such is the import.®

4, When the word go * cow’” has been pronounced ten times,
one says “ The word go has been prononnced ten times” but not
« Ten words of the form go have been pronounced;” and he
next declares that Sound is proved to be cternal by #Ais fact also.t

HERATAL R e )
Sownd s slereal, becanse each Aph, 20.,—{Sound is proved to be

! el di
:J:.:.'ud..y rq:u.l'll er- eternal] by the absence of Number.

& ' Of Number /—i. e. because Nomber [which belongs to

that which, being transitory, is succecded by another of the same
kind,} does not belong to Sound [—for the word go, heard ten

v QAW ATYRAR | A0 | wArfuARTA-
W o | g @ TR iR gragasst
wrafirat Wafa AEAR TTTFT W R AT

t TuEmt ARFNTR FUAHERAT AR
vty agfa a7 Ty AroRy swifan wfa | wat sfa
TR frm e 0




BOOK 1. BECTION 2. 2%

times over, i.l.jtl.lt the same word go,—ea remarked under ApA.
19, 5] This is plain.*

b, And for the following reason too it is eternal, as he
atates :t—

FAIRAETA L RN )

Sousd is eternal becans Aph. 21.—{Sound i» proved to be eternal}
indiscerptidle. by there being no ground for anticipation
[of ita destruction].

a. That is to say, because we do not know any cause that
should destroy Sound. To explain:—as, on the mers inspection
of a web, for instance, one feels certain that—*This web was
produced by the conjunction of threads, and it will be destroyed
by the destruction of the conjunction of the threads,”—so, from
our having no such certainty as to any cause that should lead to
tbe destruction of Sousd, we conclude that it is eternal{ {—on
the same principle that the immortality of the Soul has been

argued from its indiscerptibility].

5. But then [—some one may say—] * Sound is a modifies-
tion of the air, since [—as you admit under ApA. 17.—] it
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26 THE MIMANSA APHORISMS,

arises from the conjunctions thereof [with the organ of hear
ing] ;—and so too the Sikshd [—that appendage to the Vedas
which treats of pronunciation—] tells us ¢ Air arrives at the state
of being Sound ;”—and thus being a product of Air, it is mof
eternal.” This doubt baving prescnted itself, he declares® as
follows .—

W THTETE AR 1 R R )

Sownd not dae to Aph. 22.—And Jthe case iz not as the

;:3"; because not tax-  Joubter under Aph. 21. 5. suggests], becauss

' [if it were so) there would be no perception
[by the organ of Hearing] of any ohject appropriate to it.

a. ‘ Appropriatc to it ;’—i. e. an object of the sensation that
arises from the organ of Hearing—vis., Sound :— becauss there
would be no perception ;>—i. e. by reason of our finding the
sbsence of any perception ;—because modifications of the dir
are not what the organ of Hearing takes cognizance of,—
Sound not being something langible [as the Air is held by
the Naiydyikas to be, while Sound they admit has an altoge-
ther different substratum,—vis., the Ether—]; such is the im-

port.t
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BOOK 1. SECTION 3. 0

the [aggregate of the separate] senses of ita words. There is
[—we will admit—] a connection between a word and its sense
[—a connection, as remarked under 4ph. 5. c., in the shape of
posoer, or of God’s will that this or that word should convey this
or that meaning—1]; but it is uot the fact that the connection
between a collection of words in the shape of a sentence, and the
sense of that sentence, is in like manner that of power [—ar of
God’s having pre-arranged that such and such groupes of words
should convey such and such a sense]; but the connection is
guite a different one, and it is devised by man, and is artificial;
—how then can such be our evidence for [-——or the cause of an
absolutely correct knowledge of ] Duty? Such is the import of
the aphorism conveying the primd facie view.*

¢. He now declares the estahlished view.+

Wﬁmwmﬁsﬂmaﬁﬁﬂ

CIGEIRE W |
) Aph. 25.—['In each injunction of Secripture
“";2,‘;:,3" ®  thereis seen) the mention, slong with a verb,

of those [words] that are in it, becanse it is
this (viz., the knowledge of the sense of the words—] that is
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x THE MIMANSA APHORISMS.
the producer of [the knowledge of] the meaning [of the sem-
tence].

a, “ Of those that are in it’ ;—i. e. of those several words that
ere extant in these [sentences]; ‘along with what signifiea
action’,—i. e., along with a term that expresses power {—in
other words, along with a verb—]; ‘the mention’, i. e. the
reading [or the employment] is observed, in [the texts which
enjoin] the Agniholra sacrifice, &c. Henco the knowledge of
the sense of a sentence—[knowledge] which we had not be-
fore [hearing or reading it]—comes omnly from a collection of
words which involves g verd:—‘because it is IAis that is the

producer’,—i. e. becanse of the fact that *this’—viz, the know-
I ledge of the meaning of the words, is the producer’, or cause,
thereof.*

b. To esplain:—In the injunction “ He that desireth Paradise '
should celebrate the Agnikolre sacrifice” [see Aph. 6. j.], the
knowledge of the meaning of the sentence—viz., that it is hy the
sacrifice called the Agmikotra that one may secure Paradise,— ‘
does not take place unless there be present the meaning of the
words [—vis., the words dgnitotra and Paradise—]; but the
knowledge of the meaning of the sentence just consists in the f
knowledge of the mutual relation, consisfently, of the meanjngs
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BOOK 1. SECTION 3. 3

that arise before us from the words . %—[so that if it be agreed
that the meaning of the separate words is not dependent on
man’s contrivance, so neither is that of sentences formed ont of
such words ;—and such additional difficulties as may seem to
grow out of this view will be grappled with in the sequel].

o SfRgamRerEfes: @@ P R €0

. o Aph. 26.—Since, in [the secu-
ture, ke formation of smiences soe  1ar language of ] the world, thero
capricions. is a regular order,—{s0 in the
Veda nlso] let there take place the employment [of language
according to a fixed system to be learned throogh traditional
instructior].

a. ‘In the world’ ;—i. e. in secular speech ;—having discern-
ed what is meant hy the word,~—or, with a previous knowledge
of what is meant hy the word—, ¢ since there is a8 regular order'
i. e. since there is an employment [of words according to a fixed
syatem,~men not devising phrases capriciously—so] in the Veds
also, let there be—founded on knowledge derived from the tra.
ditional instruction of teachers,—the  occurrence’—i. e. the tak.
ing place—of an employment of language [according to a fixed
system].t
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k) THE MIMANSX APHORISMS.

Aguin be (the authar] ironically states that this {the Veda)] is
po sutharity in regard to duty, becawse [forsooth] it is not
eternal, and it has heen made by men, and men are liabls to
err.Y

FI® eftrws qRwT@T 1 R0

O?:‘dl'ah 1o the eterwity of the Vedas Ap)‘l. 27.—And the Vedas
that they contain the names of men.  gome declare to be something
recent, [because] there are the names of men [in it],

6. ‘The Veda,’ &c.:—i. e. since there are the names Kdfhaka,
and Kauma, &c., therefore it is * recent’—a matter of mow—that
ia to say Aaving had a beginning. ‘The Veda’—i. e, the scrip-
tures, ‘Some’~i. e. the followers of the Nyfya. These [fol-
lowern of the Ny4ya] have asserted this,—such is the remaindert
[which requirea to be wapplied in order to complete the Apho-
rism).
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BOOK L SECTION 3. ]

4. And for the following reason also [—if we are to listen to
such objectors as the Naiyfyikas—] it [the Veda] is uu-eternal
—as the anthor [ironically] statea.®

igers cic- @ IRE |

Aph. 28.—Becauss of our see-
ing un-eternal persons[mention.
ed in the Vedas].

Obi'fdion to the eternily of the Vo
day that they make mention z"pﬂ-mu
who must anlecedently have born.

a. “Un-eternal,’ &c. Because, in such scriptures as “ Bahars,
the son of Prahani, desired,””—" Kusurubinda, the son of Udd4-
Iaki, desired,””—we see mention of ‘un-eternal persons,’i. e. of
persons to whom belonged birth and death; aud these sentences
did not exiat before the hirth of these persons; so that the un-
eternity and the human origin [of the Veds] is established by
the fact that it Agd s beginning.t

a. The author now mentions the established tenet in regard to
this.t :

=7 TRYAEA 1 RE )

. ~ Aph. 29.—But there hes been declared
g The elersity of the [olready] the priority of Sound [to any point
in time].
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M THE MIMANSX APHORIEMS

a. ‘ But there has been declared,’ &c. To supply the ellipsis,—
the priority [to any point in time], i, e. the eternity, of Scond has
been estahlished. The eternity of Sound being estahlished, the
eternity of the Veda alac is declared in the aphorism :—-such fa
the meaning. *

[T 7EIAA L R0 | |
. Aph. 30.—The name [—derived from that
How gections
Vd:r come to hq:;t: of some mortal—wns given, to this or that
o gfter mortale. section of the Veda,] because of his reading it.

a.  The name,’—i. . the name of " the Kdthaka section,” [ece
Aph. 27. a.), or the like, is suitable ¢ becanse of his reading’ or
studying it,—the ¢ Kdfhaka section’ being thet which was per-
wsed by KatHa t

TN HfAEETER 1 RN

Aph, 81.—But the terms in the text [whiah

W hat aeem to ? scem to be names of men] are common [to

Veda, z‘.,.:u:;m; other objects, and do not there designate
men).

Although there is the name “ Babara” or * Prévahipi” [in
the Veda,—see Aph. 28, a.], yet tbe text—the word ¢ Provahapi’
or the like—is * common’—, 1. e, is expressive also of some other
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BOOK L SECTION 3 k]

thing (than it may appesr at first might to denote). Far exam.
ple—{in the word PrdvaAani—] the prefix pra implies ‘ excess,’—
the word vah signifies “ motion,’—the final § represents the agent ;
and thus the word signifies the Aind which moves very faset; and
this in without beginning ; and (moreover] the word * Babara” is
a word imitative of the sound of the Wind,—so that there is not
even A smell of inconsistency.*

Objection that fhe 4. But then how can it 'be instrnmental in
Vedas coutais passa- producing right knowledge in regard to Du.
gos of sherr momsemse. (o ohen the Veda contains such incoherent
prattle as the following—; vis. “Jaradgava, in cloth alippers,
standing at the door, is singing benedictions :—of him, a Brkh-
man-women, desirous of a son, enquires,—* O Sir | —what is the
meaning of this (which I hear you declaring] sbout intercourse
on days of fastingt ?*—or the following ;—vis. “ The cows also
attend this sacrifice”—? To this he replies aa follows} :—

* qgft G wafufufe ooq gfa wre
e aMm™i | STy ares | Ay
N SHAH | TG 7 | TR W)
AUTTEEATA, | TUCEAE | o i arr-

TRFCUfaf araafrarEf

t Or, according to another reading, “ What (s the meaning of garlic sa re-
gards the goddeas Umd 7
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3
R fafiRen g SETEEET L AR @
. dph, 32.—Jt [—the expression
.,z:.:f:,;‘ ﬁquz just charged with being incoherent—])
:;‘“"‘""- fo Maveamean- gy have an application to the action,
) through its really standing in relation
to the action [which it serves suggestively to inculcate as a daty).

a. ‘To the action,” &c.:—that is to say :—even such an expres-
sion a8 “ The cows also attend this sacrifice” [4ph. 31. b.]),—
‘ through ita standing in relation’—i. e. through its really involv-
ing & mutual reference to— the action’—i. e. the passage enjoin-
ing eome action,—has ‘an application’—viz. through the praise*
[which it suggesta as attending the performance of the action].

4. The import of the argument is this, viz.—Did the very brutes
~—the cows—engage in the sacrifice, or ought wise men to engage
in ita performance ?—the hinting of the doubl! serves to com.
mend+ [that duty which even things senseless would engage in
if men neglected it ;—as we say, “The very stones would cry
out” if men were to keep silence when under an imperative obli-

gation to speak out]. .

¢. 8o much for the firet section of the first Book of the com-
mentary on the Aphorisms of Jaimini.}
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