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qRIIEAIRT AT | FHAGra feagarag gy w2 9g-
sAfeny arfas fagara: | Faag sfagafaafaans fagam—
AERIUFA FRIAVAFHATIIA: MarasIafaa: | @ qrATHgeT-
g gawi frafaad sgaafa ex 102 femaenre 3 avagavd
FeugaAIAOsy  gewarqsy faag  wa: seifafograEder ayq
fgrg-sia-atg-wewaran: sdafagragadsn: g1 ¥ wafagre @3
qeargaTfad: | weRgAq fagraar fafaaeamns s fafga
gfeqafaarfzs msifas: amEen &au o qofc @ wrgaEan-
HIR YA § wafq 7 g Az |

qAgAagd—afy amm aredagdaargfad g qdggd feeafg
gesfafengiead | ggar widaAT g gy afy fwlafc wgea
sty ggewar afadafy | #Aamy, WRAIRGT FEIANAT
zfa | qaaenfasgeami aged afa WfaReaaciean saaasifga
faad 1 arearcafa garg: asears garal: gaugifaarn: | 7 afc
guwada 1 aifegs ggofady @r@ar sagquyd | AAEAEIA:
Wfasgarfaaifoaeasaisty wedtan argawafra: ggan | w99
faeararT seg=aa 11

TRIFIEATEr: aRATGTASAIar | gl ag aaaatata’ =
sfagara: Fifagmer addfaq: soadERa: | fFaomE
st @l sorfamfad saggggaeat sadteqeaafeart aFa-
wauta AFEdaE svgraTgafaaaa: | vaks asafacagd
swig' ¢ =fg . wfay @ganElg awAsETafafa saafafe =
fafreay | @@ qAHAANT A I YA | 57 @lvEgeatia-
A YA | AT AT JIGA | qq;: TN qsfendg guad aya |
FuaEy qaar faearaeted satfaaayq

TddaEar ard afearesaamegang | ofwa sfy egama:
T sfa afgaisyg | afvarQienar gor gad feam: oo freas
STaq | ‘agang K qese aatamean fan’” gfy adateang-
qeg ey Aagfaay <Egarsea® gavs: asafid geae | A

2%. Bhargava, D., Jaina Ethics, Delhi, 1968, p. 17
Qe. dar, 3. 3 15, FHATEEAAY, L. 33
8. agaT, 1Y, 3 Ro. WA, 3. 4%
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60 Sanskrit Literature & [ndian Philosophy

g1 T@gar 3* | fag gaw § qrarfig guFdt 3 ¥ Y geaTH-uA-
FIA F-q2T AT &Y &, T@U a® a1 HA-Ff fges &7 gq qafa
#1 Paamifeat & of= ot § 1 A a0 g7 aF @7 A F9ar S
a% 5 ag oav sfq sy ara 7 & 1 qw F fau F 39 q@aiT gar
3 MT F—ATF AR F—IFF A, IAFT AT H3 A
AT F Qar § 1 g 9T H3 T AT FT FI1E I01F &Y 4T T 1, T
&1 fag @ 7137 a1 & gra ¥ 9@ 971 FT 43 FSwar 2

IJA FT CF AT TT & — AT |

29A FT 99 §—2@Ar1 | g7 @y &, feeg qard &) A, aad
¥ 99 ArA99ET 9 987 qrar  Sfafara 1 I@y §1 gg W awg
AT AEY, IATEHTT AZY, FTAEAA § | gAY geaw g fa wa safzq-
Tq FoqArAl ¥ A ngdr v Ardr @ FF azgaga g g 7E @an)
g9 €39 a1 3@ FgY 9719, S Fg gEU A I@T ITHT gH HqW T ALY
FT q1F | 27 aresAl ® qrFg agf, mexarFal F wfg goAr sfafear
ary gaig @ 8 1 fwT wr=aaf & ag wegar g 5 o=fa & wgamg
gAd & ag-A0A g1 sty 87 &% wex fag g wwar g ? wfa adwim
2, ag geg %1 qeqqE argraed fazaaw 2, freg gn gawt aafya-
qTH SATEAT H4H, IN AIAT G1EqT FeqAra] § T FT IAFT Y&
Yaar guied ®T A &, Sa% Hfaca &) 957 FTIF &) AT WAAE
— g 4 ¥an, #4106 WA was 0 fEeg @ w9 32 Ag &,
gt s waresy A §—ait wiT gesfagw A ¥ =fe
FT F19 T62T FT ATA—a! AT 2 | FfT FeT FT ATATEHIT FI@T §—
IY Hq¥ gued AT ug & faweqi F wregnw ¥ 9g J@ar, @yar
Igar g | gw @ar A4 3@ aFd, A g dar @ g I
argal 1 @t gT A TE G | g9 ‘wFW TE FT aFa ar w6
‘gaa’ &y F? gu ‘wmawm &1 gfawr az & ag ogw av ‘gfq’ a7
FY sreg w3 ?

@ad ¥7 % wfT ¥ Izaw F Nasl F 9 FE H gAw
faar av | z@faq @Y a7 &g fs ‘g @ ama #1 d|d go

- gadg, geasdifosr qar qrwdafa %, ga=aar, aw@d,
g8YY (Wo =To o U TJUTEATH), R. YO

3. 391, HAUAAY, $838, (Fo STo HUATA F), 1¥.§ Lo-2o0

v. dsewifafy, gar Ay, §. go.
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BlBk 2k 1 2 |Bhk 42 Bk %) Bk 2 1bB2 Bk bRk R 2k \®
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Ble 1% kb kb b DR) & b | RIKRJIEE $ |kelb k3 1L
i 2 1B k3b ¢ ik |2 botkkl-rowh 212 1D KELD 12142 Bk
121b2 ‘edhb D1B2 bk ; 2 B kle k3b22b @ DIk 2k B Rk &
SehB kak WD % Uob | B abllk Dokl R lzhek BE lbbe |y, Lo
bR kbl RiK & Bjb (kb WBlk o1k \kak 22:5 218K by 2 102
2% 29b3 2lek BE b 22eB lbbk Rk Bl & ik B, —1B18
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AT-TR-AGT F AENY-EUAT F1 GeqiFHA

QoY rarsdy F I AT FAFIEAT 1Y AZIqTSATT A FMfAA-
afw & wrga, aad 912 feede-arad® & gt & afafaa daa
& & ox 77T A1 w1 &, 9% ¥ Yo qua: qav © HaOw: ITAH
1 wei & araf ¥ @y Grar @ fF 3% % w79 S 9T
&TH ¥ AIAFT o &Y q°F Iq7s9 3, fqasr wgmorsary gdgaes
fagrqua ¥ afeeq faaca o fear & 12 g4 g9} & o SHA-as-
WIOT 1 Ffasy o F dq-ag-aray a1 w1 gfafqafa = sgr
ST gFHAT 3 |

gafasy st Sa-7a17 T famy aiw afae afs § 6k
qq-FqTT FY FAT ¥ A4-eq17 9 fa@y AA¥ oF-AA AEF § 159
AT IaF #ATT gEge) qeq WA AT F wsyqAl d fqq grAr-
;91 SA-ard & wedqre F faq fadwa: gsdw € owega
frass # Ja-aF W91 & 3T Tq1 F1 ¢F geArgA fHar wAv g fow
el & amifasast § a@a-aFaaml &1 [FIAHET QST FIB -
qr=aarst &1 fagraTaaa sqrgar #1 & ) sy § 5 faah o Jas
FY gATIAF 1 AIArAAeaF fy T & taay 9T Fa¥wa: ewy 7
AT § A1 sEIfaq Q8 eael & geargq @ fedl aes—fadom
AHATEA — &7 Freafas Fearga g qar g |

=gy w1 amreasifean

a7 FMfFTT F GIHT T7-HG-GUIA FT FIH HIGT ASHA(-
qug F A IS F1 faAwq w3F awg gafeqq guv ) agi o+F
dAarfasl & g9 A7 &1 @ogT 0 g 5 aghtaa grasd 13
ot gfsa &1 g1 3@ 9FIT FW@ § R Swar gAw ¥

. Sa-a%-arar, o qafosy gaenar St 94y, AgHIAET—FAFI,
To R
R. € fgEdt niiw gfreaa wifas, faeel, go R0s-3%0




e an O T II -  _AEm KA

& -TH-ATGT F AEAIG-TGHT T oqTHT 63

@YY I F AEAT AT A FeqA AG) fan, wa: Oy g fF uy
greasTd sfega adf &2 9g sgrarawar § fogd ¥ I}/ A
e T JTAT TGT 7 ¥ @Y ¥ g T qgAg” wAfa F ¥ §,
Hqaq: ¥ F FreAFIN G A fge | g@Hr gATarT ag g fw
S99 J4T AIAZ TIA IFT AT 4G g, AT J|WH 9%
greq ga-faza 3 sowd &Y, aar fradg: @veg Ol & gFF 99
¥ @Y 9T IqqraTATA F wgAg wv At grar ghEaga § 8, g
zad 9 1 greawifear fag @ Qidr

ITHFT FET 9T AT FI § q gy gAR IFG@ AW § | AAA
at aMfaaa st ¥ agt qdoa qar Iawaw suf &1t wr=ag faa-
wzafg N fadgEasarsT-ggg-3fa & & faar ¢ qdow
ghraal & forq 9:317 2@ eqm-fagas qdam 3 gaoeal &1 AraR
agl forar, 787 a1 ¥ =a1g-g9a & weq) ¥ ¢ a gexw glaqay &1 @
Joug FIJ 1% 3@ grIeT ¥ g FF1 AT AHAT g—NIT EAIT: Tg
gex WY § —fF dTaS-A9T ¥ AYFTT TG F U FA-4TT B
gaifza #T7 A F9ar ¥ aNfaag ot SAF TqT 9T A9 BT
@it gfraal w1 adf T aF7 T

farg fadiarasas-933-3fa & @adisww § At geanfasa st @
aF T g1 T A 934t § 1 faawzafo w1 g7 aF ag @ fv g@-
frm argren® 371G qeg & AT FaewT @ @A 19 ) wiEd
¥ FIF ¥ ATHT IAFY EqAGAA B Q @T F@r § — FAvHTAna-
aypaa: gfaoa: 9 wreg-awgm seaAfmana ggast® agt
frawzafa %t gfe &1 fade a9 g fFga =t feeai @
gaarq Jgffaa w1 4, wcga zgaafag & & dar 2, oa: @3

3. S9-gH-wI€T, 9o 3, qfEd 93-0¥

¥. 7gl gHEEw ga g7 § wmANw g aar gavg gar g ) Afac—
Wawrzrmaaisy Fgorsgagional @uEafa o (go 3, do QY)
try & B <fawes’ & w9 § SewEgag’ &9 Er Fifge

Y. SIA-aF-WINT, JeTH-a5951304, go 3% |
% 3 gfaqal & fau Ifae 9o fargses ared, dSq-aamg a9,

8RS, Jo %0
o. faAwraRaFwT-gg-afa, amr 390
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bk RiWIPEIPE lkk ; hhe | DiedhdBibdebjibhhakibh
k3hebhBD ‘b bRlkP k Phibhikk B ‘kakbd Dhrhabihh ik
Wb 2yt hpp kBsiph kiph, 22-—RinPerBipjiemis
:Bbk bjSkakd beBllkdeh beREskaeaiph L) BB kb
Ripk |2lbbRibkibhbiblzlak kB, Bjikb ‘DipEbipkbk
\Bekkt Balklkibliak: “alkkhe) |Behak 1k Lklikibbblle B

—B2 k2B bib) e Dbskbie) DB) & khb
| @ klbb22aB D (i 18B3 Ik 21%k)k 1bBE) 2h |1 | klk:
-p:k 1BB bl DEIB 1k | Risk)ilk klelk 2l 2 D2R1be 22
@D D) & krte 1D (% LR SEID blkb 2k B Shibk B2
BBk bBRK Bp 1 2 lkih 2B $b Bl b2k R 1blk 10238 2w b
Iblk Jbe \B b Jlt 2] ‘R lk2) 2@ DaRlh b Qab &0 |B 28 b
bRk ‘2 1k2) b 12sh BID Liths 1% |kDEIR bi) b DibSkbi)
%) 2 Be JLhER) l& Uk blpjlkk Dag) ‘2 Bp Ak 12 B DIE-DRE
-kalkt-tebebihlzk) lkbelf BE Ik 12k | 2 1be) £eRIDLEE Dk
b2aB [ Je 1R2)I%kolk @ Bk b |k kibliRk i LbBK B2

—IR2)1%kaKE \® kb

| 2Dl 518 |% ) klbbll D ¢ DE)F |2k hb Dre hi2R |k
blobjltk %) 2 1Bka1h 2k 2112 DRJBE | R Lkl k2] 2t |t BlRlkB
1 ebeb 2B ‘R BE hi2 |2 b b Def LR @ Dikskbi)

112k B b2k ‘D2Jlk 1B12 12 ®BJIEID
BlEbS 1% kXyE Dlkhlk %] 2 I1D&DH lis lhd) b halk hB)
% kbl 2k 1% BbED 262 | R 1RI2 Ikt Db EL)IEAD & Be g
bE 1R ‘2 2 bbbk 112 12 B bElbbIlyEbk Dlkbe & Bk 1D
BhEk | 2 31k 1bkkb) BE b beb | Us blElRER BBE | 1bb)
8 |2 lapb e bk BB Lk BishibEbRby Bob kb 26
Whek |k 2%Bd  be|RIPIEbK, 1B 1% b\bkl2k) b Us biokliRb
| 2 it BiehipEsjbiby bRk B b belkbidk) bE 1e 0)F B
«(2lek 12e 2b > BB 21 & 2k) R IRk 12\ Dbele
-eidk), 12k biBR | |BEb Lk |9 1Bk 2B) |k 12 Jiekk J& Bl
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-lkht 218K BE 12 B 1k (2 Rlepalk kEaS 21k ‘2 BB) tDe3 R 12B
B:b2B I kE:: IR B hidh Bhi) b Bbk-bd | 2k 1k 3 Pkib
BBE khB PhlUs (& hkidb-Ble |Be) Bb %) 2 1D2 BRE bidh) le
IR ldkalkls Ik 1R2J1ekolk 1% (Bd) | IRI2 12k BB 1D 1kknlk
I bk p BI2 Peab bR DK ‘R BbKE lbhhk 1% bk heS|bh
%) 2162% 1% 3h Da2B] | R 2BIDEY %hih 1GRA B heS|bhk
2k 2 102e D2k 2D0b) 1 boXlbh 2p Sjikk 2 21EmIK bk &)
2 @D 1e RPN BL 1k 2 RIeklk bk $) 2 163 babip bik e}
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iR 2 lkge) DBIK b ha Bwyb Dbk |G kbl bbl $2% 23 pe
£ Uo hiskjllk R Bab)l: s ko IBIk (g kDb BB 12 hiD $BE | 3
1BUs 1is jr 4eib DB |2 POh 21k 3 DRIDERIBK 1kEB belk Deb
-b2 I |lo kiekliRk it 2h k> 2% Dib |bhi &t bizB &) ID&b 2>
\Bk 1b8) Bk B \biDhak % k3lR-bRD | 2 lbb) 2 DEIK Lk RDIB
1 WF 1hd R 1bb) 122 D2bb) $hiplbk Bk b e bkl
o ! DIBBEDIE
~bIBBERIK> |bDL e paRl > |hhBE 13BBE] lhkek ‘DipdRBIRY
“inbdbbl |Bhl kR |2lkk ‘b ‘De BIE bhdK DI kb b Db
\2lbk, b3baBK b 12D BjbBaldlh b kak bhb) lkhk bk B
—3 Q2 210k b it Ihlit-gR-kle Us piobIBE Bijf \® fe2ep B
3! BelblkIRIBh2BERIBK2 b
-Dijlokarl b bhBE ‘DlekibbhilkdkE ‘Dlblb pElR3D
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2-t Be}h ‘R 0B ‘IRIR-GR-b J 23
RAL Lkl ‘BIE-B2B-halkkhbiblhlk)] *3 3

B2 Bhilkd kolblk 1 BlA3 bpeb | 2 1Blk khB Q2 Dhbilka
kolklls 1% Bihd bt Inlkt-teB-bls 2REk 1283 1& BEOb) & kheh

balblls Bjb

1 2 1k} 1Bk ShlK 2h
Bh3 B2 |& kb bble 2elih) B bk Rl 1Rk}lekalKb-102 1kl
i Bl 2l |@ B RS by kikllRk | 1RRR) |2k 12 RIkkk 1%
2hklbloche A Bk 2 1Rl |2 2hblhk |2 & IR bl & kb %)
2 BRIk le2e 2B Bk k2lh % hidnlkie Dbk bio) ¢ 1 2 1Rl
12 8b3 bhe) 2k (2 B> | BJE-22E-halk-kkiklbikk) | |2 RRIE
128 Deheltil 1213 22l Mk, 1Bk |k kloblilck Bio) BB |2 k2K le
BIZ hakk) Bk % |Bl2 Rk ‘2 IBIZ pSob 1k Bhblbkshe & bk R
B2 1b2 wybis 2 D12 kSeb Lk 1D:)l%kknls | kb g DR bk Db
D2 1Bk 12 |3k 1bD BieaDie Dy | 2112 2by e & B2 283
1B 21p12 2hy b DR hhk beb (o3 bakk) 2130k Lbib o DR 12
Dl D2 1Bk %) 8 1B 1BD BBE (2 kelk b blbs 1k, kPl |2k
o lBlekablRle ke bEl ki Blk bkp2lbhlchlklz  ‘Rlklbikke
B2 llemikleR|lEmls bhizhiklEie—DRie bBhi b1 2 3b 2
2215 |kl 2BE 20|12 PalbB ek 2D &) IBIh bk |2k |2 1Bb 2k
%) 2 B2 Bls 2%k B B b hhi Lik ble D) b Rh @ B2 k 2k
-leloche % kit b | $B bRk § lkR |% 1R2jleklkh-102 J1%kalk
% kit | 2 1Rls |2 Biiine (% wP1h %) 2 PR Sl ek BE 2hidb
L (B2 2% BB b 1By ©bit 3le g B3k %2 kBik kD b2k bR
e kiskltk bl Dae) | 1peh (B |2k BB} 2hbllblecke It kit it
2 ‘Dlis 2 it 2% 2113 ID2jlebalk @ kb 2k b hiks-h|R-kid
%) 2 Be hikityls, —Blbskltd BI2 bRabRhblklecke bR b bilbR
1R2lemnlK  1kiBsklelebBhleky bk b Dbk, — bijlk ek
| 3 1Rl |2 kadlke kB BRK BB 1% 2hklblcke $ kb 2k 2 LRl
12 Rolhb bek @lyEhBll 1 102)IS kalk |@ ki Bk & &b bE
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| 2 L& U klsbllltk ki It bidbik $Bjik BE Bk | 2 lhs) |2k
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THE CLASSIFICATION OF VARIETIES OF
HETU IN JAINA LOGIC

Vidyananda (9th Cent. A.D., has classified the varieties
of hetu into two categories : (i causal, (ii) non-causal.! There
is no doubt about it that since the time of Gautama® (500 B.C.
—300 A.D. ?) the importance of such cases where the proban
and probandum stand in cause-effect relation to each other
has been recognised with the result that all the five traditions
of the Naiyayikas, Vaisesikas, Samkhya, Buddhists aud JFainas
begin their discussion of the varieties of Aetu with a discussion
of cause-effect relationship between the proban and the pro-
bandum.

It is perhaps this relationship of cause and effect bet-
ween the probandum and the proban which has been severely
criticised by the Indian logicians throughout the history of
Indian logic. The contention that an effect can be inferred
from the cause appears to have been accepted by Vatsyayana®
(300 A.D.) without any discussion. But, the fact that he
immediately gave an alternative explanation of pirvavat,*
where the cause-effect relationship was not involved, points
to the fact that he was aware of some criticism of the doctrine
that effect can be inferred from the cause. It is very interests
ing to note that the example that he gives as a case of pirvavat
under its second interpretation is a case of the inference of
effect from the cause which is just the first interpretation of
the piirvavat though Vatsyayana himself does not take any note
of this fact.

1. Pramanapariksa, p. 72
2. Nyayasutra, 1.1.5

3. gaafafa ax sreqa Faag@ad | —Bhagya on Ibid, 1.1.5
4. a7 T qFafafa—a7 aaqd g@AgINTIa @A
TAFEATATT, T4T gHATHAfT | —1Ibid, 1.1.5.
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The fact that the Yuktidipika (6th Cent. A.D.) criticises
any inference of the effect from the cause saying that there
may be many obstacles like wind, etc., and the cloud may
not necessarily lead to rain® proves that the example of infer-
ence given by Vatsydyana was being challenged by his con-
temporaries. The ZYuktidipika pointed out that cause is a
complex idea and it is the whole complex of the cause which
could lead to the inference of the effect.® The Yuktidipika
criticises the inference of rain on the basis of flood saying that
the flood could be due to many such reasons as melting of
the snow or breach in a dam.” The valid inference, according
to the Yuktidipikd, of cause from the effect, would be the
inference of the root of the lotus from its leaves or the in-
ference of the seed from the sprout.® The Yuktidipika, thus,
found fault with the examples of cause-effect relationship and
tried to improve upon the previous examples by suggesting
new examples. It, however, supports the old examples also
after showing its invalidity through a far-fetched method of
eliminating the possibilities of other causes of flood in a parti-
cular territory at a particular time under particular conditions.®
But, this does not appear to be the first choice of the Yukti-
dipika. 1Tt is only out of regard for the predecessors that the
Yuktidipika takes upon itself to justify the views of earlier
authors.

A versatile author like Uddyotakara (6th Cent. A.D) who
himself belonged to the Nydya school could not remain satis-
fied with this half-hearted support of a work of an opponent

5. 7 fg waraisas ged: s wafa ararffafrasfay-
FEIATT | —Yuktidpika on Samkhyakarika, 5
6. uar WgIoSIfEETIAGEIAT  SATAIRAAT  FEAHIAHCBAT
AIYIAF T, qaT qAaq | Ibid., 5
7. adiqeen fg ffaowasfad wadife  fenfamamagagas-
wrerfe Ibid., 5,
8. I=Id 7ar afg ot wcar avgw  whowd wegd ar qedar
dSisfafa zz?qaq \ Yuktidipika on Samkhyakéarika, &
9. @ Ia1 wafgni feafamaadiai wsmfasd: sfove
frag aar gaaway sfaafasiafa —Ibid,
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school. He. therefore, justified the case of an inference of the
effect from the cause by saying that the effect is inferred as
an attribute of the cause. Itis, asit were, the potentiality
of the cause to give birth to the effect which is inferred and
not the effects which is not even available at the time of the
inference and cannot, therefore, be inferred according to the
dictum ‘Frygesy 7 faufia =aa: gaqy’. Similarly, according
to Uddyotakara, cause is also to be inferred from the effect only
as its part.10

The fact that paksadharmata of hetu was considered to be a
necessary condition for inference was taken care of by Uddye-
takara by saying thatin the example of the inference of rain
in the upper regions by looking at the flood in the river in the
lower regions, it is not the rain in the upper region which is
inferred, but it is the relationship of the river with the upper
regions which are full of rains, which is inferred. There is
no reference to the time factor in this inference.’* It was, thus,
through a very shrewd interpretation that Uddystakara could
defend the position of his predecessors.

This interpretation, however, could not carry conviction
with the logicians of the opponent school like Dharmakirti
(7th Cent. A.D.) who accepted that effect necessarily pre-
supposes a cause and, therefore, the cause can be inferred from

10. afz gragawd: sR@IuAg  Faffaa sfoag  gfy ?
geifed..| o9 gREAgHIad g7 W a7 sl ?
gaafy arfeq, FEFRUATAFINAR 1. . FIOIAATH F-
wgHtad sfa garuisgamgst fafa o # 1 gafaagamga ?
argeesy 7 fadfid =g sadd f7 1. 54 g safade-
QAR qurgaagHad gfa gan: |
.03 quifasafy sareday | adrfr FU FraeaTFIAN-
a1 efa Nyayavaritika 1.15

11. =9 RadqQ 7&i aqam afkafeend gagamafy safy-
FIqcArq ? Aafgfeag@amgae adqe: femafg 2 aar g@r-
afafengaaarafaaagiag adgaqga. . wiasafq, w@-
wrfqafaaag @ siEg F19 saRy 5fT )

} Ibid, 1.1.5
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th= effect, but a cauiz do=s not necessarily give birth to the
effect and therefore no effect can be inferred from a cause.!?

But this objection of the Buddhists did not stop the ortho-
dox systems from continuing their tradition. The Gaudapada-
bhiagya (700 A.D.) of Samkhyakarikd repeats the concept of
purvavat as given by Vaisyayana with the same example. He,
however, changes the concept of Segavat altogether by making
it identical with the sthalipulakanyaya as it were.13

It was at this stage of the controversy that Bhatta Akala-
mka (750 A.D.) the first Jaina logician to deal with this pro-
blem, entered into arena. He sided with the non-Buddhist
logicians by accepting that effect can be inferred from the
cause just as in the inference of the shade from the tree.¥ By
giving this example Akalamka contributed in the following
three ways : (i) He could give an example of a valid inference
of the effect from the cause. (i7) He could introduce the idea
that there could be a case where the cause and effect could
be simultaneous and not in succession. Therefore, he calls
these wvarieties of hetu not merely effect and eause but as
simultaneous effect and simultaneous cause. In fact, Akala-
mka appears to have been influenced by the examples given
by Anuyoga-dvara where the example of inference of blossoming
of lotus from the rising of sun has been quoted as an example
of inference of effect from the cause.® (ii7) In this example
he could show that the effect could be actually inferred from
the cause and we need not go into the hair splitting method
of Uddyotakara, viz., that it is the potential effect not the effect
itself which can be inferred from the cause. In fact, the
example that was given by him could also safely meet the
objection of Uddyoiakara that a non-existent object is not to be
inferred because here the effect also actually exists at the time
of inference,

Though the Jainas did not appear to have entered into

12. MNyayabindu., p. 35.

13. FUFgIT—agRIdT® Tqqq AIQATHT AuEATAET qIq-
W gfa )

14. Pramanasangraha, 29-30

15. Anuyogadvara, Sutra, 147
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the controversy raised by Udlyotakara as to whether the past
or the future objects can be inferred or not, it was Fayamangala
commentary of the Samkhyakarika (9th Cent. A.D.) which
asserted in unmistakable terms that preceding cause can lead
to the inference of succeeding effect and vice versa. In fact,
the Fajamangald interpreted piirvavat and Segavat as inferences
regarding future objects and past objects respectively.l® Tt
appears to be a very bold step on the part of this commentary
in view of the fact that Uddyotakara has definitely rejected
the idea of any inference of a succeeding effect from a preced-
ing cause and the Buddhist logicians have altogether denied
the possibility of such an inference. It also goes to the credit
of this commentator that in the sphere of logic he did not try
to evade the main issue under the shelter of the metaphysical
doctrine of its own system, viz., Satkdryavada, i.e. the effect is
always present in its cause.

Vidyananda (9th Cent. A.D.) the next Jaina logician, did
not make any substantial contribution to the main problem as
to whether inference is possible on the cause-effect relationship
but contributed indirectly by raising the number of varieties
of hetus giving full importance to such varieties which are
based on cause effect relationship in the positive as well as
in the negative sense.l” He also referred to some indirect
cause effect relationship where one cause is related to another
effect through the medium of an intermediatory cause. He
could enumerate as many as sixteen varieties under this sub-
heading alone.18

Vacaspaii (9th Cent. A.D.) is not so much occupied in
proving that cause can be inferred from the effect as he appears
to be anxious to show that the classification of the Buddhists
regarding the types of hetus is wrong. He has, in fact, tried
to prove that there is no relationship of cause and effect bet-
ween the fire and the smoke because both of them are not

16. wiasaaqqraarg qFaggA™Y.. gAAgargars q9aq |
Jayamangala on Samkhyakarika, 5

17. Pramanapariksa. pp. 73-75

18. Ibid. pp. 73-74
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in succession but simultaneous.!® It fact, such was his anxiety
not to accept cause-effect relationship even where it was
obvious that as an example of an inference of an effect from
the cause he could find an illustration in a very abnormal
case of a deaf inferring the sound of the drum produced by the
cause of the beating of the drum by his own hands.?® This type
of example could hardly lead towards any clearer understand-
ing of the problem,

In fact, there have been such advanced works as that of
Udayana in the field of Nydya, Samkhyatattvakaumudi in the field
of Samkhya and Pramanamimamsa in the field of Jaina logic,
yet they hardly add anything new pertaining to the problem
with which we are concerned here and we would, therefore,
like to make the following observations of our own at this stage
regarding theficases of inference where the proban and the
probandum are related to each other as cause and effect or
vice versa.

1. We feel that the cause is sometimes precedent to the
effect and sometimes it is simultaneous with the effect. As an
example where the cause is simultaneous we can quote from
Bhatta Akalaimka who says that shade could be inferred from
trees. It may, however, be noted here that it is a case of
what is named as Vigamavyapti where the scope of probandum
is larger than that of the proban. An example of samavyapti
where the scope of proban and the probandum is co-extensive
is not found in the works of ancient authors but could be
formulated as the inference of smoke from fire in conjunction
with wet fuel or in inference of bondage of sinful actions from
pain.

2. It is not correct to say that only simultaneous effect
can be inferred from simultaneous cause. We can validly
infer that the temperature of water will rise because heat is

19. = fz ggaan sEAFEr SEARIRIFY, #fT g SI@FT...

ud YARART: QEFF CAGHAT T g IqATARI: |
—Tatparyattkd on Nydyasitra, 1.1.5.
20. wfy = afyq gragaafaga canfgarfraarRs s
g aE @ss farrgRgfadiad | Ibid. 1.1.5
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being given to it. We are, however, not able to formulate the
casc of inference of an effect from a precedent cause in case of
a Vigamavyapti. It is perhaps not possible for the simple reason
that if the scope of the two—the cause and the effect—is differ-
ent and there is a time gap between the two there is always a
possibility of an exception which may contradict the invariable
concomitance between the two.

3. The proban implies the probandum and one proban
may imply many things but it depends upon one who infers as
which object he wants to be treated as a probandum. It is
perfectly all right in this context to infer fire from smoke in
the stock example of inference in Indian logic but in case this
example is to be treated as a case of inference of the cause from
the effect as is being done by almost all the Faina logicians,
then it would be proper that we say that we infer fire in con-
junction with wet fuel from smoke and not simply fire for the
following reasons : (1) By Karana or cause we mean Karana or
the extraordinary cause otherwise the Buddhist’s objection will
stand valid that every cause does not lead to effect necessarily.
(11) When in case of an inference of effect from cause we take
the exact cause into account, there is no reason that the same
should not be done while making an inference of the cause
from the effect, It is improper, in fact, to use a single term
loosely in a science like logic in two different senses in the
same context. (ii2)When a more precise knowledge can be had
from an organ of knowledge, there is no reason that we should
not have it in preference to a vague knowledge. = There, the
inference shall be.

1. mEaqagFaalgaEy odq: gar |
and not
2. afgArms oqa: qATq |

With these observations we proceed to the second variety
of the heius viz., the non-causal variety.

According to Vatsyayana, Samanyatodrsta inference is
based on a heiu whose invariable concomitance is based on
experience.?? He illustrates this by giving the case of inference
of the gait of Sun through its change of position whichis ob-

21. Bhasya, lL.1.5.
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viously a case of an invalid inference.?? Segavat, also under its
second interpretation, is a case of non-causal /efu as it is a
case of inference of one alternative out of many possible alter-
natives by eliminating the rest of the possible alternatives.®
Under the second interpretation of Samanyatodysta also
the example given is that of the inference of Atman through
desires, etc. Here the proban and the probandum are not
perceivable.?4

The Yuktidipika adopts a very critical approach with
regard to non-causal type of hetus. It says that any case of
inference where the probandum is perceivable is not a case of
Samanyatodrgta at all.?> The exclusive featurc (Wﬁﬁ) of
Samanyatodrgta cannot be Vyaptigraha or knowledge of invariable
concomitance since it is common to all types of inference?®.
The Yuktidipikakara was intelligent enough to make fun of the
inference of the gait oi Sun through the change in its position
(given by Vatsydyana) by comparing it to another obviously
invalid inference of the growth of the houses by the analogy of
the growth of trees.?” The exclusive feature of the Sdmanyato-
drsta, according to the Yuktidipika is the inference of non-
perceivable object. Sdmanyatodrsta, thus, will not represent the
non-causal hetu.

22. FSAIYEAFAAA FeeRATA g@Atafa, qur @ifzoren qee-

eeagcagEaTAifzae asafa | —1bid., 1.1.5.
23. awawm afwwe: @ = gasanfaddsaAagitesaa
qrea g | —Ibid., 1.1.5
24. @rATAql g2 A9 FAISAEd fagafagfoan ava®r Fafaedq
fagmen araraRTaa fagd 1w —Ibid., 1.1.5.
25. FATAWFAA!  FEHAFAMATEAEA FrATEHRATAT Fafer:
AT | —Yuktidipika, 5.
26. ¥dF7 @AW FAfAzdAIEafEgeararay asad-
qsgtward gfaoag —Ibid., 5,

27. g@ar  3FEA  AAFIEAFAATCTHIA AR g s A T
[MrFARARARTHAT | qq1 SEEiEAr gfggdd decaye-
avatafgaaeqdial ddaadarg Ifagday | Ibid., 5.
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Uldystakara appears to have been impressed by the criti-
cism of the Yuttidipika of the gait of Sun. He, therefore, denies
that the change of position of Sun can be ascertained at all2,
And though he does not challenge the validity of this inference,
yet the roundabout way in which he justifies the conclu-
sion of this inference?® shakes the very root of the first interpre-
tation of the sdmanyatodysta inference. Uddyotakara also denies
any cause-effect relationship between fire and smoke and says
that fire is inferred only as an attribute of smoke?0. Uddyotakara
has, thus, enhanced the scope of non-causal hetu. Uddyotakara
does not accept the position of the Yuktidipika or even Vatsya.
yana that the probandum is unperceivable in the case of the
Saman yatodrgta because if it is accepted as imperceivable at the
time of inference, then every probandum is such and it is
imperceivable under all circumstances, then it cannot become
an object of inference because an object which is not obtaina-
ble cannot be inferred as pointed out earlier,

Dharmakirti divided the non-causal hetus into svabhava and
anupalabdhi. Leaving aside the anupalabdhi which is a negative
hetu, the Buddhist logicians divide the non-causal hetus into
two : svabhdva and tadatmya. The example of svabhavahetu is the
inference of tree from $imsipd. Svabhava is an analytic notion.
Tadatmya is not to be confused with identity. It expresses a

28. gy AifeasamagaEiafy | aq T g™ $9-
qIHIEA gfT 1
afz aragqufanmifec sfa sgfad | ag ¥ sfwed ?
Taifeana: fefsagarag fagmfa | —afg afag: sfeEg
e gwafq | A @y AEwERE WA |

IugsATIAHd | T T afaifeq qEATE AraiagT-
Zaaq | —Nyaya Varttika, 1.1.5

29. wranfaaguE ag1 wagEEitad: 1 —Ibid, 115
30, «fg gwvrAl F3d Arafiayg w, @sagfaEg ) @ T

FIEARTE: |, Jagarsgaa vafa, afaag gu g
—Ibid., 1.1.5.

31. afz aargag gar gucas:, gar gatgaEaafs favgaag-

Fq | 79 T Farfweas:, §9 qfg AGAEAT 7399 | SAG
= wafg—argaasy a1 faafa gfa —1Ibid, 1.1.5




The Classification of Varieties of Hetu in Jaina Logic 81

relation between two classes where one includes the other.
The stock example of inference in Aristotle’s logic, »iz., they
are mortal because they are men, is implied by Dharmakirti in
svabhdva 3?

Gaudapdda hardly adds anything new to the concept of
non-causal hetu and sticks to the old example of inference of the
gait of planets overlooking the objections raised by the Yukti-
dipika and Uddyotakara. Samanyatodysta, according to Gaudapada,
is a case of inference based on prior perception®.

Akalafika alongwith other Jain logicians has made a
remarkable contribution to Indian logic by (i) naming what is
known as tadatmpa amongst the Buddhists, as vpdpaka which is
certainly a better name than (ddatmya to suggest inclusion of
one class into another class, (ii) and by classifying the non-
causal hetus into predecessor, successor and simultaneous.3
These three types of hetus have perhaps not been mentioned
by any other logician in India though they are accepted as
valid in modern logic. The Manameyodaya of Narayana
Bhatta, of course, gives an example of the succeeding pro-
bandum from the preceding hetu, though he classifies it under
zsz and not under F¥wTE, which he does not mention at all,
These three types of hetus are based purely upon orderly
successiveness and simultaneity.

Out of these two, the fact of simultaneity appears to have
been noted by the Sdmkhyas also who have two different tradi-
tions about the seven types of relations—one given by Faya-
mangala®® and the other quoted by Vacaspati in his commentary

32. Barlingey, S.S., A Modern Introduction to Indian Logic,
pp. 134-135
33. g1 gfeqaraedaeaa  gfeear e sfo aweEdEsE
argafa | gaeawFIaT e |
—Gaudapada, on Samkhyakarika, 5
34. Pramanasamgraha, Karikas, 29, 30
35. QFEIRT T q—aT Q@earaaEaras; — Ifafasrgrasa: —
FARTOTAE: —qTATAFGET  —FTRAG A FTT:— -
girgarara. — Jayamangala, Karika 5
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on the Nydyasiitra® Both of the traditions mention Saha-
carya Sambandha. The case of Vyapaka hetu is mentioned in the
tradition quoted by Vdcaspati under the name mdtrda. The
main opponent of Vacaspati, however, regarding the types of
inference known as tadatmya amongst the Buddhists, matrd
amongst the Samkhyas, the Vydpaka amongst the Fainas and
Sambhava by the Pauranikas are the Buddhists. The Sanmkhyas
have been referred to secondarily by Vacaspati in this connec-
tion?” and the Jainas have been ignored altogether.

We can safely conclude from what has been said above
that :

(1) The Jaina logicians have made a major contribution
to Indian logic by pointing out that it is not only simultaneity
(sahacarya) between the proban and the probandum which
leads to valid inference but it is also fixed order in succession
(kramabhava) of the proban and probandum which leads to
valid inference.

(i) The Jainas could point out to this new type of hetu
because they did not consider Paksadharmata (subsistance in
the subject) as a necessary condition of hetu. Tt was in fact
Uddyotakara who by his shrewd interpretation of the illustration
of inference given by Vatsyayana impliedly insisted on Pakga-
dharmta of hetn even though Vatsyayana has clearly indicated
that objects pertaining to all the three times past, present and
the future—can become the object of inference, Uddyotakara
clearly insisted that the time of the object to be inferred is not
relevant. This view of Ud7yotakara did not find support at
least amongst the Samkhyas because the Fayamangala continued
to insist that the three types of inference are meant for infer-
ring objects pertaining to three times future, past and present
respectively. This controversy implied the question of Pakga-
dharmata indirectly and the Jainas strongly held the view that

36. armfafaaadifr-fadfaag=nffy: |
TEaTfagsanaTE: g aeErgar |

Tatparyyavrttitika 1.16 :

37. wddx - arfafaagafe ousd afeasag
—Ibid 1.1.5




