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INTRODUCTION 

The t i t l e o f t h e T h e s i s i s N a m e s a n d P a r t i c u l a r s : A 

s t u d y i n D i g n a g a a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n . N a t u r a l l y , t h e q u e s t i o n 

a r i s e s w h a t i s s o common b e t w e e n D i g n a g a a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n ?. 

The t i m e g a p b e t w e e n D i g n a g a a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n i s a b o u t 

t h i r t e e n h u n d r e d y e a r s . I s i t t h e c a s e t h a t W i t t g e n s t e i n h a s 

b e e n i n f l u e n c e d by D i g n a g a ? . M o r e o v e r , D i g n a g a w r o t e in. t h e 

c o n t e x t o f r e l i g i o u s m i l i e u i .e . . Buddh i sm w h e r e a s , 

W i t t g e n s t e i n d id n o t v / r i t e i n b a c k g r o u n d o f a n y r e l i g i o n . 

G a u t a m , t h e Buddha w a s b o r n i n 6 t h C e n t u r y B.C. 

Buddhism a r o s e a s a p r o t e s t a g a i n s t c e r t a i n d o c t r i n e s , 

b e l i e f s a n d p r a c t i c e s o f Hinduism. In d u e c o u r s e o f t i m e , 

i .e . , a t t h e t i m e o f A s h o k a , i t b e c a m e t h e s t a t e r e l i g i o n . 

The e a r l y p h a s e o f Buddh i sm i s known a s H i n a y a n a . The l a t e r 

p h a s e o f Buddh i sm i s known a s Mahayana . I t i s u s u a l l y t a k e n 

f o r g r a n t e d t h a t t h e r e i s no p h i l o s o p h y i n H inayana . I t i s 

p u r e l y r i t u a l i s t i c . W h a t e v e r l i t t l e p h i l o s o p h y i s t h e r e i n 

Buddhism, i s t o b e f o u n d i n M a h a y a n a only . B u t t h i s n e e d t o 

b e r e v i e w e d . I t i s t i - u e t h a t Buddh i sm a r o s e a s a r e l i g i o n . 

B u t i n d u e c o u r s e o f t i m e , t h e B u d d h i s t m o n k s t o o k k e e n 

i n t e r e s t i n p h i l o s o p h i c a l i s s u e s . To w h a t e x t e n t t h e 

B u d d h i s t m o n k s t o o k i n t e r e s t i n l o g i c a l p r o b l e m i s e v i d e n t 

f r o m t h e d e b a t e b e t w e e n B u d d h i s t s a n d N a i y a y i k a s f o r a b o u t 

s i x h u n d r e d y e a r s . I t i s n o t on ly B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h y b u t 

o t h e r B r a h m i n i c a l p h i l o s o p h i c a l s y s t e m s a l s o d e v e l o p e d i n t h e 

c o n t e x t o f r e l i g i o n . I t wil l n o t b e i n a p p r o p r i a t e t o s a y 

t h a t I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y o r i g i n a t e d i n m o n a s t e x - i e s a n d M a t h a s 

by m o n k s a n d w a n d e r e r s . E v e n t h e e a r l y p h a s e o f Buddh i sm 

cou ld n o t e x t r i c a t e i t s e l f f r o m p h i l o s o p h i c a l p r o b l e m s . The 

A b h i d h a r m i k a s c o n t a i n s t h e p h i l o s o p h i c a l i n s i g h t o f t h e 

e a r l y p h a s e o f Buddhism. The A b h i d h a r m i k a s d e v e l o p e d a t y p e 

o f p h i l o s o p h i c a l a t o m i s m c o m p a r e d t o t h a t o f R u s s e l l a n d 

e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n . The M a h a y a n i k a s a n d Madhyamikas 

d e v e l o p e d a p h i l o s o p h y wh ich i s c o m p a r a b l e t o t h a t o f l a t e r 



W i t t g e n s t e i n . W h a t I w i s h t o s u g g e s t i s t h a t e v e n i f 

t h i r t e e n h u n d r e d y e a r s d i v i d e W i t t g e n s t e i n f r o m D i g n a g a , y e t 

b o t h D i g n a g a a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n r e a c t a l m o s t i n i d e n t i c a l 

m a n n e r t o s i m i l a r p r o b l e m s . By t h i s , we do n o t m e a n t o imply 

t h a t W i t t g e n s t e i n did r e a d Buddhism b u t t h e f a c t r e m a i n s 

t h a t e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n w a s i n f l u e n c e d by S c h o p e n h a u e r a n d 

S c o p e n h a u e r w a s i n f l u e n c e d by Buddhism a n d U p a n i s a d a s . 

T h e r e i s n o e v i d e n c e t h a t t h e l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n r e a d 

N a g a r j u n a a n d D ignaga . 

Though Buddhism o i - i g i n a t e d i n I n d i a , y e t i t r e m a i n e d 

i n i t s h o m e l a n d on ly f o r f i f t e e n h u n d r e d y e a r s . F r o m 

t h e m a t i c s t a n p o i n t i t c a n b e d i v i d e d i n t o t h r e e d i s t i n c t 

p e r i o d e a c h p e r i o d c o n s i s t i n g o f f i v e h u n d r e d y e a r s . The 

f i r s t p e r i o d i s c h a r a c t e r i s e d by p l u r a l i s m In s h o r t , t h e 

p h i l o s o p h e r s o f t h i s p e r i o d b e l i e v e i n p l u r a l i s t i c 

d o c t r i n e s T h e r e w e r e e x t r e m e a s wel l a s m o d e r a t e t h i n k e r s 

d u r i n g t h i s p e r i o d . T h o s e who a d v o c a t e d e x t r e m e d o c t r i n e s 

a r e known a s S a r v a s t i v a d i n s . T h o s e who a d v o c a t e d m o d e r a t e 

d o c t r i n e s w e r e known a s t h e V a s t i p u t r i y a s . The f i r s t p e r i o d 

w a s p r e d o m i n a n t l y r e l i g i o u s . The m o n k s w e r e i n t e r e s t e d i n 

t h e i r p e r s o n a l s a l v a t i o n o r N i r v a n a . In t h i s r e s p e c t t h e 

B u S d h i s t s s h a r e t h e s a m e common p r o g r a m m e o f o t h e r 

B r a h m a n i c a l s y s t e m s . 

F r o m 5 t h c e n t u r y A.D. o n w a r d s , a r a d i c a l c h a n g e t o o k 

p l a c e i n Buddhism . T h i s i s o t h e r w i s e known a s t h e s e c o n d 

p e r i o d o f Buddhism. T h i s p e r i o d l a s t e d f o r f i v e h u n d r e d 

y e a r s . The r a d i c a l p l u r a l i s m o f t h e f i r s t p e r i o d c h a n g e d i n t o 

r a d i c a l monism. M y s t i c i n t u i t i o n a s a s o u r c e o f k n o w l e d g e 

w a s a d v o c a t e d a n d p e r s o n a l s a l v a t i o n w a s r e p l a c e d by 

s a l v a t i o n o f mankind . T h e r e w e r e e x t r e m e a n d m o d e r a t e 

t h i n k e r s d u r i n g t h i s p e r i o d t o o . The e x t r e m e o n e s w e r e known 

a s P r a s a n g i k a . The m o d e r a t e o n e s w e r e known a s S v a t a n t r i k a . 

N a g a r j u n a a n d Deva b e l o n g t o t h e e x t r e m e g r o u p a n d B h a v y a 

b e l o n g s t o t h e m o d e r a t e g r o u p . B u d d h i s t l o g i c a n d 

m e t a p h y s i c s d e v e l o p e d d u r i n g t h i s p e r i o d . The P h i l o s o p h e r s 



o f t h i s p e r i o d a r e b r o a d l y known a s Madhyamikas . 

The 3 r d p e r i o d w a s i n a u g u r a t e d by t h e b r o t h e r s s a i n t 

A s a n g a a n d m a s t e r V a s u b a n d h u . D u r i n g t h i s p e r i o d l o g i c a n d 

m e t a p h y s i c t o o k p r e c e d e n c e o v e r r e l i g i o n a n d m o r a l i t y . G r e a t 

a n d m o n u m e n t a l w o r k s i n l o g i c w a s c r e a t e d d u r i n g t h i s 

p e r i o d . The e x t r e m e t h i n k e r s o f t h i s p e r i o d w e r e known a s 

A g a m a n u s a i ' i n . A s a n g a a n d V a s u b a n d h u b e l o n g t o t h i s g r o u p . 

The m o d e r a t e t h i n k e r s a r e known a s N y a y a v a d i n s . D i g n a g a a n d 

D h a r m a k i r t i b e l o n g t o t h i s g r o u p . 

Many s t u d i e s h a v e b e e n c o n d u c t e d b o t h on Buddhism a n d 

W i t t g e n s t e i n . B o o k - l e n g t h a r t i c l e s a n d b o o k - l e n g t h 

p u b l i c a t i o n s h a v e a l s o appea i^ed o n b o t h W i t t g e n s t e i n a n d 

Buddhism. S c h o l a r s b o t h E a s t e r n a n d W e s t e r n h a v e t a k e n k e e n 

i n t e r e s t in Buddhism. B u t l a r g e m a j o r i t y o f t h e m h a v e 

t r e a t e d Buddhism a s a f o r m o f r e l i g i o n . Very f ew s c h o l a r s 

h a v e t r e a t e d Buddhism f r o m p h i l o s o p h i c a l s t a n d p o i n t . 

T.R.V.Murti i s a n e x c e p t i o n Mui>ti i s a p h i l o s o p h e r a n d h i s 

book "The C e n t r a l C o n c e p t o f B u d d h i s m " i s a n a t t e m p t t o 

u n d e r s t a n d Madhyamika p h i l o s o p h y f r o m K a n t i a n p o i n t .He 

t r e a t s N a g a r j u n a a s a K a n t i a n . S u n y a t a o r e m p t i n e s s h a s b e e n 

c o m p a r e d w i t h n o u m e n o n o f K a n t . B u t no a t t e m p t ( e x c e p t 

G u d m u n s e n ' s , G a n f i e l d ' s a n d R o b i n s o n ' s ) h a s b e e n made t o 

u n d e r s t a n d a n d i n t e r p r e t Buddhism i n c o n t e m p o r a r y i d i o m s . 

E v e r y p h i l o s o p h e r h a s t o b e u n d e r s t o o d i n c o n t e m p o r a r y 

i d i o m s . I t may n o t b e o u t o f p l a c e t o q u o t e S t r a w s o n i n t h i s 

c o n t e x t : 

If there ar-e no new tr'uth^s to be discoi^er-ed, there ane 
old truths to be r-ediscouered. Fon though the central 
s-ubject matter of des'cr-ipti.xje metaphysics' does not 
change, the crxtxcal and analytic idiom of philosophy 
changes constantly. Penm.anent relationships ar-e 
descr-ibed in an imper~m.anent idiom, Vifhich neflects both 
the age's clim.ate of thought and individual 
philosopher-''s personal style of thinking. No 
philosopher- understands his pr-edecessors until he has re­
thought their- thought in his oin^n contem.por-ary ter-ms. 



I t i s a f a c t t h a t a n c i e n t I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h i c a l t r a d i t i o n 

i s n o t a l i v i n g o n e . The t r a d i t i o n h a s c o m e t o a s t o p . E v e n 

b o o k s o f c e r t a i n t h i n k e r s a r e n o t a v a i l a b l e . E v e n P r a m a n a 

S a m u c c a y a Chence f o r w a r d P.S.) o f D i g n a g a i s n o t a v a i l a b l e 

i n i t s f u l l f o r m . O n e h a s t o d e p e n d o n s e c o n d a r y o r t e r t i a r y 

w o r k s f o r h i s work . F u r t h e r , c e r t a i n i m p o r t a n t w o r k s on 

Buddhism ai-e n e i t h e r a v a i l a b l e i n P a l i n o r i n S a n s k i - i t . They 

a r e a v a i l a b l e i n C h i n e s e , T i b e t a n o r i n J a p a n e s e . L a n g u a g e 

c o m e s a s a b a r r i e r . M o r e o v e r , t h e d i s a p p e a r a n c e o f Buddhism 

f r o m I n d i a h a s c a u s e d many i m p o r t a n t B u d d h i s t t e x t t o 

d i s a p p e a r . I t made i t s way t o o t h e r c o u n t r i e s . F u r t h e r , i n 

I n d i a n U n i v e r s i t i e s , I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y i n c l u d i n g Buddhism 

h a s n o t b e e n g i v e n t h e s a m e i m p o r t a n c e l i ke t h a t o f W e s t e r n 

p h i l o s o p h y . A t r a d i t i o n b e c o m e s l i v e l y a n d v i b r a n t on ly w h e n 

i t i s p e r s u e d a n d e x a m i n e d f r o m t i m e t o t i m e w i t h a l l 

s e r i o u s n e s s . B u t u n f o i - t u n a t e l y , t h i s i s n o t s o i n c o n t e x t o f 

I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y . As a r e s u l t , I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y i s 

t r e a t e d a s a f o r m o f m y t h o l o g y a n d r e l i g i o n by W e s t e r n 

s c h o l a r s . I t i s n o t b e i n g t r e a t e d o n p a r w i t h E u r o p e a n 

p h i l o s o p h y . The r e a s o n s a r e o b v i o u s . W h a t e v e r c l a s s i c a l 

I n d i a n t e x t s a r e a v a i l a b l e , a r e n o t b e i n g d i s c u s s e d o r 

e x a m i n e d i n c o n t e m p o r a r y i d i o m s . 

The p r e s e n t e s s a y i s a n humble a t t e m p t t o u n d e r s t a n d 

a n d i n t e r p r e t D i g n a g a i n c o n t e m p o r a r y i d i o m s . Ludwig 

V / i t t g e n s t e i n i s t r e a t e d a s o n e o f t h e m o s t o u t s t a n d i n g 

p h i l o s o p h e r o f c o n t e m p o r a r y p e r i o d . T h o u g h s c h o l a r s o p i n e 

t h a t t h e r e a r e t w o W i t t g e n s t e i n s i .e . <1> e a r l y C2> l a t e r , y e t 

t h e f a c t r e m a i n s t h a t i t i s W i t t g e n s t e i n who g a v e r i s e t o 

t w o d i s t i n c t m o v e m e n t s i n c o n t e m p o r a r y p h i l o s o p h y . His f i r s t 

b o o k T r a c t a t u s L o g i c o - P h i l o s o p h i i c u i s i n s p i r e s l o g i c a l 

p<:^sitivism. The l a t e r w o r k " P H i l o s o p h i c a l I r i v e s t i g a t i o n " 

Chence f o r w a r d ' P I ' ) i n s p i r e s w h a t i s known a s l i n g u i s t i c 

a n d c o n c e p t u a l a n a l y s i s . The A n g l o - A m e r i c a n p h i l o s o p h y i s 

g r e a t l y i n f l u e n c e d by W i t t g e n s t e i n I t i s d e b a t a b l e w h e t h e r 

p h e n o m e n o l o g y . E x i s t e n t i a l i s m , Marx i sm h a v e a n y t h i n g common 
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wit-h l i n g u i s t - i c o r c o n c e p t - u a i a n a l y s i s . H o w e v e r , t^he 

ob jec t^ ive o f t-he d e s e r t - a t . i o n i s not- t-o f i n d out- t-he c l o s e 

a f f i n i t y i f a n y , be t -ween a n a l y t i c p h i l o s o p h y o n t-he o n e 

h a n d a n d p h e n o m e n o l o g y a n d E x i s t e n t - i a l i s m o n t h e o t h e r hand . 

S i m i l a r l y , i t i s n o t o u r o b j e c t i v e t o f i n d o u t a n y 

c o n c e p t u a l a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n D i g n a g a , P h e n o m e n o l o g y a n d 

E x i s t e n t i a l i s m . R a t h e r , o u r o b j e c t i v e i s t o f i n d o u t t h e 

c o n c e p t u a l a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n D i g n a g a a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n . 

Buddhism i s u s u a l l y a s s o c i a t e d w i t h K s a n a b h a n g a v a d a 

< m o m e n t a r i n e s s > , N a i r a t m a v a d a < n o - s o u l ) , P r a t i t y a s m u t p a d a 

( d e p e n d e n t o r i g i n a t i o n ) , S u n y a v a d a C e m p t i n e s s ) a n d N i r v a n a 

( s a l v a t i o n ) . On t h e s u r f a c e i t g i v e s a n i m p r e s s i o n t h a t 

Buddhism d e a l s v / i t h t h i n g s o f e s o t e r i c a n d t r a n c e n d e n t a i i n 

n a t u r e . I f a t a l l i t h a s s h o w n a n y i n t e r e s t i n l o g i c a n d 

m e t a p h y s i c s , i t i s t a n g e n t i a l a n d a c c i d e n t a l . B u t a s a 

m a t t e r o f f a c t . Buddh i sm f r o m t h e v e r y b e g i n n i n g h a s b e e n 

p h i l o s o p h i c a l i n n a t u r e . I t i s v e r y s t r a n g e t h a t i n I n d i a 

n o t on ly p h i l o s o p h i c a l s y s t e m b u t o t h e r i n t e l e c t u a l 

e n t e r p r i s e s a r e s o m e h o w a s s o c i a t e d w i t h s o m e k ind o f 

m o n a s t i c o r d e r . The g r e a t men i n I n d i a v / e r e known a s R s i s 

C s e e r o r s a n y a s i o r monk o r w a n d e r e r ) . T h i s w a s t h e way o f 

l i f e i n a n c i e n t I n d i a B u t i n Buddh i sm , e v e n i n i t s e a r l y 

s t a g e , we e n c o u n t e r w i t h d e e p p h i l o s o p h i c a l q u e s t i o n s . As 

W i t t g e n s t e i n i s t o W e s t e r n p h i l o s o p h y , s o i s D i g n a g a t o 

I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y . In a way , t h e B u d d h i s t t r a d i t i o n 

i n I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y a n t i c i p a t e d W i t t g e n s t e i n a n d R u s s e l l i n 

a v e r y s ign i f i can t - , s e n s e . I t i s w r o n g t o s a y t h a t I n d i a n 

p h i l o s o p h e r s w e r e i n t e r e s t e d on ly i n s a l v a t i o n a n d t h i n g s 

t r a n s c e n d e n t . As a m a t t e r o f f a c t , t h e y t o o k k e e n i n t e r e s t 

i n s u b t l e l o g i c a l p r o b l e m s . Only i n c o n t e m p o r a r y p e r i o d s 

W e s t e r n p h i l o s o p h e r s c a n b e s a i d t o h a v e s h o w n k e e n i n t e r e s t 

i n s u b t l e p h i l o s o p h i c a l p r o b l e m a b o u t a l a n g u a g e B u t i n 

I n d i a , s u b t l e p h i l o s o p h i c a l i n t e r e s t g o e s b a c k t o 700 B.C. 



Yask , t h e a u t h o r o f " N i r u k t a " , r a i s e d p h i l o s o p h i c a l 

p r o b l e m a b o u t l a n g u a g e a n d m e a n i n g . His p r e d e c e s s o r s 

A u d u m b a r a y a n a , S a k t a y a n a a n d G a r g y a e q u a l l y r a i s e d 

p h i l o s o p h i c a l p r o b l e m a b o u t l a n g u a g e . P a n i n i , t h e a u t h o r o f 

" A s t a d h y a y e e " a n d P a t a n j a l i t h e a u t h o r o f M a H a b h a s y a , t o o 

r a i s e d l o g i c a l q u e s t i o n s a b o u t w o r d , m e a n i n g a n d s e n t e n c e . 

" J a i m i n i - S u t r a " o f P u r v a - m i m a m s a , " N y a y a s u t r a , " a n d " V a i s e s i k a * 

s u t r a a l s o r a i s e d s u c h q u e s t i o n s . E v e n i n a n c i e n t I n d i a , 

q u e s t i o n s a b o u t m e a n i n g a n d r e f e r e n c e w e r e d i s c u s s e d i n d e t a i l . 

Vyadi, f o r i n s t a n c e , m a i n t a i n t h a t t h e m e a n i n g o f a w o r d i s 

p a r t i c u l a r . V a j a p a y a n a , o n t h e o t h e r h a n d , m a i n t a i n s t h a t t h e 

m e a n i n g o f a w o r d i s u n i v e r s a l . D i g n a g a a d v o c a t e s , w h a t i s 

known a s , d i f f e r e n t i a l t h e o r y o f m e a n i n g <Apoha>. 

I w i s h t o a r g u e o u t i n t h i s d e s s e r t a t i o n t h a t D i g n a g a 

a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n d e a l w i t h s i m i l a r q u e s t i o n s a n d h a v e 

r e a c h e d a l m o s t s i m i l a r c o n c l u s i o n . The s t u d y i s b a s i c a l l y 

c o m p a r a t i v e a n d a n a l y t i c a l . S u c h s t u d y h a s i t s l i m i t a t i o n 

b u t a t t h e s a m e t i m e , i t i s v e r y much n e c e s s a r y i n I n d i a n 

c o n t e x t . The ' P S ' o f D i g n a g a i s n o t a v a i l a b l e i n f u l l l e n g t h 

i n S a n s k r i t . T h i s i s m o s t u n f o r t u n a t e . I t s T i b e t i a n v e r s i o n 

i s a v a i l a b l e . B u t we do n o t know a n E n g l i s h t r a n s l a t i o n o f 

i t e x i s t s . S o f o r D i g n a g a , we h a v e d e p e n d e d o n 

S t c h e r b a t s k y ' s p a r t i a l t r a n s l a t i o n o f ' P S ' . 

Names a n d p a r t i c u l a r s h a v e b e e n p i c k e d up a s c e n t r a l t o 

a n y p h i l o s o p h y o f l a n g u a g e . The p r o b l e m o f d i s c i - i p t i o n a n d 

u n i v e r s a l a r e c l o s e l y r e l a t e d v / i t h o u r d i s c u s s i o n . T h o u g h 

D i g n a g a a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n wil l b e o u r f o c a l p o i n t , y e t 

r e f e r e n c e will b e m a d e t o o t h e r B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h e r s a s 

well . In f a c t D i g n a g a wil l b e t r e a t e d a n d d i s c u s s e d i n t h e 

mi lue o f t h e B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h y i n g e n e r a l . S i m i l a r l y , b o t h 

t h e w o r k s o f W i t t g e n s t e i n Cea r ly a n d l a t e r ) ma in ly 

T r a c t a t u s a n d 'P I 'w i l l b e r e f e r r e d t o i n t h e c o u r s e o f o u r 

d i s c u s s i o n . In t h e T a c t a t u s , W i t t g e n s t e i n i s s u p p o s e d t o 
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h a v e p r e s e n t e d a r e f e r e n t - i a l t h e o r y o f m e a n i n g a n d i n ' P I ' 

h e i s s u p p o s e d t o h a v e r e p u d i a t e d i t . H o w e v e r , we will n o t 

e n t e r i n t o d e b a t e a s t o w h a t e x t e n t t h e l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n h a s 

r e j e c t e d h i s e a r l i e r views. O u r ma in t a s k wil l b e t o p r e s e n t 

t h e v i e w s o f D i g n a g a i n t h e c o n t e x t o f W i t t g e n s t e i n . T h a t 

i s t o s a y , o u r o b j e c t i v e i s n o t s o much t o p r e s e n t a 

c r i t i c a l a n a l y s i s o f W i t t g e n s t e i n a s i t i s t o p r e s e n t 

D i g n a g a ' s v i e w s i n W i t t g e n s t e i n i a n t e r m s . N i r v a n a , S u n y a t a , 

N a i r a t m a v a d a a n d K s a n a b h a n g a v a d a wil l b e r e - i n t e r p r e t e d i n 

t h e l i g h t o f t h e c o n t e m p o r a r y i d i o m s . B u t t h i s s h o u l d n o t 

g i v e an i m p r e s s i o n t h a t t h e r e will b e a n i m p o s i t i o n o f 

W i t t g e n s t e i n i a n mode l on D i g n a g a . T h i s q u e s t i o n c a n b e r a i s e d 

i n a n y k ind o f i n t e r p x - e t a t i o n a n d u n d e r s t a n d i n g . In a s e n s e , 

a n y i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , i s s u b j e c t i v e . B u t t h i s v i ew i s t r i v i a l . 

I f i s a r g u e d t h a t a n i n t e r p r e t a t i o n i s s u b j e c t i v e b e c a u s e a 

p a r t i c u l a r i n d i v i d u a l d o e s i t , t h e n i t i s t r i v i a l . Any 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n h a s t o b e c o n s i s t e n t a n d c o h e r e n t . F u r t h e r , 

i t m u s t c o n f o r m t o t h e t e x t . While i n t e r p r e t i n g D i g n a g a a n d 

c e r t a i n b a s i c c o n c e p t s o f Buddh i sm, r e f e r e n c e s t o o r i g i n a l 

t e x t s will b e made . Wha t v e r y o f t e n h a p p e n s i n p h i l o s o p h y i s 

t h a t we f o r g e t t h e t e x t . The t e x t i s g i v e n a d i f f e r e n t 

c o l o u r i n o r d e r t o s u i t a p a r t i c u l a r p u r p o s e . T h i s h a s 

h a p p e n e d i n c a s e o f I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h i c a l s y s t e m s . B e c a u s e o f 

H i s t o r i c a l r e a s o n s , we h a v e a l r e a d y p o i n t e d o u t t h a t I n d i a n 

p h i l o s o p h i c a l t r a d i t i o n h a s b e e n l o s t t o u s . As a r e s u l t , 

i t s i d i o m s a r e o u t o f v o g u e . Only when t h e i d i o m s a r e a l i v e , 

t h e t r a d i t i o n b e c o m e s l i v e l y a n d v i b r a n t , a n d f u r t h e r 

g r o w t h i s p o s s i b l e . So i n t e r ^ p r e t a t i o n a n d r e - i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 

o f a s y s t e m do n o t a p p e a r v e r y s t r a n g e . T h i s i s l i ke ly t o b e 

t h e c a s e , i f o n e s e e k s t o r e - i n t e i - p r e t a n y I n d i a n 

p h i l o s o p h i c a l s y s t e m i n c o n t e m p o r a r y idiom. B u t a t t h e s a m e 

t i m e , i t c a n n o t b e d e n i e d t h a t i f I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y h a s t o b e 



made a l i v e , it^ h a s t o b e r e - in t^e rp r*e t - ed i n con t -empor-a ry 

i d i o m s . My humble at/t-empt- i s s u p p o s e d t^o b e a s t , e p i n t , h i s 

d i i -ec t . ion 

"NOTES" 

i) Str-avi^son, P.F.,Inciitjicluals An Ess-a)^ in D&s^criptixj& 

M&taphysrics, Methti&n, London. J p 7 7 lo-iz. 
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CHAPTER I 

WORD AND THE WORLD 

His t -o r i ca l l y s p e a k i n g , p h i l o s o p h e r s bot .h e a s t e r n a n d 

w e s t e r n h a v e r a i s e d q u e s t i o n s a b o u t t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p 

b e t w e e n l a n g u a g e a n d t h e w o r l d f r o m t i m e i m m e m o r i a l . How i s 

l a n g u a g e r e l a t e d t.-o r e a l i t y ? Hov/ I s c o m m u n i c a t i o n p o s s i b l e ? 

I s l a n g u a g e a p i c t u r e o f r e a l i t y ? Q u e s t i o n s o f s u c h t y p e 

h a v e b e e n r a i s e d a n d a n s w e r e d by p h i l o s o p h e r s . B o t h P l a t o 

and A r i s t o t l e r a i s e d s u c h q u e s t i o n s . In C r a t y l u s PLato 

a r g u e s t h a t r e f e r e n c e c a n n o t b e s e c u r e d by l a n g u a g e . 

L a n g u a g e p r i m a r i l y c o n s i s t s o f d e s c r i p t i v e w o r d s . And a 

s e n t e n c e which c o n s i s t s main ly o f d e s c r i p t i v e w o r d s c a n n o t 

s e c u r e u n i q u e r e f e r e n c e . So u l t i m a t e l y o n e h a s t o t a k e 

r e c o u i ^ s e t o p h y s i c a l p o i n t i n g by m e a n s o f fingei--. i f o n e 

Vi'ishes t o s e c u r e u n i q u e i ^ e f e r e n c e . But. a t t h e s a m e t i m e , b o t h 

P l a t o and A r i s t o t . l e v / e r e c o n v i n c e d t h a t l a n g u a g e i s o n e o f 

t h e s u i t a b l e m e d i a o f c o m m u n i c a t i o n . The N y a y a - V a i s e s i k a 

p h i l o s o p h e r s a r g u e d i n t h e s i m i l a r l i n e . L a n g u a g e i s o n e o f 

t h e s u i t . a b l e m e d i a o f c o m m u n i c a t i o n . On t h e o t h e r h a n d , 

t h e r e a r e p h i l o s o p h e r s b o t h i n e a s t a n d w e s t who a r g u e t h a t 

l a n g u a g e i s n o t a s u i t a b l e medium o f c o m m u n i c a t i o n . B r a d l e y 

and B e r g s o n i n t h e w e s t , s o m e B u d d h i s t s and A d v a i t i n s in 

e a s t c l a im t h a t l a n g u a g e i s n o t a s u i t a b l e medium o f 

c o m m u n i c a t i o n . F.H B r a d l e y , t h e E n g l i s h p h i l o s o p h e r , a r g u e s 

t h a t L a n g u a g e i n c l u d i n g i t s c a t e g o r i e s a n d c o n c e p t s i s u n s u i t a b l e 

f o r c o m m u n i c a t i o n . In t h i s c o n t e x t , h e m a i n t a i n s : 

It is a mai^^eshift. a der^'ice, a m e r e practical 
compromis'&, mo'st n&c&s'S'ar-v,t>ut in the &nd mos't 

I inde fens:'it>l& 

H e n r v B e r g s o n a r g u e s a l m o s t in t h e s i m i l a r v e i n . The 
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c a t e g o r i a l mode o f u n d e r s t a n d i n g s h o u l d be g i v e n up i f o n e 

w i s h e s t o know t h e r e a l i t y . 

The B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h e r s h a v e r a i s e d s u c h c f u e s t i o n s 

a b o u t l a n g u a g e a n d r e a l i t y . The A b h i d h a r m i k a s and t h e 

S a r v a s t i v a d i n s m a i n t a i n t h a t e v e r y t h i n g i s r e a l . The 

S a r v a s t i v a d i n s a r e a k ind o f n a i v e - r e a l i s t s . The 

.A.bhidharmikas p r e s e n t e d a l i s t o f s e v e n t y f i v e <;75> r e a l s . 

In p a s s a g e o f t i m e , Buddhism v;as modi f i ed . The r e a l i s t i c 

p h a s e w a s t a k e n o v e r by i d e a l i s t i c o n e s . The H i n a y a n a s t a g e 

i s t h e r e a l i s t i c s t a g e , v /he r e a s t h e Mahayana b e c a m e 

i d e a l i s t . D i g n a g a a p p e a r s vei'-y l a t e . He b e l o n g s t o t h e 

l o g i c a l s t a g e o f Buddhism. He h a s a p a r t i c u l a r v iew o f 

l a n g u a g e a n d r e a l i t y , v/hich h a s a c l o s e a f f i n i t y w i t h t h a t 

o f V / i t t g e n s t e i n . T h o u g h a l m o s t t h e r e i s a g a p o f x fe ix r teen 

h u n d r e d y e a r s betvi^een D i g n a g a a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n , y e t b o t h o f 

t h e m h a v e r a i s e d s i m i l a r q u e s t i o n s a b o u t t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p 

b e t w e e n l a n g u a g e a n d r e a l i t y a n d g i v e n a l m o s t s i m i l a r 

a n s w e r s t o i t . In t h e p r e s e n t c h a p t e r a n a t t e m p t will b e 

made t o s h o w i n d e t a i l t h e c l o s e a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n D i g n a g a 

a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n a n d t o p o i n t o u t c e r t a i n s o l u t i o n s t h a t 

D ignaga o f f e r s , wh ich a r e v e r y i n s i g h t f u l . 

Though i t i s a c o m p a r a t i v e s t u d y , y e t v/e v/ill n o t s t a t e 

t h e v i e w s of t h e . s e tv /o p h i l o s o p h e r s s e p e r a t e l y a n d t h e n make 

a c o m p a r - a t i v e e s t i m a t e . In o thex" w o r d s , t h e v iev / s o f t h e s e 

t w o philosophei->s will b e e x a m i n e d i n t h e c o i i t e x t . o f c e r t a i n 

i s s u e s . The t i t l e o f t h e c h a p t e i - i s V/ord and t h e V/orld. S o , 

fii- 'St we v;ill e x a m i n e t he i i ^ v i e w s w i t h r e f e r e n c e t o t h e 

w o r l d a n d t h e n i n i->elation t o w o r d o r l a n g u a g e a n d i n t h e 

end . t h e x - e l a t l o n s h i p b e t w e e n t h e t w o . 

THE NATURE OF THE WORLD 

B o t h s c i e n t i s t s a n d p h i l o s o p h e r s h a v e b e e n r a i s i n g -

q u e s t i o n s a b o u t t h e n a t u r e o f t h e w o r l d ; b u t t h e i r q u e s t i o n s 
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a r e different^. The sc ient - i f ic q u e s t i o n a b o u t t h e v/oi-ld i s 

always a b o u t i t s oi-igin, and const . i tuent .Si Such q u e s t i o n s 

have been r a i s e d by t h e s c i e n t i s t s li-om t i m e t̂ o t ime 

Accordingly t h e o r i e s have been advanced and hypot .heses have 

been 1 oi^mulat^ed. But t h e phi losophica l q u e s t i o n a b o u t t h e 

v/orld have been a l t o g e t h e i - d i f fe i -ent from t^he sc ien t , i f i c ones 

The phi losophica l quest . ion i s a b o u t t h e meaning; and s ign i f i cance 

What do we mean by t,he woi-ld ? V/hat i s i t s s i g n i f i c a n c e ? E)oes t h e 

world have independent, e x i s t e n c e ? Such q u e s t i o n s ar-e i-aised bv 

t h e p h i l o s o p h e r s of t h e v/orid In s h o r t y phi losophica l q u e s t i o n s 

a b o u t t h e world a r e qvaestions of meaning. Let us s e e what 

W i t t g e n s t e i n h a s t o s-ay a b o u t t h e voi-ld. In t h e T i - a c t a t u s 

Wit. t .genstein advances a theoi 'V of t,he world.He ma in t a in s : 

The W'oi-li:i is? the- all that is t h e ca .se 
The l / o r l d is t h e totality of facts, not of thin^s.-
Thf? Iv'orft-f d a v i d e s ' \nto facts. 

V/hat does Wit.t.genst.ein mean by t h i s ? What does i t mean t.o 

s-ay t .ha t " t h e world i s t.he ail t.hat^ i s t.he c a s e " ? In ansv/er 

t o t h i s q u e s t i o n , i t can be sa id t .hat t.he woi-ld i s t h e p o i n t 

oJ all re fe i -ence . In o t h e r v/oi-ds^ it, c a n n o t be doub ted a t 

all, Descar t . e s doub t was a u n i v e r s a l doubt . He doubted 

e v e r y t h i n g . But, W i t . t g e n s t e i n ' s ans^/^er i s t h a t t.he t o t a l i t y 

cannot, be doubted. To doubt, t h e t.ot.,alitv i s t o embai-k upon 

a pseudo doubt . T h e r e f o r e , i t can be s a i d in t h i s connect^ion 

t h a t t h e obvious t.hing i s t.he t o t a l i t y ot t h e world. Tha t 

t h e r e i s a vrorld c a n n o t be doubted. But ^/hat sort,, ot world? 

Is i t a v;orld of t h i n g s ? Why did n o t W i t t g e n s t e i n def ine 

'world' in t e r m s ol t .h ings? V/hat v/as liis r e a s o n ? The 

following an,sv/er can be given on h i s behalf. The v/orld 

c o n s i s t i n g of t,-hlngs and e v e n t s can be s+.udied by s c l e n t l s t . s . 

But, such a s t u d y of t h e woidd lacks In t.he concept, ot 
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t o t a l i t y . I t c a n n o t b e completsS^ The \ m r l d of t h i n g s i s a 

c o u n t a b l e woi-ld In s h o r t , i t d o e s n o t i n c l u d e a c o n c e p t o f 

t o t a i l i t v On t.,he o t h e r h a n d , t h e v/orld i s a c o n c a t . - i n a t i o n 

ot f a c t ; i t i s u n c o u n t a b l e . S o , t h e v-'orid a s a t o t a l i t y o f 

f a c t s i n c l u d e s m i t s e l f t h e i d e a o f t o t a l i t y 

L e t u s s e e how t h e B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h e r s i n g e n e r a l a n d 

Digna^'a i n p a r t i c u l a r ^ h a v e e l u c i d a t e d t h e c o n c e p t o f t h e 

world . Buddha d e c l a r e d t h e wor ld i s fu l l of s u f f e r i n g . He 

v / a n t e d t o t r a n s c e n d t h e wor ld . F o r him, t h e v/orld i s n o t t h e 

v/orld of" t h i n g s . He w a s n o t i n t e r e s t e d i n t h e w o r l d t h a t 

c o n s i s t s o f e v e n t s a n d t h i n g s In s h o r t , h i s w o r l d \vas t h e 

w o r l d o f d v a d a s n i d a n a ( . twelve l i nked phenomenon . ) Buddha 

d o e s n o t a s k t h i s q u e s t i o n a b o u t t h e u l t i m a t e c o n s t i t . - u e n t s ot 

t h e vforld i n m a n n e r of a s c i e n t i s t On t h e o t h e r h a n d , he 

s e e k s t o u n d e r s t a n d t ,he m e a n i n g aiid s i g n i f i c a n c e of t h e 

v/orld. What d o s e t h e v,'oi-ld s ign i fy ' ^ Wha t s i g n i t i c a n c e d o e s 

i t h a v e t o r m a n ? What h a p p e n s t.o man when he c o m e s in 

c o n t a c t w i t h t.-his v/orld'^' S-uch q u e s t i o n s a r e u p p e i - m o s t i n 

Buddha ' s mind The World a s v i s u a l i s e d by him i s f u l l o f 

s u f f e r i n g s T h i s i s t h e s i g n i t i c a n c e o f t h e wor ld . Man h a s 

t o e x t r i c a t e h i m s e l f fi-om t h e c l u t c h e s o f v/^orid. The v/orld 

i s a se i ' - i es o f c a u s e s and e f f e c t s . The s e r i e s come t o a 

s t o p , v/hen we s t r i k e a t i t s b a s e The A b h i d h a r m i k a s 

d e v e l o p e d t h e i r ov/n t h e o r y o f t h e wor ld . The v/orld f o r t h e m 

c o n s i s t s of s i m p l e a n d i n d i v i s i b l e e l e m e n t s . The e a r l y 

W i t t e g s t e i i V s p h i l o s o p h y o f t h e woi-ld a n d R u s s e l i ^ s l o g i c a l 

a t o m i s m h a v e c l o s e a f f i n i t y w i t h t h e .Abhidharmika p h i l o s o p h y 

of t h e wor ld . In t h e T r a c t a t u s , W i t t g e n s t e i n m a i n t a i n s • 

.4 statf^ of affaii-3 <a stat^ of tfiin^sJ is a 
combination of objf^ct (.things: J.^ 
O b j e c t s - afB sitnplG. 
T/ie s ' l / b s ' t a n c e of th& i i ' o rd c a n only d e t e r m i n e a foi-in. 
and not any mati=frial prop&fti&s 
Objects a r e x^'hat is unalt&rable' and stibsxst&nc^!^: the'ir-
configuration is ii-hat is chan^in^ and s^table 
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In a s i m i l a r t o n e , R u s s e l l , in h i s l e c t u r e 

of Log i ca l A t o m i s m " , m a i n t a i n s : 

T h e P h i l o s o p h y 

"When I sp&ak of 'simplf?-' I ou^ht to &\.plain then I orm 
s 'peaMin^r of sotnothin^ not experiefnce'd as such, hut 
fenov>.>n only m inff?i-&ntially as the limit of analysis. " 

O 

F u r t h e i - h e m a i n t a i n s a,t«-oLtO 
Ultimate simples, out of i^'hich the ii.'orld i and 

that those simples have a f^ind of reality not belonging-
to anything else S'impleSy as I tried to explain a r e of 
an infinite nutnber of so>-ts. There ave pat-txcular-s, and 
qualities and t-elations of various orders, a whole 
hierchy of dxffei--ent sorts of simples, but all of lA»rrt 
if we wer-e ri^ht,have in their- vat-ious ways some hind of 
i--eality what does not belong to anything GI4 lea-Sft&lia. 
The only other- sor-t of object you come act^oss in the 
world is what we call facts, and facts are the sort 
of things that are asserted or denied by propositions.... 

It is true that you cannot fenou/ the Xi>orld unless yoxi 
know the facts' that make up the truths of the world, but 

the knowing of facts is a different sort of thing from 
kno\i^ing of simples. 

In A b h i d h a r a m K o s a , t h e Abhidhar^mikas m a i n t a i n : 

All dharmas ie\:cept space & nirvana.) are mometary. 

The S a r v a s t i v a d i n s r e c k o n t h e ^ d u r a t i o n a s t h e o r i t i c a l l v 

m e a s u r - a b l e t h o u g h e x t r e m e l y s h o r t . 

Nag, 'arjuna t h e f a m o u s Madhyamika p h i l o s o p h e r v i s u a l i s e s 

t h e v/orld a l t o g e t h e r i n a d i l f e r e n t m a n n e r . He i s known t o r 

h i s d o c t r i n e o f s u n y a v a d a , p o p u l a r l y known a s v o i d n e s s : •^"f')^ 

That which is devoid is real. 
r^ While that of xjtJhich it is devoid is unreal... 

T.R.V.Murti r e g a r d s s u n y a v a d a a s a k ind o f a b s o l u t i s m . 

Two considerations stand out prominently in the 
Madhyamika notion of absolute: its utter 
irideterminateness and the consequent non~acce.ssibility 
of reason. The one emphasises the logical nature of the 
absolute, the other the mode of_ its apprehension.The 
absolute is very aptly termed sunya, as it i.s devoid of 
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all pri?dicati?s. Ev^n exi .s- tence. imitw se'lfhood and 
^oodtii^ss: cannot b e affirm&d of it. Ont? is pri^clui:i&d 
from a.ssi?rtini^ that it "is^" (.satJ a positiix? one 
< thaL>a.) •-' 

The interpi-et-at- ion of Sun^'avada a s monist.ic a b s o l u t i s m by 

T R.V.Mui'ti i s n o t a c c e p t a b l e on t h e tollowing; r e a s o n s . The 

o r ig ina l t e x t of Nagai'-juna does not. t r e a t sunyav.ada a s 

empt^iness. 

It cannot b e call&d i>oid, or not void, or both or 
nentht?r, but in ordf?}- to indxcate' it, it is called the' 
K'OXd. 

I t means , t h e context , t e l l s us t h a t sunyavada i s a d o c t r i n e of 

n o n - e s s e n c e s . To s ay t^hat t.he ^l'orld i s sunya i s n o t t̂ o s ay 

t.hat. it., i s void and empty. R a t h e r , t.o s ay t.h.at t h e v/orld i s 

sunya i s t o s ay t h a t t h e vo r ld i s e s s e n c e l e s s P Dees it. mean 

t.hat. t h e vor ld i s just, an empt.y covei ' and cont-ains not.hing? 

.•According t o Nagar ]un.a, t h e v>'orid i s knovn t.o us t .hrough 

c o n c e p t s and ca t ego i - i e s . To knov me-ans t o know thi-ough 

c o n c e p t s and c a t e g o r i e s . There lo i -e , t h e woi-ld in a s^ay i s a 

conca t . ena t ion of concept .s and cat.egories-?' V/hat. .^bout, t ,hese 

concept.s and c.at ,egories 0 V/hat i s t,heii ' na t , u re? V/hat do t^hev 

s ign i fy? The Indian r e a l i s t s like Nyaya-Vaisesika p h i l o s o p h e r s 

a r g u e t h a t t^he c o n c e p t and c a t e g o r i e s n o t only have e s s e n c e s 

b u t a l so a r e u l t i m a t e r e a l s . Thei-e i s no world, accord ing t o 

Kanada, beyond t h e s e s e v e n c a t e g o r i e s <Padar thas>. V/hat^ i s a 

P ,adar tha? V/hat i s a ca tegoi -y? The l i t e r a l meaning of t h e t.erm 

'P-adart,ha' i s meaning of -a vrord. The re i s a s e n s e in which .all 

words in language including p r epos i t . i ons .and c o n j u n c t i o n s 

have meaning. [)oes Kanada include t h e meaning ot such words under 

Padartha 'r ' For Kanada, Padarth-a i s me-aning. Only t h o s e 

meanings which ai-e n e c e s s a r y f o r t,alking -about, t h e world ..Hi-e 

knov/n a s Pada r t t i a by Kanada. The re ai-e ce i - t a in meanings 

which a r e v e r y impor t .an t and bas ic m n a t u r e . Any 
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communica t - ion , a n y t^alk, a n y d e s c r i p t i o n f o r t h a t m a t t e r 

p r e s u p p o s e s c e r t a i n b a s i c m e a n i n g As Tor e g; d e s c r i p t i o n 

i n v o l v e s t h e o b j e c t t o b e d e s c r i b e d ^nd t h e c o n t e n t o l 

d e s c r i p t i o n A c c o r d m g l v , K a n a d a t r e a t s d r a v y a g u n a , karma> 

s a m a n v a , v i s h e s a , s a m a v a v a gc a b h a v a a s P a d a r t l i a s Are 

d r a v v a s a n d g u n a s t h i n g s i n t h e world"? To t h i s q u e s t i o n 

K a n a d a ' s a n s w e r i s t h a t t h e y a r e n o t t h i n g s o f t h e v/orld b u t 

t h e v a r e i n v o l v e d m d e s c r i p t i o n o f t h e wor ld S i m i l a r l y , 

c e r t a i n o t h e r d e s c r i p t i o n a b o u t t h e %/orld i n v o l v e t h e i d e a of 

a c t i o n a n d movement- K a n a d a i n c l u d e s kai-ma a s o n e o f t^he 

P a d a r t h a s F u r t h e r , any d e s c r i p t i o n i n v o l v e s t h e i d e a o f 

g e n e r a l i t y and s p e c i f i c i t y "Accordingly K a n a d a t r e a t s 

S a m a n y a C u n i v e r s a l > a n d v i s e s a C p a r t . i c u l a r J a s c a t ^ e g o r i e s 

In d e s c r i p t i o n o ^ c o m m u n i c a t i o n , we make u s e ot m e a n i n g 

T h e r e a r e c e r t a i n m e a n i n g , \ / l i ich a r e i n t e r n a l l y c o n n e c t e d 

Kanada t r e a t s t l i e s e i n t e r n a l c o n n e c t i o n a s c a t e g o r i e s He 

c a l l s I t s3tn\AVAV-^ C m h e i - e n c e ) No d i s c u s s i o n a n d d e s c r i p t i o n 

i s s u c c e s s f u l w i t h o u t t h e i d e a of e x i s t e n c e and n o n ­

e x i s t e n c e T h a t IS t o s a y , t h e i d e a o f n o n - e x i s t e n c e i s a s 

much i m p o r t a n t a n d b a s i c a s t h a t o l e x i s t e n c e k a n a d a r a i s e s 

t h e i d e a o t n o n - e x i s t e n c e t o t h e s t a t u s ot a c a t e g o r y The 

s e v e n p a d a r t h a s c a n b e c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s t h e s e v e n t y p e s o f 

b a s i c m e a n i n g in t e r m s o l which we t h i n k a b o u t a n d d e s c r i b e 

t h e wor ld P a d a r t h a s a r e m e a n i n g s b u t t h e y a r e n o t o r d i n a r y 

m e a n i n g s They a r e p r i m a r s ' a n d b a s i c m e a n i n g F u r t h e r , t h e v 

a r e t l i e w o r l d 'Mot on ly t h e y a r e u l t i m a t e l y knov/able and 

ngtmeable bvit t h e y a r e u l t i m a t e l y r e a l t o o To t h e q u e s t i o n . 

"V'hat IS t .he world"?", k a n a d a ' ' s a n s w e r i s t h a t i t i s a s y s t e m 

!.*t s e v e n t y p e s o f m e a n i n g 

K a n a d a i s known a s a r e a l i s t , d i s t i n c t f r o m a 

c o n c e p t u a l i s t a n d n o t n i n a l i s t P lo i t o ' s i - ea l i sm i s c o m p a r a b l e 

t o t l i a t o t k a n a d a b u t w i t h a d i f f e r e n c e P l a t o d o e s n o t t i x 

t h e n u m b e r o f r e a l s Tlie P l a t o n i c r e a l s a r e i n n u m e r a b l e in 
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n u m b e r . W h e r e a s , K a n a d a fix«^ i t a t s e v e n . Kanada^s 

p h i l o s o p h i c a l v i e v s a r e m o r e i n s i g h t f u l t h a n t h o s e o f P l a t o , 

f o r t h e s i m p l e r e a s o n t h a t i t d o e s n o t i n c r e a s e e n t i t i e s 

b e y o n d n e c e s s i t y The m e a n i n g s ai^e t r e a t e d a s c o n c e p t , s a n d 

v i c e - v e r s a by K a n a d a C o n c e p t s a n d m e a n i n g s a r e 

c h a r a c t e r i s e d bv t h e n - e s s e n c e s In s h o i - t . K a n a d a a d ' . ' o c a t e s a 

kind ot e s s e n t i a i i s m . W h e r e a s , N a g a r j u n a r e j e c t s 

e s s e n t i a i i s m . F o r him, c o n c e p t s do n o t s t a n d f o r e s s e n c e In 

s h o r t , c o n c e p t s a r e m e r e n a m e s and n a m e s a r e a r b i t r a r y in 

n a t u r e . T h i s i s t h e e x a c t d i f f e r e n c e b e t w e e n B r a h m a n i c a l and 

t h e B u d d h i s t t r a d i t i o n i n I n d i a B r a h m i n i c a l p h i l o s o p h i c a l 

s y s t e m s a d v o c a t e a k ind of e s s e n t i a i i s m The n o n - B r a h m i n i c a l 

s y s t e m s l ike Buddhism r e j e c t e s s e n t i a i i s m and i n t u r n 

a d v c o c a t e a k ind o f n o n - e s s e n t i a l i s m . A c c o r d i n g t o N a g a r j u n a , 

c o n c e p t s a n d c a t e g o r i e s a r e e s s e n s e l e s s They a r e e m p t y on ly 

i n t h i s s e n c e . K a n a d a e n d o w e d n a m e s w i t h e s s e n c e , v / h e r e a s 

N a g a r j u n a d i s e n d o w e d n a m e s of e s s e n c e s . S i n c e t h e w o r l d c a n 

n o t b e known v / i t h o u t t h e s e c a t e g o r i e s and c o n c e p t s , a n d 

c a t e g o r i e s a n d c o n c e p t s a r e e s s e n c e l e s s i p s o f a c t o , t h e 

w o r l d i s e s s e n c e l e s s T.R V M u r t i h a s f a i l e d t o t a k e n o t e of 

t h i s a s p e c t o f N a g a r j u n a ^ s p h i l o s o p h y I n s t e a d , M u r t i 

c h a r a c t e r i s e s S u n y a v a d a a s a kind o f m o n i s t i c a b s o l u t i s m By 

S u n y a , h e m e a n s e m p t m e s s / v o i d T h e n how c a n i t be t r e a t e d 

a s a n a b s o h i t e ' - ' How c a n we d e r i v e t h e wor ld f r o m s u n y a t a o r 

e m p t i n e s s ' ' " The ' c o n c e p t s t a n d s in n e e d of b e i n g 

r e - i n t e r p r e t e d And i t c a n b e r e i n t e r p r e t e d a s t h e d o c t r i n e 

of e s s e n c e l e s s n e s s In t h i s r e s p e c t , t h e Madyamika d o c t r i n e 

of N a r g a j u n a c o m e s v e r y c l o s e t o D ignaga T h o u g h D i g n a g a 

c o m e s much a f t e r N a r g a j u n a , y e t t h e r e i s a c l o s e a f f i n i t y 

b e t w e e n t h e t w o a s r e g a r d t h e n a t u r e o f l a n g u a g e and 

r e a l i t y Bu t t h e r e i s a d i f f e r e n c e b e t w e e n t h e tv/o I t i s 

t h i s - N a g a r j u n a d o e s n o t a d v o c a t e t h e d o c t r i n e o f u n i q u e 

p a r t i c u l a r , w h e r e a s D i g n a g a a d v o c a t e s t h e d o c t r i n e of u n i q u e 

p a r t i c u l a r . .At t h e t i m e o f N a g a r j u n a and D i g n a g a , Bxaddhism 
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underv/ent a vit.al change. The Buddhist monks took keen 

i n t e r e s t in i s s u e s logical , ep i s t emolog ica l and 

metaphys ica l . Rel igious i s s u e a r e r e l e g a t e d t,o t h e 

background. 

Seen in t h i s light.,, t h e r e s e e m s t,o he a c o n t i n u i t y 

running in and t h r o u g h t h e t-hree s t a g e s ot Buddhism. At, t h e 

t ime of Dign-ag-a, Buddhis;t. logic .and met.aphysic including 

epist.emoiogy r e a c h e d i t s height,. To t h e <iuest,ion "Vha+, i s 

Language?"; Dignaga and V ' i t t g e n s t e i n ansvv'er t,hat> i t i s given 

t o jnan. In a way it. i s na t .ura l and n o t ai>tificial . L,angu-age 

i s d i s t i n c t from an -a r t i f ic ia l p r o d u c t . .An ar t^ i t ic ia l i s 

made d e l i b e r a t e l y f o r a p a r t i c u l a r p u r p o s e . Language i s not, 

an a r t . i f i c i a l p r o d u c t in t.he s e n s e t .ha t i t h a s g r o v n wi th 

l ife. W i t t g e n s t e i n in PI^ t r e a t s language a s a form ot 

l i fe. 

It IS e a s y fo ima^in<? a langung<?• cons-isting only orde'r-sr 
and r e p o r f s - in battle^. —Or- a langua^f? consisting only 
of qui?stion^and expresss"ion£' for ansKuer-i-n^ >'es and no 
And i nn t imerab ie o t h e r s — Jtid t o _ i m a ^ i n e a language^ 
m(?ans to in\ag,\nf^ a form of Zi/e. "* 

..."language' game" is }neant to bring into prominence 
the fact that the specifying of language is prjrt of an 
actii'ity, or of a form of life 

Dignaga^ in P.S., c h a r a - i t e r i s e s language a s a biot-ic f o r c e 

<anadivasana^. Wh.at. does i t mean t.o s ay t .ha t language i s a 

form ot l i fe? V^h-at does it. mean t o s a y tha t , langu-age i s a 

kind of anadivasana ' : ' Let, us c o n c e n t r a t e on t h e s e i s s u e s . The 

l i t e r a l meaning of " anad ivasana" i s "et^ernal c rav ing" . One 

of t^he c r a v i n g s of man, -according t o Dignag.a, i s t,o use 

language -and t.o t.,alk -about, t.he \/oi'ld. Fur t .he r , it, i s 

meaningless -and odd t.o ask t.he q u e s t i o n when did language 

origin-at,e? Bot.h t h e Vedant-ins and Buddhist t-reat. language a s 

a i -esul t of e t e r n a l ci-aving ot man. The ci-aving i s t o 

e x p r e s s one s e l f .and t o t,,alk about, and d e s c r i b e t.he v/orld. 
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T h i s t y p e of u r g e i s c o e v a l w i t h h u m a n e x i s t e n c e and l i f e . 

I t i s a n a d i < . e t e r n a i / b e g i n i n g l e s 3 > . T h i s m e a n s l a n g u a g e i s 

o n e of t h e o l d e s t p o s s e s s i o n s of m a n k i n d . l t i s a p o s s e s s i o n 

u n l i k e o t h e r o n e s i n t h e s e n s e t h a t i t i s a r e s u l t o f a k ind 

of n a t u r a l n e c e s s i t y . I t i s a k ind o f u r g e in man. F o r l a t e r 

W i t t g e n s t e i n , l a n g u a g e i s a f o r m o f l i f e . L i f e h a s t o be 

u n d e r s t o o d i n t h i s c o n t e x t . By l i f e , V / i t t g e n s t e i n d o e s n o t 

m e a n t h e bio-ahemic;^l p r i n c i p l e . To say t h a t l&n^uag^ i s a 

f o r m o f l i f e i s t o s a y t h a t l a n g u a g e a l s o i s a k ind o f l i f e . 

The l i v i n g o r g a n i s m c o m b e s i n t o e x i s t e n c e , g r o w s and 

m u l t i p l i e s , s o i s t h e c a s e o f l a n g u a g e . To s a y t h a t l a n g u a g e 

i s a f o r m o f l i f e i s t o s a y t h a t l a n g u a g e gi--ows n a t u r a l l y . 

F u r t h e r , l a n g u a g e a n d life;> in a v/ay, b e c o m e s y n o n y m o u s . To 

knov/ a p e r s o n m e a n s t o knov/ h i s l a n g u a g e . By l a n g u a g e 

V / i t t g e n s t e i n d o e s n o t m e a n a n y s p e c i f i c l a n g u a g e . By 

l a n g u a g e h e j n e a n s t h e l i n g u i s t i c c a t e g o r i e s a n d c o n c e p t s u s e d 

by men. Viewed i n t h i s l i g h t , l a n g u a g e s e e m s i n a l i e n a b l e . 

The e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n a l s o a d v o c a t e s s u c h a viev/ of 

l a n g u a g e . I t i s thx-^ough l a n g u a g e t h a t v/e t a l k a b o u t and 

de sc r - i be t h e wor ld . F o r W i t t g e n s t e i n , t o u n d e r s t a n d t h e v/orld 

m e a n s t o u n d e r s t a n d l a n g u a g e a n d h u m a n s p e e c h . I n t h e T r a c t a t u s 

W i t t g e n s t e i n w e n t t o t h e e x t e n t o f a r g u i n g t h a t l a n g u a g e i s 

a p i c t u r e o f r e a l i t y . In t h e l a t e r w o r k T I ' l a n g u a g e g a m e 

h a s b e e n i n v e n t e d t o a c c o u n t f o r d i f fe i - -en t f a c t s o f r e a l i t y . 

What a b o u t D i g n a g a ? What d o e s h e s a y a b o u t t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p 

b e t w e e n l a n g u a g e a n d r e a l i t y ? A c c o r d i n g t o D ignaga , i t i s 

a n i n v e t e r a t e h a b i t o f man t o employ c a t e g o r i e s a n d c o n c e p t s 

whi le t a l k i n g a b o u t t h e wor ld . Knowledge i s j u d g e m e n t a l . To 

know m e a n s t o t h i n k a n d t o t h i n k m e a n s t o j u d g e a n d t o j u d g e 

m e a n s t o employ c a t e g o r i e s a n d c o n c e p t . D ignaga 

c l a s s i f i e s a l l j u d g e m e n t s i n t o f i v e t y p e s t a k i n g i n t o a c c o u n t 

t h e n a t u r e o f p r e d i c a t e s . E v e r y j u d g e m e n t m u s t h a v e a 
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s u b j e c t a n d a p r e d i c a t e A s u b j e c t i s t-hat- v/hich i s d e s c r i b e d 

o r a b o u t v^^hich s o m e t h i n g i s s a i d In t h i s s e n s e , t .he s u b j e c t 

o f a J u d g e m e n t s t a n d s i n n e e d ot b e i n g d e s c r i b e d . Wha t i s a 

p r e d i c a t e ' ' " It, i s t h a t which d e s c r i b e ^ t h e s u b j e c t o r t . a iks 

a b o u t i t V / i t h o u t s u b j e c t oi ' p i - e d l c a t e , t h e r e i s no 

knowledge a t a i l B u t v /ha t i s t h e n a t u r e o l t h i s s t . a t e o f 

knowledge '^ D i g n a g a c h a r a c t e i - i s e d i t a s e m p e r i c a l knowledge 

C s a m v r t i s a t y a > Knowledge i s a k ind o f c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n oY 

d e s c r i p t i o n . Vt ' l thout c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n t h e i - e i s no knowledge 

Dignaga in t h i s r e s p e c t c o m e s v e r y c l o s e t o V e d a n t i n s <.both 

.Adva i t i n s a n d V i s i s t a v a i t m s . ) b u t w i t h a d i f f e r e n c e . D i g n a g a 

h a s a common po in t , v^it-h ^ d v a i t . i n s t h a t e m p e r i c a l knowledge 

< . s a m v r t , i s a t y a ) i s s v i b j e c t -and p r e d i c a t e b a s e d F u r t h e r , f o r 

t h e A d v a i t i n s t.,he t r u e k n o w l e d g e < P a r a m a i ' t h a sa tv ,a> i s 

devo id of t h i s d i s t i n c t . i o n B u t t h e A d v a i t i n s eudov/ed t h e 

P a r a m a r t h a s a t v a w i t h a kind ol e t e r n i t y F o r D ignag , a , t he p a r a -

m a r t h a s a t y a i s u n s t - a b l e a n d dynamic On t h e o t h e r h a n d 

l o r R a m a n u j a e v e n g e n u i n e knowledge i s d e s c r i p t i v e in 

n a t u r e . R a m a n u j a a c c e p t s t h e viev/ t h a t knowledge i s 

J u d g e m e n t a l . E v e r y j u d g e m e n t h a s s u b j e c t and p r e d i c a t e b u t 

u l t i m a t e l y t h e r e i s only o n e s u b j e c t and e v e r y t h i n g e l s e a r e 

p r e d i c a t e . The i ^ e l a t i o n b e t v / e e n s u b j e c t and p r e d i c a t e i s n o t 

c o n t m g e n t b u t n e p s a r y a n d l o g i c a l T h i s e x p l a i n s t .he 

d o c t r i n e o f q u a l i f i e d monism, t l i e i »ea l i t y a s a s u b j e c t , o t 

a l l J u d g e m e n t l a q u a l i f i e d < v i s i s t a ) 

D i g n a g a c l a s s i f i e s a l l p r e d i c a t e s i n t o f i v e t y p e s . They 

a r e a s fo l lows-

CxJ fScnna K.alpana < JSam& p^el:^^catl^.') 
(3.) Jati Kalpa7ia_ (class- pr&dicatt^J 
<.j) Guna KalpanaCqualxty pr&dicate'J 
<^4J Kay^ma Kalpana_< action pr&diccit& > 
<o^ Diai.'ya Kalpana <.sut>€:tanc& pi-edicate?) 

KCalpana a n d Vikalpa h a s b e e n s y n o n y m o u s l y u s e d by Dignag.a 

The l l t , e r a l me,aning of •K3ilp^nai' i s ' i m a g i n a t i o n ' 3nnd t h a t 
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of Vikalpa' i s ' a i t e i - n a t i v e ' Imagina t ion i s psychic in 

n a t u r e . Dignaga i s n o t a c o n c e p t u a i i s t like Locke and 

o t h e r s . A concep t .ua l i s t i s one who t . r e a t s a p r e d i c a t e a s a 

men ta l c o n s t r u c t i o n o u t of a b s t r - u c t i o n The p r e d i c a t e , f o r 

t h e concep tua i i s t ^ h a s been c o n s t r u c t e d out. of p e r c e p t i o n of 

d i f f e r e n t individuals.On t.he o t h e r hand, Dignaga can be 

c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s a re -a l i s t b u t Vv'ith a d i f f e r e n c e He g i v e s 

an o b j e c t i v e s t a t . u s t o p r ed i ca t . e s <Kalpanas> b u t unlike 

Pl-at.o he ta-eat^s t hem unrea l . P l a to t , i -eats t^hese c o n c e p t s a s 

o h j e c t i \ ' e ent i t^ ies Inlact . , t^hev a r e ul t imat .e r e a l i t i e s b u t 

l o r Di^ri&^A;, coiicept,.s a r e not, o b j e c t i v e ^nd u l t i m a t e 

e n t i t . l e s . That t.he language i s an izialien-able f e a t u r e of 

human l i fe , i s a c c e p t e d b^' b o t h Dignaga and V/ i t t gens t e in . 

But loi-mei- v i s u a l i s e s a kind ot t i -ancendence Whereas , f o r 

t.he Later , t i ' -ansendence i.s not. poss ib l e . For Dignag-a, t.he 

s o u r c e ot concept. i s t h e language <Vikalpah satada vonav-

-ah^S-abda Yonava Vikalpah;> Language in a v-ay, generat-e^ 

concep t . Concept.-generat. . ion i s a na t .u ra l l e . a t u r e of language. 

If t h e r e i s no language the i -e a r e no c o n c e p t The s o u r c e of 

Language i s n o t human mind b\it language. But Dign-aga forget..^ 

t h e f a c t t h a t t h e r e can be c o n c e p t without^ being e x p r e s s e d in 

language I t i s t . rue t h a t c o n c e p t s o r c a t . ego r i e s a r e e x p r e s s e d bv 

means of language; but., p e r h a p s i t will be wrong t o i den t i fy 

concept- \ a t h language. Hov t.o u n d e r s t a n d D i g n a g a s t .hesis '" 

L.anguage c a n n o t oper.at,e \.'it.hout. employing concept..*, oi-

cat^egories . Dignaga i s not, \ ' i l l ing t o threat language pure ly 

a s mechanical c o n t r i v a n c e V/hat makes Language meanii iglui 

and s ignif icants , is t,he c o n c e p t In shor t , , hv.iman language 

o p e r a t e s t h r o u g h concept,;!, and cat^egor ies . Take .av/av t h e 

concept.s -and c a t e g o r i e s , language v/illl be Inoperat^lve. I t i s 

only in t h e s e n s e t^hat Digji,aga d i s c o v e r s a c lose a f f i n i t y 

bet'i'-een Language and concept^s 

V/ i t . tgenste in t.oo^ views language in t h i s s e n s e Bot.h in 
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T r a c t a t u s and 'PI' W i t t g e n s t e i n d i s c o v e r s such a link 

betv/een language And c a t e g o r i e s . Ail t h e p r e d i c a t e s 

Cvikaipah;* g e n e r a t e bv language , a*=«* c l a s s i f i e d by Dignaga 

i n t o f ive t y p e s . Does he have any j u s t i f i c a t i o n t o r it'"'" 

Dignaga, like Ar i s t . o t l e , took t h e 'sxibject and p r e d i c a t e s ' 

form of Judgement a s t h e ba s i c t o r m And accoi-"dingiv he 

reduced all j udgemen t s t o t h e s e f ive t y p e s V/hat about. t h e 

r e l a t i o n a l ones'*' Dignaga t r e a t s i-^elation' a s an i n s t a n c e of 

pi-edicat-ion. To r e l a t e A" t o B'' i s t o judge o r 

c h a r a c t e r i s bot-h A & B' But viewed t r o m a n o t h e r angle 

Dignaga s e e m s t o be j u s t i f i e d The f ive t y p e s of p r e d i c a t e s 

CKaipanasJ) a r e t h e f ive d i f f e r e n t ways of de sc r ib ing t h e 

Vî orld. In shoi - t , all j u d g e m e n t s and d e s c r i p t i o n can be 

reduced i n t o l i v e t y p e s . The f ive p r e d i c a t e s a r e t h e bas i c 

o r p r imary oi-ies. .And all o t h e r p r e d i c a t e s can be explained 

in t e r m s of t h e s e p r e d i c a t e s . In t h i s r e s p e c t , Dignaga 's 

theoi->y of p r e d i c a t i o n cor i -esponds t.o t h e Va i ses ika ' s 

d o c t r i n e of P a d a r t h a . Buddhist logic and m e t a p h y s i c s grew in 

t h e c o n t e x t of o p p o s i t i o n v/ith Nyaya-Vaisesikas . But a t t h e 

same t i m e , t h e f a c t r e m a i n s t h a t t l i e r e i s a c lose s i m i l a r i t y 

be tween Dignaga and Kanada and h i s fo l lowers . Kanada 

v i sua l i sed s e v e n c a t e g o r i e s m t e r m s of which we th ink a b o u t 

t h e world, Dignaga inst-ead, v i sua l i s ed f ive categoi--ies. 

Dignaga excluded v i s e s a . samanya, abhava t r o m t h e domain of 

c a t e g o r i e s and Included nama Kalpana (name p r e d i c a t e > The 

c a t e g o r i e s ot Dignaga in t h i s s e n s e have t o be u n d e r s t o o d 

wit.h t h e r e f e r e n c e t o t h e i r Vaises ika count-ei^parts . 

V/hat IS t h e n a t u r e of t h e s e c a t e g o r i e s Ckalpanas>? Do 

t h e y s t a n d f o r e s s e n c e s ? Dignaga 's answei"- i s , t h e y a r e 

e s s e n c e l e s s CNisvabhavah). What does i t meaan t o s ay t>hat 

t h e y a r e mere names? Why did Dignaga i n t r o d u c e d j a t i Kalpana 

( p r e d i c a t e r e l a t e d t o ».iniversal.>? According t o Dignaga 



k a l p a n a s a r e e s s e n c e l e s s T h i s m e a n t.liat- ultim-at^elv t - h e r e i s 

not-hing in t -his v/orld c o r r e s p o n d i n g t-o t^hese K a l p a n a s In 

s h o r t s , t^he ult^imat-e r ea l i t ^v d o e s not , c o n s i s t - o l s u b j e c t - , 

at^t-ribii t-e, a c t . i on and f='t,c But, t h e human mind i s alv^avs 

inc l ineCd t-o c o n c e i v e t-he r e a l i t . s ' m t -his t . a s h o i n It, v/ill 

not- be out- ot p l a c e h e r e t.o d r a s / -a c o m p a r i s o n b e t s / e e n 

Dignaga and Kant- Kant- m a k e s a d i s t - inc t - ion be t -ween t o r m s o f 

mt-ui t - ion and f o r m s of u n d e r s t , a n d i n g The c a t - e g o r i e s of 

D ignaga a r e r e a l i v t-he Kant- ian c a t - e g o r i e s o f u n d e r s t - a n d i n g 

Human mind, a c c o r d i n g t-a Kant-, i s ' endowed wit-h t - he se 

c a t - e g o r i e s In s h o r t - , t-he c a t - e g o r i e s a r e g i v e n t-o mind In 

t -his s e n s e ^ a c c o r d i n g t-o Kant., t ,he c a t , e g o r i e s a r e i n e s c a p a b l e 

and i n e l i m i n a b l e That , i s v/hv, Kant, m a i n t a i n s Mind maket ,h 

na t . \ i r e D i g n a g a g o e s v/it-h Kant- up t o c e r t - a i n d i s t - a n c e But, h e 

p a r t , s companv wit-h him Yet, t ,he c a t e g o r i e s o f Dignag.a a r e 

n e c e s s a r y b u t t h e v a r e n o t i n a l i e n a b l e t e a t u r e ut human mind 

in t-he s e n s e t,h,at o n e c a n t r a n s ( . e n d t h e m T h i s i s t h e 

dif t e r e n c e b e t w e e n D i g n a g a and Kant, F o r K a n t , t h e n o u m e n o n 

IS unknov/n and u n k n o w a b l e B u t f o r D i g n a g a n o u m e n o n , t h e 

u l t i m a t - e r«='alit,s', t .hough u n u t t . e r a b i e i s k t iowable in a v e r y 

s i g n i f i c a n t , s e n s e 

D i g n a g a ' s p h i l o s o p h y o f l a n g a u a g e c a n b e cons t , i -uc t ,6d 

f r o m h i s t h e o r y o f p r e d i c a t e s o r K a l p a n a s T h e s e p r e d i c a t e 

g r o w o u t o f l a n g u a g e In t h i s s e n s e , t h e r e i s a n i n t , i m a t e 

r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n langu-age and c o n c e p t s T h e s e v iew of~ 

l a n g u a g e c a n b e c o m p a r e d v / i t h t h a t o f t h e l a t e r 

W i t t g e n s t e i n F u r t h e r D ignaga m a i n t a i n s t h a t t h e p r e d i c a t e 

do not . s t a n d f o r any e s s e n c e a t a l l The l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n 

m s i m i l a r m a n n e r p o i n t s o u t t h a t o n e s h o u l d n o t look f o r 

e s s e n c e b e h i n d c o n c e p t . T h i s t ,ype of c r a v i n g s o m e t i m e s g i \ ' e s 

r i s e t o a b s u r d m e t . a p h y s i c a i t h e o r i e s B o t h D i g n a g a a n d l a t e r 

W i t t - g e n s t e i n a g r e e on t i n s p o i n t Bu t m PI", t - h e r e i s a 
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s u g g e s t i o n t .hat . e v e r y t h i n g <-^'JL.^~^ • at>c>ut t h e wor ld and 

r e a l i t y c a n b e e x p r e s s e d by m e a n s of l a n g u a g e . T h e r e i s no 

p l a c e f o r u n u t t e r a b i l i t y in l a t e r V / i t t g e n s t e i n . V / h e r e a s , 

D i g n a g a v i s u a l i s e s a k ind of u n u t t e r a b l e s i t u a t i o n . In f a c t , 

u n u t t e r a b i l i t y i s t h e b a s i s o f u t t e r a b i i i t . . y . T h e r e i s 

s o m e t h i n g b e h i n d a l l e . x p r e s s i o n a n d a l l l a n g a g e s . I t i s t h e 

s v a l a k s a n a s oi^ u n i q u e p a r t i c u l a r and i t c a n n o t , be p u t i n t o 

w o r d s . V/hat could b e t h e p h i l o s o p h i c a l m o t i v e b e h i n d s u c h a 

t h e s i s ? K a n t p o s i t t e d a n o u m e n o n t o a c c o u n t f o r p h e n o m e n o n . 

The K a n t i a n i d e a l i s m c a n n o t be u n d e r s t o o d v ^ i t h o u t r e f e r e n c e 

t o t h e c o n c e p t o f n o u m e n o n . I t i s n o u m e n o n v/hich s u s t a i n s 

h i s i d e a l i s m . S i m i l a r i s t h e c a s e w i t h D i g n a g a V / i t h o u t t h e 

s e n s u o u s p a r t i c u l a r s t h e u n i v e r s a l s o r c o n c e p t do n o t h a v e 

m e a n i n g a t a l l . The <.iniversalii^ oY K a l p a n a s c a n n o t s t a n d on 

t h e i r own. P l a t o e l i m i n a t e d t .he p a r t i c u l a r s by 

d e c l a r i n g a s s h o r t - l i v i n g , t r a n s i t o r y and e p h i m e r a l . 

A r i s t o t l e made a d e v i c e . He i n t e g r a t e d p a r t . i c u l a r s and 

u n i v e r s a l s t o g e t h e r . K a n t b a n i s h e d t h e s o - c a l l e d n o u m e n o n 

f r o m t .he domain o f p h e n o m e n a . W h e r e a s . ^ D i g n a g a endowed t h e 

t r a n c e n d e n t a l r e a l i t y . The u n i q u e p a r t i c u l a r s a r e o g y o n t i a j . 

in n a t u r e . Viewed in t . h i s l i g h t , i t i s d i f f i c u l t t o 

c h a r a c t e r i s e him e i t h e r a s a n empi r i c i s t . , o r a r a t i o n a l i s t . 

He c a n be c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s a r a t i o n a l i s t , b u t w h e n he t a l k s 

o f u n i q u e p a r t i c u l a r s , c a n h e b e c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s a 

r a t i o n a l i s t ? P e r h a p s n o t . B u t a t t h e s a m e t i m e , t h e u n i q u e 

p a r t i c u l a r s a r e s e n s u o u s in n a t u r e . One may b e i n c l i n e d t o 

c h a r a c t e r i s e t h i s a s p e c t s o f D i g n a g a ' s p h i l o s o p h y a s 

e m p e r i c i s m . But. t h e f a c t r e m a i n s t h a t he make.^ a d i s t i n c t i o n 

b e t w e e n t w o o r d e r - s o f r e a l i t y . , i .e . , CI) e m p i r i c a l r e a l i t y 

and <!2) t r a n c e n d e n t a l r e a l i t y . The e m p e r i c a l r e a l i t y i s 

a m e n a b l e t o l o g i c a l r e a s o n i n g s and c o n c e p t s . B u t 

t r a n c e n d e n t a l Q r e a l i t y i s n o t a m e n a b l e t o a n y k ind of 
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p e r c e p t i o n 

Tlie ear-lv W i t t g e n s t e i n v/as c o n v i n c e d t l i a t i - e a l i t y c^ri 

b e a c h i e v e d t h r o u g h a n a l y s i s ot l a n g u a g e What i s t h e n a t u i - e 

of s u c h ana lys i s - ; ' T h i s a n a l y s i s i s t r u t h t u n c t i o n a l in 

n a t u r e W i t t g e n s t e i n in t h e m a n n e r of Digi iaga , c o n c e i v e d 

l a n g u a g e a s c o n s i s t i n g of t h e t o t a l i t y o f p r o p o s i t i o n s T h e ^ 

p r o p o s i t i o n s a r e r e l a t e d t o o n e a n o t h e r t h r o u g h l o g i c a l 

c o n n e c t i v e s He d e t i n e d t r u t h f u n c t i o n a s a compound 

p r o p o s i t i o n , v /hose t r u t h v a l u e i s d e t e r m i n e d by t h e t r u t h 

v a l u e s of i t s c o n s t i t u e n t pi<opc>si t lons. The p r o p o s i t i o n g a r e 

r e l a t e d t h r o u g h l o g i c a l c o n n e c t i v e s . V/hen Nve e l i m i n a t e t h e 

l o g i c a l c o n n e c t i v e s , w h a t i - ema ins ai-e e l e m e n t a r y 

p r o p o s i t i o n s The e l e m e n t a r y p r o p o s i t i o n d o e s n o t c o n t a i n 

a n y l o g i c a l c o n n e c t i v e I t c o n s i s t s ot l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s 

only. .1̂  l o g i c a l p i - o p e r n a m e i s d i s t i n g u i s h e d t r o m a 

g r a m m a t i c a l p i - o p e r n a m e 'X g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e i s n o t 

a b s o l u t e l y t r e e f r o m d e s c r i p t i v e c o n t e n t s In s h o r t e v e r y 

g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e i s a k ind ot t r u n c a t e d d e s c r i p t i o n 

D e s c r i p t i v e e l e m e n t s a r e m i s l e a d i n g i n n a t u r e V / i t t g e n s t e i n 

in t h e T r a c l a t u s w a n t e d t o a c h i e v e m a t h e m a t i c a l e .Mac tness 

In t h e t i e ld ot l a n g u a g e and c o m m u n i c a t i o n he w a n t e d t o 

r e m o v e a m b i g u i t i e s a n d v a g u e n e s s f r o m t h e d o m a i n ot l a n g u a g e 

and s p e e c h U l t i m a t e l y h e a i - r i v e d a t e l e m e n t a i - y p r o p o s i t i o n s 

b e i - e f t of a l l d e s c r i p t i v e c o n t e n t s The s o - c a l l e d 

/ p r o p o s i t i o n t u r n s o u t t o b e a m a t h e m a t i c a l i n d i c a t o r Nov/ a 

q u e . s t l o n c a n be i -a ised- "Vre the j* '^ , a s a m a t t e r ot t a c t 

e l e m e n t . a r y o r a t o m i c p r o p o s i t i o n s To t^his q u e s t i o n , t h e 

answe i - I s n o ' T h a t t.hei>e a r e e l e m e i i t a r y p r o p o s i t i o n s 

to l low t r o m a p a r t i c u l a r a - p r i o r i a n a l y s i s of l a n g u a g e 'Xs 

a mat . , te r o f tact. , , \ve c o m b i n e s i m p l e p r o p o s i t i o n s w i t h t..he 

h e l p of l o g i c a l c o n n e c t i v e s <Ks t o r i n s t a n c e , " I t i s r a i n i n g 

and i t i s t h u n d e r i n g " i s a t r u t h f u n c t i o n o r compound 

p r o p o s i t i o n T h e r l o r e . "it., i s r a i n i n g " and " i t i s 
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thundei-ing:" should be t r ea t - ed a s element .arv bein^^ 

c o n s t i t u e n t s of a compound p r o p o s i t i o n . But, V/ittg;ensti-ein 

does n o t t r e a t t h e s e p i -opos i t ions a s e i e m e n t a r v p r o p o s i t i o n a t 

ail. In sho r t . t h e v/ay Witt^-enst-ein de f ines element .arv 

p i -opos i t ions cannot, be found a t -all in oi-dinary lang;uag;e. 

The so called element-ars ' p i -opos i t lon h a s been idea l i sed And 

rai-ef led. These element..ai'y p ropos l t . l ons .ai-e bei-ef t of any 

d e s c r i p t l s ' e c o n t e n t . These pi 'Oposit.ions have no meaning; b u t 

s e n s e . But t h e names occuring; in i t have meaning F u r t h e r , 

t..he e lement .arv p r o p o s i t i o n s p i c t u r e re .a l i ty V/hat.- s o r t ol 

pict^ure t i s t.his'-" I t i s -a log,'ic.f»i p ic t .ure d i s t in^ 'u i shed i r o m 

phN'sical p i c t u r e . V/hat does V/itt^^^enstein mean b\ ' log'ical 

pict..ure? According; t,o V/itt.g^enst.ein, not, t>ii,3\t. iangu.age i s .a 

pict .ure ĉ l reai i t .y but, i t must, be a p ic t .ure ol i t V'hat 

i s tvhe phi losophica l mot ive behind t^hts s o r t of theory'?' 

Wit tg ;ens te in had cei<tain a s s u m p t i o n s a b o u t language and r e a l i t y 

I t i s t h i s : To u s e Laiign.iage i s t o t.aik a b o u t t.,Jie vor id . s o 

langu.age m u s t have c o n t a c t v/ith r e a l i t y o t h e r w i s e , s p e e c h -and 

communicat ion will n o t be e f f e c t i v e . But what i s t h e n e t 

I ' esu l f? V / i t t g e n s t e i n a r g u e s in t^he T r a c t a t u s that.. s i n c e 

language p i c t u r e s i-ealit.y, t h e p i c t u r i n g r e l a t i o n c a n n o t 

be put, i n t o v/ords. In t h i s connec t i on , he d i s t . ingu ishes 

bet-\ 'een show.able and sayab le . The relat..ion bet.ween language 

and ^^ealit^' i s shov>'n and c a n n o t be said . What does i t 

mean"'"" The element.,ary proposi t . io t i s and t h e v;oi-id have .an 

i somorphic i -e la t ionship . That, i s t o say , t .here i s one t̂ o one 

i -e la t ionship betv-^een language and r e a l i t y . At c e r t a i n s t a g e , 

language .and i-eallt,y come v e r y c lose that., i t c-annot be p u t i n t o 

words . I t i s a s t a g e of i n e x p r e s s i b i l i t y V / i t t g e n s t e m p u t s 

it. .as follows. 

iv'hat KiM? c anno t spe'Ok aizfout 

W'e must pass ove't- in sil^'nco. ' 



Some scholars have interpreted this doctrine of Wit-tgenstein 

as a kind of mysticism. But mysticism should not be treat-ed 

in a reii^'ious sense This Is a kind ol mysticism v;hich 

arises out of incapacit^y of language V/ittgenstein was 

convinced that t̂ heî e is some aspect ot i-eality and language, 

which cannot be put into v/ords This is the inexpressible, 

t-he unutterable But v/hat about Dignaga'̂  Dignaga too 

recognises the signit icance ot unut.terabilit.,v But the 

unutterable enters into human experience It is a kind ol 

non-categorial moiie ot expei-ience For the early 

Wittgenstein, language and reality come so very close that 

they are found glued t.ogether But tor Uignaga. language is 

incapable ot expressing or depicting what, is ult.imately 

real 

To the question "how woi-d or language is i-elated to 

the world'̂ ", Dignaga and Wittgenst.ein have almost the 

similar answer with a slight difference. .'\nd this dil f ei-ence 

can be attributed to the religious attachment on the part of 

the former For V/ittgenstei n, thei-e is only one oi-dei- ol 

realit^y And this has intimate relationship vath language. 

Even if, at certaiii st-age he comes aci-oss what is known as 

the inexpi-essible, but. this mexpressibility is not. due to 

the nature ot realit^y rather it is due to the limit., of 

language ii» e.vpressing the reality In short,. t.,liere is no 

scope t Ol' Any transcendental realit.\' in Ti-actatus It is the 

picture of realit^' To say that laiitgu,age is t.,he pictui-e of 

reaiit-v is to maintain that, t,here is not,hing in i-eality 

which t .alls outside t..he ken of language In shoi-t. the 

relationship between language and reality is one to one In 

the "PF, the picturing relation is tr,anstormed into 

lanl^y^ai^B game In tact. in earlier v/orks Wittgenstein 

visualised only one function of language, i e.,designating or 

indicating But in PI', he t.alks of multifarious functions 
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of l a n g u a g e What \ / i l l b e t h e r e s p o n s e o f D i g n a g a t o t h i s 

viev/ ot l a n g u a g e a n d i -ea l i tv ' ' ' The v/orld v e t a l k a b o u t i s 

alsv'avs t h e \ ' o r l d made a v a i l a b l e t o u s bv co i i cep t and 

c a t e g o r i e s In s h o r t , i t i s a ^i^oi-id ot o u r ov/n mak ing T h a t 

IS t o s a v , i t IS a v/orld ameurftaie t o l i n g u i s t i c c a t e g o r i e s 

T h i s b r a o d v iew of r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n \ / o r d and t l i e wor ld 

IS a c c e p t a b l e t.o D i g n a g a , R a n t and W i t t g e n s t e i n In s h o r t 

t h e w o r l d in vrhich we l i v e , move a n d h a v e o u r b e i n g i s a 

w o r l d o f o u r own m a k i n g , i t i s made i n t e l l i g i b l e on ly by o u r 

c a t e g o r i e s a n d c o n c e p t Take a w a y t h e c a t e g o r i e s and 

c o n c e p t s , t h e r e i s no vrorld Like K a n t , D ignaga m a k e s 

d i s t i n c t i o n b e t v / e e n s e n s i b i l i t y a n d u n d e r s t a n d i n g . ! m c a s e ot 

k n o w l e d g e a b o u t t h e v/orld S e n s i b i l i t y i s t^he b a s i c 

p r e r e q u i s i t e s ot u n d e r s t a n d i n g I t i s t.tie s e n s i b i l i t s * %/Jiich 

r e c e i v e s s e n s a t i o n The u n d e r s t a n d i n g c a t e g o i - i s e s it^ One 

d i s c o v e r s s u c h K a n t i a n e l e m e n t s i n D i g n a g a "According t o 

D ignaga , t h e S v a l a k s a n a s h a v e t he p o w e r t o s t i m u l a t ^ e t h e 

u n d e r s t a n d i n g He i n t r o d u c e s t^he n o t i o n of s a r u p y a 

C c o n f o r m i f i ' ) in t h i s c o n n e c t i o n B u t t h e p u r e s e n s u o u s 

p a r t i c u l a r s c a n n e v e r b e c a t e g o r i s e d a n d c o n c e p t u a l i s e d 

T h i s i s t h e d i f f e r e n c e b e t \ / e e n D ignaga and k a n t . F o r K a n t , 

s e n s i b i l i t y a n d u n d e r s t a n d i n g g o t o g e t h e r W h e r e a s , ! o r 

D ignaga , t h e y a r e p o l e s a p a r t B o t h D i g n a g a a n d e a r l y 

W i t t g e n s t e i n t r e a t l a n g u a g e a t t h e c o r e a s c o n s i s t ^ i n g o f 

n a m e s on ly W i t t g e n s t e i n t a l k s of l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s 

D ignaga g i v e s a n e x a m p l e o f s u c h n a m e s m e n t i o n i n g 

m e a n i n g l e s s w o r d s l ike - D i t t h a ' The w o r d D i t t h a ^ d o e s n o t 

h a v e a n y m e a n i n g i n c o n v e n t i o n a l s e n s e o f t h e t e r ! n I t i s 

g i v e n a m e a n i n g l e s s a r b i t r a r y s t a t u s t o r wh ich i t s t a n d s b u t 

in due c o u r s e o f t i m e it^ a c q u i r e s c o n v e n t i o n T h i s i s t l i e 

d i f f e r e n c e b e t w e e n D ignaga and W i t t g e n s t e i n B o t h o f t h e m 

t a l k o f n a m e s , b u t D i g n a g a c o n t e v t u a l i s e s t h e n a m e s , w h e r e a s 
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Wit,t^g,'enst-ein e l i m i n a t - e s a l l cont^ext. vv'liat.soevei-. How do we 

e x p l a i n t^his d i t t e rence ' - " F o r Wit- t .genst-ein, l a n g u a g e o r 

m a t h e m a t i c s w a s i d e a l l angua^ ' e I t i s a c o n t e x t t r e e 

l a n g u a g e . So a s a c o n s e q u e n c e , W i t t g e n s t e i n t h o u g h t ot 

c o n t e x t l e s s n a m e s B u t i n l a t e r w r i t i n g s , p a r t i c u l a r l y in 

P I ' , W i t t g e n s t e i n i s av/^are o f t h e i m p o r t a n c e o f c o n t e x t V/e 

come a c r o s s t,wo W i t t g e n s t e i n ^ i e <.i) e a r l v a n d C2> l a t e i -

B u t we h a v e on ly o n e D i g n a g a , n o t t w o p h a s e s o l eai^lv and 

l a t e r In P S ' , t h e p r e d i c a t e s h a v e b e e n t i - e a t e d a s n a m e s 

Thev a r e b a s i c a l l y n a m e s , d e s i g n a t o r s , i n d i c a t , o r s . Naming 

i ^ e l a t i o n i s b a s i c and p r i m a r y J u n c t i o n o f l a n g u a g e Even in 

P I ' , V / i t t g e n s T . e m d o e s n o t g i v e up s u c h a viev/ of l a n g u a g e 

D ignaga on t h e o t h e i ^ hand , m a k e s a d i s t i n c t i o n b e t w e e n 

n a m e s And a l l t h e n a m e s and a i l t h e p r e d i c a t e s C p a n c a v i d h a 

K a l p a n a ) a r e n a m e s B u t t h e v a r e of d i f f e i - e n t t y p e s By 

t i - e a t i n g t h e s e c o n c e p t s a s n a m e s D i g n a g a d o e s n o t measi t o 

s a v t h a t t h e y a r e m e r e i n d i c a t o r s I n t a c t , he w i s h e s t o drav/ 

o u r a t . t . e n t i o n t o t h e e s s e n c e l e s s n a t u r e o l c o n c e p t s 
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1985 ip. 
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i7)Witt^ens:t&in, L., Tr-actatus Lo^ic-Philasophicus, tr. by 
D.F. P&ars and B.F. Mc Guin&ss, Routl&d^e and Kef^an Paul, 
London, xp<Si 7, 
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CHAPTER II 

NAMES 

I n t h e p r e v i o u s c h a p t e r w e h a v e s a i d t h a t b o t h D i g n a g a 

a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n w e r e p r i m a r i l y c o n c e r n e d w i t h t h e e s s e n c e 

o f l a n g u a g e . L a n g u a g e c o n s i s t s o f s e n t e n c e s . A s e n t e n c e 

c o n s i s t s o f w o r d s . T h o u g h t h e r e i s a d e b a t e a s t o t h e 

p r i m a c y o f w o r d - m e a n i n g a n d s e n t e n c e - m e a n i n g ^ y e t t h e f a c t 

r e m a i n s t h a t l a n g u a g e i s a s y s t e m o f m e a n i n g . T h e w o r d 

b e c o m e s i n t e l l i g i b l e t h r o u g h i t . L a n g u a g e h a s a t t r a c t e d t h e 

a t t e n t i o n o f p h i l o s o p h e r s , l i n g u i s t s , s o c i o l o g i s t s a n d o t h e r 

s o c i a l s c i e n t i s t s . L i n g u i s t i c s i s a n e m p e r i c a l d i s c i p l i n e . 

B r o a d l y s p e a k i n g i t s t u d i e s t h e g r o w t h a n d e v o l u t i o n o f 

l a n g u a g e s . L i n g u i s t i c s a s a s c i e n c e h a s d i f f e r e n t b r a n c h e s 

a n d e a c h b r a n c h d e a l s w i t h a p a r t i c u l a r a s p e c t o f l a n g u a g e . 

T h e y s e e k t o e s t a b l i s h c a s u a l c o - r e l a t i o n b e t w e e n l a n g u a g e 

a n d p s y c h i c p h e n o m e n a . I t i s k n o w n sis p s y c o - l i n g u i s t i c s . 

S o c i a l a n t h r o p o l o g y a n d s o c i o l o g y a l s o s t u d y l a n g u a g e a t 

c e r t a i n s t a g e . T h a t b r a n c h o f S o c i o l o g y w h i c h s t u d i e s 

l i n g u i s t i c s b e h a v i o u r o f m a n i s k n o w n a s p s y c o - l i n g u i s t i c s . 

S o c i o - l i n g i u s t i c s s t u d y l a n g u a g e a s a n i m p o r t a n t f a c t o r i n 

s o c i a l d e v e l o p m e n t . 

P h i l o s o p h e r s w h i l e s t u d y i n g l a n g u a g e r a i s e a l t o g e t h e r 

d i f f e r e n t q u e s t i o n s . T h e s e q u e s t i o n s a r e a s f o l l o w s :-

<.l) V / h a t i s l a n g u a g e ? 
C.2.> W h a t i s a s e n t e n c e '? 
<3> W h a t i s a w o r d ? 
<4> Are all wards n a m e s ? 
<'5) W h a t i s m e a n i n g '? 
<6) W h e t h e r s e n t e n c e - m e a n i n g s a r e p r i m a r y o r vrovd-

m e a n i n g s a r e p r i m a r y ? 

<7> How i s l a n g u a g e r e l a t e d t o r e a l i t y ? a n d e t c . 

S u c h q u e s t i o n s a b o u t l a n g u a g e h a v e b e e n r a i s e d b o t h b y 

D i g n a g a a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n . F u r t h e r , D i g n a g a ' s r e f l e c t i o n o n 

n a t u r e o f l a n g u a g e , m e a n i n g a n d n a m e s a n t i c i p a t e s m a n y 

d e v e l o p m e n t i n p h i l o s o p h y o f l a n g u a g e a n d l o g i c i n t h e 
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c o n t e m p o r a r y p e r i o d . D i g n a g a r a i s e d a v a r i e t y o f q u e s t i o n s 

a b o u t t h e l a n g u a g e ^ m e a n i n g a n d t h e word . They c a n b e 

c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l , l o g i c a l a n d m e t a p h y s i c a l 

q u e s t i o n s . I t i s w r o n g t o s a y t h a t I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y i s 

o t h e r w o r d l y a n d Ind ia i i p h i l o s o p h e r s r a i s e d q u e s t i o n s of 

Moksya o r s a l v a t i o n on ly . The B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h e r s h a v e 

r a i s e d s e r i o u s p h i l o s o p h i c a l q u e s t i o n s a b o u t l o g i c , 

m e t a p h y s i c s a n d e p i s t e m o l o g y . D i g n a g a h a s m a d e o u t s t a n d i n g 

c o n t r i b u t i o n i n t h i s r e s p e c t . F u r t h e r , t h e p r o b l e m s o f 

iangxaage, m e a n i n g a n d n a m e h a v e b e e n d i s c u s s e d i n d e t a i l i n 

.a lmost a l l s y s t e m s o f I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h y , v i z . , B r a h m l n i c a l 

and n o n - B r a h m l n i c a l . D i g n a g a , t h e B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h e r , d id 

n o t d i s c u s s r e l i g i o u s q u e s t i o n s . He v/as n o t i n t e r e s t e d i n 

i s s u e s a b o u t s a l v a t i o n o r N i r v a n a . I n s t e a d , h e w a s 

i n t e r e s t e d i n i s s u e s , l o g i c a l a n d m e t a p h y s i c a l . 

A c c o r d i n g t o D i g n a g a , l a n g u a g e i s a h u m a n p h e n o m e n o n . 

I t i s g i v e n t o u s . I t i s , in a way, c o - e v a l w i t h h u m a n 

e x i s t e n c e . B u t l a n g u a g e i s n o t J u s t a n a m a l g a m o f t i t - b i t o f 

w o r d s . L a n g u a g e g i v e r i s e t o c o n c e p t s o r c a t e g o r i e s . In 

s h o r t , l a n g u a g e o p e r a t e s t h r o u g h t h e medium o f c o n c e p t s . 

T h a t i s t o say^ v^e c h a r a c t e r i s e t h e w o r l d by m e a n s of a 

l a n g u a g e v i a c o n c e p t s o r c a t - e g o r i e s . The c a t e g o r i e s a r e 

i n d i s p i e n s i b l e b u t a r e n o t i n e l i m i n a b l e . F o r D i g n a g a , it, i s 

n e i t h e r t h e s e n t e n c e n o r t .he w o r d s wh ich a r e p r i m a r y . R a t h e r 

I t I s t h e c o n c e p t . I f t h e r e a r e no c o n c e p t , t h e n no 

c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n a n d d e s c r i p t i o n o f w o r d will b e p o s s i b l e . 

We h a v e s a i d i n t h e p r e c e e d i n g c h a p t e r t h a t K a n t c o m e s v e r y 

c l o s e t o D i g n a g a o n t h i s p o i n t . Knowledge o f t h e wor ld i s 

a l w a y s c o n c e p t u a l i s e d . B u t D i g n a g a v i s u a l i s e s a k ind o f 

t r a n s c e n d e n c e which K a n t d o e s n o t do. Now t h e q u e s t i o n i s : 

V/hat i s a c o n c e p t ' ? How a r e t h e y r e l a t e d t o t .he vmr ld or-

l a n g u a g e '? D i g n a g a ' s a n s w e r i s t h a t l a n g u a g e g e n e r a t e s 

c o n c e p t s . And c o n c e p t s a r e a k ind o f e t h e r i a l n o n - p h y s i c a l 
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e n t i t i e s . In t h i s r e s p e c t , D i g n a g a ' s t h e o r y c o m e s v e r y c l o s e 

t o P l a t o n i s m . P l a t o , t h e G r e e k p h i l o s o p h e r , a d v o c a t e d a 

t h e o r y o f i d e a s . The p l a t o n i c i d e a s a r e n o t m e r e c o n c e p t s i n 

h u m a n mind. T h a t i s t o s a y , t h e y aire n o t p s y c h i c e n t i t i e s . 

The B r i t i s h e m p i r i c i s t s t r e a t e d i d e a s a s m e n t a l c o n t e n t s . 

B o t h Locke , B e r k l e y a n d Hume a d v o c a t e d s u c h a t h e o r y o f 

i d e a s . F o r t h e m , i d e a s a r e I m a g e s i n human mind. They a r e 

m e n t a l c o n t e n t s . T h e y c o n s t i t u t e t h e m e n t a l f u r n i t u r e of 

human b e i n g . B u t i f t h i s t h e o r y i s a c c e p t e d , i t wil l l e a d t o 

s u b j e c t i v i s m i t v/ill make i n t e r - p e r s o n a l c o m m u n i c a t i o n 

i m p o s s i b l e . I t i s r i g h t l y s a i d t h a t e m p i r i c i s m l o g i c a l l y 

l e a d s t o s c e p t i c i s m a n d s o l i p c i s m . The s u b j e c t i v e i d e a l i s m 

o f B e r k l e y i s a l o g i c a l o u t g r o w t h o f Locke- 's i m a g e t h e o r y o f 

knowledge . Wha t a r e i m a g e s ' ? I s t h i n k i n g b a s e d on i m a g e s '? 

The e m p i r i c i s t s p a r t i c u l a r l y Locke m a i n t a i n s t h a t t h o u g h t i s 

b a s e d o n i m a g e s . F.H. B r a d l e y r e m a r k s t h a t t h e e m p i r i c i s t s 

h a v e p s y c h o l o g i s e d l o g i c . He m a i n t a i n s : 

In England at all events u 'e have lived too long in 
the psychological attitude. We tahe it for granted and 
as: a matter of cour-se that, lik.e sensations and 
emotions, ideas ar-e phenomena. And considering these 
phenomena as psychological facts, -we have tried Cti-ith 
ufhat success I -will not asf'J to distinguish betvi>een 
ideas and sensations. i 

Bi'-adley's a r g u m e n t r u n s a s f o l l o w s : 

T h e r e m i g h t b e i m a g e s o r m e n t a l p i c t u r e s b u t t h e y a r e o f no 

c o n s e q u e n c e s i n t h i n k i n g . In o t h e r v ; o r d s , m o s t o f t h e t i m e 

t h i n k i n g i s i m a g e l e s s . F u r t h e r , i t i s n o t n e c e s s a r y t h a t 

when we t h i n k o f a h o r s e , we wil l e n t e r t a i n on ly i m a g e o f 

t h a t h o r s e . I t i s q u i t e p o s s i b l e t h a t w h e n I t h i n k o f a 

h o r s e , I m i g h t e n t e r t a i n a n i m a g e o f donkey . In s h o r t , 

B r a d l e y w i s h e s t o p o i n t o u t t h a t t h o u g h t a n d i m a g e s a r e n o t 

n e s s a r i l y o r l o g i c a l l y c o n n e c t e d . F u r t h e r , e v e n i f t h e r e a r e 

i m a g e s , t h e y do n o t c o n s t i t u t e t h e s u b j e c t i n a t t e r o f l og i c 
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and m e t a p h y s i c s . In t h i s r e s p e c t . Bradley makes a 

d i s t i n c t i o n be tv /een i d e a s a s image and i dea s a s meaning. 

Ideas a s image s t a n d f o r men ta l p i c t u r e s . They a r e s h o r t -

livings t r a n s i t o r y and s u b j e c t i v e . The re i s a n o t h e r s e n s e of 

ideas . I t i s meaning. In o t h e r words , Bradley r e c o g n i s e s t h e 

i m p o r t a n c e of i d e a s in t h e s e n s e of i t s meaning in t h e s t u d y 

of logic and m e t a p h y s i c s . Meanings a r e o b j e c t i v e and r e a l . 

At t h e same t i m e , t h e y a r e n e i t h e r phys ica l no r psychic 

e n t i t i e s . They have a kind of e thei^ la l , non-phys ica l 

e x i s t e n c e . F rege t o o a d v o c a t e d such a t h e o r y of meaning and 

ideas . For F r e g e , t h o u g h t c o n s i s t s of meaning o r i d e a s and 

i t i s in t h i s s e n s e t h a t t h o u g h t c o n s t i t u t e s t h e s u b j e c t 

m a t t e r of logic and m e t a p h y s i c s . I t i s in t h i s s e n s e t h a t 

logic i s dlffei '-ent f rom l i n g u i s t i c s . L i n g u i s t i c s s t u d i e s t h e 

l i n u i s t l c fo rms I.e. words and s e n t e n c e s . Whereas , logic and 

m e t a p h y s i c s s t u d y t h e c o n c e p t s t h a t lie behind language. In 

a s e n s e , language i s physical . Tha t i s t o s ay , i t c o n s i s t s 

of sound, words and t h e s e a r e phys ica l in n a t u r e . But 

c o n c e p t s and c a t e g o r i e s a r e non-phys ica l and n o n - l i n g u i s t i c 

in n a t u r e . But a t t h e same t i m e , language and c o n c e p t s a r e 

i n t i m a t e l y connec ted . P l a to and F rege did n o t v i s u a l i s e t h i s 

i n t i m a t e i n t e r - r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n language and c a t e g o r i e s . 

For e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n , l anguage h a s a c o r e . The c o r e of t h e 

language in a s e n s e i s no n - l i n g u i s t i c in n a t u r e . The 

e l e m e n t a r y p r o p o s i t i o n s which c o n s i s t s of logical p r o p e r 

names only c o n s t i t u t e t h e c o r e of language. They a r e 

u n u t t e r a b l e in n a t u r e . They a r e comparab le t o t h e t h o u g h t s 

of F r e g e and t h e c o n c e p t s of Dignaga. I d e a l i s t i c 

p h i l o s o p h e r s t h r o u g h t h e a g e s have conce rned t h e m s e l v e s wi th 

explor ing t h e c o n c e p t of human t h o u g h t only in t h i s s e n s e . 

Tha t i s t o s a y , t h e y t r i e d t o exp lo re t h e b a s i c c o r e of 

human t h o u g h t . The under lying a s s u m p t i o n was t h a t by 

decoding t h e n a t u r e of t h o u g h t one can decode t h e n a t u r e of 

r e a l i t y . Thought and r e a l i t y a r e of t h e same t y p e . This i s 
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an i d e a l i s t i c t h e s i s . Dlgnaga and W i t t g e n s t e i n a r e i d e a l i s t s 

only in t h i s s e n s e . 

According t o Dignaga, c o n c e p t s a s Kalpanas a r e 

ba s i c t o c h a r a c t e r i s e t h e world.He c h a r a c t e r i s e t h e s e 

Kalpanas a s names. V/hat i s a name? A name i s an i nd i ca to r . A 

name d e s i g n a t e s o r i n d i c a t e s . T h e r e i s a s e n s e in which all 

words a r e n a m e s . W i t t g e n s t e i n b o t h e a r l y and l a t e r a l so held 

such a view of language.Even in t h e "PI",he t r e a t e d t h e name--

language of t h e bui lder and a s s i s t a n t a s a language game. 

That philosophical conct?pt of 
meaning: has' its^ plac& in pr-iinitit-'& id&a of tht? way 
languag:^ functions.But o n e can also say 
that it is t h e id&a of a language m o r e 
pr-imitix,>& than out-s. 

Lot us imagino a languago for- u'Mc/i th& doscription 
givon by Augustino is right. The languagtzf is m*^ant to 
s-eri-'e for convnttnication betu>een a buildor A and an 
assistant B.A is building with building stones; there 
are blocks, pillars,slabs and beams.B has to pass the 
stones, and that in the order in which A needs 
them.For this purpose they xi.se a languag:e 

consisting of the words 'block', 'pillctr', 
'slab', 'beatn'. A calls them out ; - B brings the stone 
which he has learn to bring at such-and-such a call^ 
concie've this as a complete py-imitive language. 

The b u i l d e r a s k s f o r b r i c k s and t h e a s s i s t a n t h a n d s o v e r 

t h e b r i c k s . The b u i l d e r a s k s f o r c e m e n t a n d t h e 

a s s i s t a n t b r i n g s a c c o r d i n g l y f o r him. Wha t i s u s u a l l y he ld , 

t h e l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n r e j e c t s t h e n a m e t h e o r y o f t h e 

l a n g u a g e . B u t i t i s n o t t r u e a s a m a t t e r of f a c t . Naming i s 

a n i m p o r t a n t a s p e c t o f h u m a n l a n g u a g e . T h e r e i s a s e n s e i n 

v/hich i t c a n b e s a i d t h a t m o s t o f w o r d s i n a l a n g u a g e a r e 

n a m e s . .And t o l e a r n a l a n g u a g e m e a n s t o l e a r n t h e n a m e s o f 

t h i n g s a n d o b j e c t s . 

In T r a c t a t u s W i t t g e n s t e i n m a i n t a i n s t h a t a n e l e m e n t a r y 

p r o p o s i t i o n c o n s i s t s o f n a m e s . 

An elementary proposition con.sists of names . 
It is a nex-us, a c o n c a t e n a t i o n , of names."^ 
A name cannot be dissected any further b y 

means of a definition. It is a primitive sigti.' 
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A name means an object. The objectis its 

meamngr. 

T h e s e a r e l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s d i s t i n g u i s h e d f r o m 

g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e . A G r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s l i k e 

Rama, H a r l a n d Gopal a r e a k ind of d e s c r i p t i o n . In f a c t , t h e y 

ai->e n o t d e v o i d o f d e s c r i p t i v e e l e m e n t s . R u s s e l t r e a t s t h e 

g r a m m a t i c a l p rope i^ n a m e s a s t r u n c a t e d d e s c i ^ i p t i o i i s . 

H i s t o r i c a l l y s p e a k i n g , t h e d i s p u t e r e g a r d i n g t h e m e a n i n g o f 

p rope l^ n a m e g o e s b a c k t o t h e m e d i e v a l t i m e s . The d e b a t e 

w h e t h e r p r o p e r n a m e s a r e c o n n o t a t i v e o r n o n - c o n n o t a t i v e i s 

well known t o s t u d e n t s o f p h i l o s o p h y a n d l og i c . A c c o r d i n g t o 

o n e g r o u p o f l o g i c i a n s , p r o p e r n a m e s a r e c o n n o t a t i v e ; t h e y 

h a v e m e a n i n g s . A c c o r d i n g t o a n o t h e r g r o u p , p r o p e r n a m e s a r e 

n o n - c o n n o t a t i v e ; t h e y a r e m e a n i n g l e s s m a r k s . H o b b e s a n d J .S . 

Mill a r e a d v o c a t o r s o f t h i s v i e w s . A c c o r d i n g t o s t i l l 

a n o t h e r g r o u p o f l o g i c i a n s , p r o p e r n a m e s i n b e g i n n i n g a r e 

n o n - c o n n o t a t i v e b u t g r a d u a l l l y t h e y a c q u i r e c o n n o t a t i o n 

B u t v /ha t i s a c t u a l l y t h e c a s e ? Which v iew i s c o r r e c t ? The 

a n s w e r s t o t h e s e q u e s t i o n s d e p e n d on w h a t do we m e a n by 

c o n n o t a t i o n ? H i s t o r i c a l l y s p e a k i n g , c o n n o t a t i o n i s r e g a r d e d 

a s t h e e s s e n t i a l f e a t u r e o r a t t r i b u t e s . In s h o r - t , 

c o n n o t a t i o n s t a n d s f o r t h e e s s e n t i a l a t t i ^ i b u t e . T h i s a g a i n 

l e a d s u s t o t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n w o r d and t h e wor ld . 

A c c o r d i n g t o t h e c o n n o t a t i o n i s t v i e w , w o r d s e n c a p s u l a t e t h e 

e s s e n t i a l f e a t u r e o r q u a l i t i e s o f t h i n g s . A t h i n g i s w h a t 

i t i s by v i r t u e o f c e i ^ t a i n e s s e n t i a l a t t r i b u t e s . In 

m e d i e v a l l o g i c a d i s t i n c t i o n h a s b e e n m a d e b e t w e e n 

c o n n o t a t i o n , p r o p e r t y , a n d a c c i d e n t . B u t i t f o l l o w s f r o m t h e 

c o n n o t a t i o n . Ther-e a r e s e p a r a b l e p r o p e r t i e s a n d i n s e p e r a b l e 

p r o p e r t i e s . A c c i d e n c e , on t h e o t h e r h a n d i s n e i t h e r p a r t o f 

t h e c o n n o t a t i o n , n o r d o e s i t fo l low f r o m t h e c o n n o t a t i o n . 

T h i s d e b a t e i s b a s e d u p o n a p a r t i c u l a r t h e o r y 

o f r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n l a n g u a g e a n d r e a l i t y . T h e 

c o n n o t a t i o n i s t s m a i n t a i n t h a t w o r d s a r e a k ind o f p i c t u r e o f 



t h i n g s o r o b j e c t s . I n s h o r t , t h e e s s e n t i a l a t t r i b u t e of t h i n g 

i s r e p r e s e n t e d by t h e m e a n i n g o f word . In o t h e r w o r d s , t h e 

q u a l i t i e s s i n g i f i e d by t h e m e a n i n g o f a w o r d m u s t b e 

p o s s e s s e d by t h i n g s o r o b j e c t s n a m e a f t e r i t . On t h i s 

v i e w , l a n g u a g e t u r n s o u t t o b e a p i c t u i ^ e o f r e a l i t y . T h e r e i s 

o n e t o o n e c o - r e l a t i o n b e t w e e n w o r d and t h e w o r l d . F o r t h i s 

g r o u p s o f l o g i c i a n s e v e n p r o p e r n a m e s a r e b o u n d t o h a v e 

c o n n o t a t i o n . I n f a c t . a c c o r d i n g t o c o n n o t a t i o n i s t s v iew o f 

l a n g u a g e , n o t on ly t^hat a l l w o r d s i n c l u d i n g p r o p e r n a m e s a r e 

m e a n i n g f u l b u t t h e a t t r i b u t e s o r q u a l i t i e s s i n g i f i e d by t h e 

m e a n i n g m u s t b e p o s s e s s e d by t h e t h i n g s o r o b j e c t s . T h i s t-ype 

of t h e o r y o f m e a n i n g c a n b e c h a r a c t e r i s e d r e a l i s m o r 

e s s e n t i a l i s t i c t h e o r y o f m e a n i n g .The n o m i n a l i s t s l i ke H o b b e s 

a n d Mill do n o t r e c o g n i s e t h e p i c t u r i n g r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n 

w o r d a n d t h e w o r l d . F o r t h e m , l a n g u a g e i s a c o n v e n t i o n . N o t t h a t 

w o r d s a r e n o t m e a n i n g f u l b u t t h e q u a l i t i e s r e p r e s e n t e d by 

m e a n i n g o f w o r d s n e e d n o t b e n e c e s s a r i l y p o s s e d by t h i n g s o r 

o b j e c t s n a m e d by t h e s e w o r d s . T h a t i s t o s a y . t h e d e b a t e 

b e t w e e n c o n n o t a t i o n i s t s a n d n o n - c o n n o t a t i o n i s t s t a k e s 

v a r i o u s f o r m s . T h e c o n n o t a t i o n i s t s endow a l l w o r d s w i t h 

m e a n i n g s . E v e n r e f e r r i n g e x p r e s s i o n l ike p r o p e r n a m e s a r e 

endowed w i t h m e a n i n g s . B y do ing s o , t h e y a s s i m i l a t e r e f e r e n c e s 

t o d i s c r i p t i o n s . F o r t h e c o n n o t a t i o n i s t s d i s c r i p t i o n i s t h e 

b a s i c f u n c t i o n a n d r e f e r r i n g s e c o n d a r y oi^ t e r t i a r y f u n c t i o n 

o f a w o r d . T h i s i s a k ind o f p l a t o n i s m r e l a t i n g t o 

m e a n i n g . F u r t h e r , t h e c o n n o t a t i o n i s t s v i s u a l i s e t h e 

r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n w o r d s a n d t h i n g s a s n e c e s s a r y . T h e 

p u r v a - m i m a m s a k a s i n I n d i a , he ld s u c h a t h e o r y o f m e a n i n g . 

The u r g e b e h i n d s u c h a p h i l o s o p h i c a l t h e o r y i s t o t r e a t a l l 

w o r d s i n c l u d i n g p r o p e r n a m e s a s common n a m e s . A p r o p e r n a m e 

l i ke " V i s v a m i t r a " h a s b e e n p a r a p h r a s e d by M i m a m s a k a s a s 

" f r i e n d o f t h e u n i v e r s e " C v i s v a s y a m i t r a ) . F o r t h e p u r v a -

m i m a m s a k a s , " V i s v a m i t r a " i s n o t a p r o p e r n a m e t h o u g h i t 

h a p p e n s t o b e a n a m e o f a p e r s o n . The M i m a m s a k a s h e l d a 
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p a r t - i c u l a r t , h e o r y o f m e a n i n g . It. i s t . h i s : Ail w o r d s 

i n c l u d i n g p r o p e r n a m e s ar>e m e a n i n g f u l ; t .he re ia t - io i - i sh ip 

be t -ween w o r d a n d t ,he w o r l d i s e t . e r n a l . T h l s t - h e o r y o f 

l a n g u a g e w a s u s e d t-o J u s t . i f y t . h e i r t ^hes i s t.hat- t .he Vedas 

a r e not- c r e a t . e d by a n y b o d y at . a l l . It- i s e t - e r n a i and 

unci^eat-ed. The Vedas a r e t-he c o m p e n d i a o f h y m n s o r m a n t r a s . 

T h e s e m a n t r a s a r e m e a n i n g f u l . And m e a n i n g s a r e a kind o f 

u n i v e r s a l . That . i s why, e v e n at . t h e t i m e o f P r a l a y a t h e 

Vedas a r e n o t d e s t r o y e d . They r e m a i n i n a n i m p l i c i t f o r m . On 

t h e o t h e r h a n d , t h e N a i y a y i k a s a d v o c a t e d a l t o g e t h e r a 

d i f f e r e n t t h e o r y o f l a n g u a g e a n d m e a n i n g . F o r t h e m , w o r d s 

a r e c o n v e n t i o n a l a n d m e a n i n g s e m e r g e i n a p a r t i c u l a r 

c o n t e x t . R u s s e l l c h a r a c t e r i s e s g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s a s 

t r u n c a t e d d e s c r i p t i o n s h a v i n g s i m i l a r t h i n g s i n mind. T h a t 

i s t o s a y , c e r t a i n p r o p e r n a m e s a c q u i r e ^ w h a t i s known a s , 

g r - a m m a t i c a l m e a n i n g s . Many of t h e p r o p e r n a m e s h a v e t h i s 

k ind o f m e a n i n g , t h a t i s t o s a y , t h e l i t e r a l m e a n i n g . T h i s 

i s p a r t i c u l a r l y t r u e o f p r o p e r n a m e s i n h i g h l y i n f l e c t i o n a l 

l a n g u a g e s l ike S a n s k r i t s . The S a n s k r i t n a m e 'Padmalochana^ 

m e a n s ' L o t u s e y e d ' . In S a n s k r i t l a n g u a g e a l l w o r d s a r e 

t r a c e d b a c k t o c e r t a i n r o o t s o r s t e m s . And t h i s k ind of 

d e r i v a t i o n e x p l a i n s t h e m e a n i n g of v/oi-'ds. B u t R u s s e l l . by 

t r e a t i n g t h e g r a m m a t i c a l p r -ope r n a m e s a s t r u n c a t e d 

d e s c r i p t i o n , h a s f a i l e d t o d i s t i n g u i s h b e t w e e n t h e r e f e r r i n g 

f^unct ion o f p r o p e r n a m e s a n d i t s m e a n i n g . The p r i m a r y 

f u n c t i o n o f p r o p e r n a m e s i s n o t t o d e s c r i b e o r c h a r a c t e r i s e 

b u t t o i n d i c a t e a n d r e f e r t o . A p r o p e r n a m e m i g h t b e u s e d t o 

d e s c r i b e c e r t a i n t h i n g s o r o b j e c t s . B u t i t i s n o t i t s 

p r i m a r y f u n c t i o n . The p r i m a r y f u n c t i o n s of p r o p e r n a m e s i s t o 

r e f e r t o t h i n g s , o b j e c t s , o r i n d i v i d u a l s . T h i s l e a d s u s t o 

t h e l o g i c a l d i s t i n c t i o n b e t w e e n s i n g u l a r t e r m s a n d g e n e r a l 

t e r m s . 

A s i n g u l a r t e r m i s o f t w o t y p e s : I n d e f i n i t e s i n g u l a i -

t e r m a n d D e f i n i t e s i n g u l a r t e r m . A d e f i n i t e s i n g u l a r t e r m 
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stands Tor or indicates a,-definite object or -thing, V/hereas, 

an indefinite singular term stands for objects of a 

particular kind . But at the same time the fact remains that 

singular term does not describe anything ; they only 

indicate or refer to objects, things or individuals. A 

general term primarily functions as a description. Its rule 

is to characterise or to describe. Terms are combined or 

coupled in a judgement oi* proposition. A judgement or a 

proposition is a unit of thought. In fact, a pi'-oposition can 

be characterised as a coupling of terms. Inorder that a 

proposition becomes informative, it must contain terms of 

different type. In short, terms occuring in a proposition 

must perform seperate jobs. This is how a proposition is 

defined as consisting of subject and a predicate. A subject 

is that about which something is said. A predicate is that 

which is said about the subject. What does it mean '? Can a 

general term be used as a subject? To this question, the 

answer is "yes". One can say " Ram is intelligent" and 

"teachers are honest" In the first proposition 'Ram' is the 

subject and it is a definite singular term. Whereas, in 

second proposition "teachers are honest", 'teacher' is a 

general term and has been used as a subject term. Now the 

question is , how to identify general term ? Is it the case 

that a general term always occurs as a predicate of a 

proposition?. In answer to this question, it can be said that 

it is not always the case. As a matter of fact, general terms 

occurs as a predicate of a proposition but even if sometimes 

they occur as a subject of proposition, yet their 

descriptive nature remains unchanged. The proposition 

"teachers are honest" can be paraphrased as follows: some 

human beings are teacheers and they are honest. In short, 

even if general terms are used as a subject of the 

proposition, they have to be paraphrased and the referring 

character has to be honoured. In short, a proposition cannot be 
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u n d e r s t o o d w i t h o u t r e f er-ence and p r e d i c a t i o n . 

The p r o p o s i t l o n a i l s t s in logic m a i n t a i n t h a t t h e 

logical s u b j e c t of t l i e p r o p o s i t i o n mus t be a p o i n t of 

r e f e r e n c e . In t h i s s e n s e only t h e denia l o r n e g a t i o n of a 

p r e d i c a t e r e s u l t s in t h e n e g a t i o n of t h e o r i g i n a l 

p r o p o s i t i o n ; Whereas , t h e n e g a t i o n of a s u b j e c t t e r m does 

n o t r e s u l t in any p r o p o s i t i o n a t all. As f o r e.g., l e t u s 

n e g a t e t h e p r e d i c a t e 'black' in t h e p r o p o s i t i o n " some cows 

a r e black". When t h e p r e d i c a t e "black" i s n e g l e c t e d t h e n e g a t e d 

p r o p o s i t i o n becomes "some cov/s ar^e n o t black". The pr-edicate o r 

g e n e r a l t e r m black h a s been neg lec ted . The o r i g i n a l p r o p o s i t i o n 

was ome cov/s a r e black . A f t e r t h e n e g a t i o n of p r e d i c a t e "black" 

we g e t t h e p r o p o s i t i o n "some cows a r e n o t black".Let u s 

c o n c e n t r a t e on t h i s : "some eov/.s a r e n o t black" i s t h e n e g a t i o n 

of t h e p r o p o s i t i o n "some cows a r e black". In f a c t , t h e 

n e g a t i o n of t h e p r e d i c a t e word r e s u l t s in t h e c o n t r a r y o r 

t h e c o n t r a d i c t o r y of t h e o r ig ina l p o s i t i o n . As f o r e.g., t h e 

p r o p o s i t i o n " all cows a r e black" can be negat..ed in two 

ways: CD "all cows a r e n o t black" and t h i s will u l t i m a t e l y 

r e s u l t in "some cows ai-e n o t black". F u r t h e r , "some cows a r e 

n o t black" i s t h e c o n t r a d i c t o r y of "all cov/s a r e black". <2) 

Again "all cov/s ai-e n o t black" can be n e g a t e d a s "no cows 

a r e n o t black". Though in t h i s p r o p o s i t i o n t h e s u b j e c t t.,erm 

-'cow* h a s been p r e f i x e d by t h e word 'no ' , y e t i t ha s n o t 

been n e g a t e d . What i s n e g a t e d o r denied i s t h e p r e d i c a t e 

'black'. To s a y t h a t "no cov/s a r e black" i s t o s a y t h a t 

' b l ackness ' i s denied of al l cows. But in e i t h e r c a s e t t h e 

denial of a p r e d i c a t e o r a g e n e r a l t e r m r e s u l t s in t h e 

n e g a t i o n of t h e o r ig ina l p r o p o s i t i o n . In s h o r t , we g e t a 

p r o p o s i t i o n a f t e r denying a p r e d i c a t e . But can we g e t a 

p r o p o s i t i o n by denying t e r m ? The ansv/er i s "no". Let u s 

deny t h e s u b j e c t t e r m "Ram" in t h e p r o p o s i t i o n "Ram i s a 

boy". V/hat would be t h e na tv i re of t h a t p r o p o s i t i o n a f t e r we 
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n e g a t e t h e s u b j e c t t e r m "Ram"? The d e n i a l o f s u b j e c t t e r m 

will a m o u n t t o not . u s i n g i t . And n o t t o »ise t h e s u b j e c t t e r m 

i s t o r e m o v e i t f r o m t h e c o n t e x t of p r o p o s i t i o n . F u r t h e r ^ 

i t i s b e c a u s e of t h e g e n e r a l t e r m , t h a t a p r o p o s i t i o n b e c o m e s 

e i t h e r t r u e o r f a l s e . In o t h e r words , , a p r o p o s i t i o n i s 

e n d o w e d w i t h t r u t h o r f a l s i t y , b e c a u s e o f t h e p r e d i c a t e 

l e t t e r . Take away t h e p r e d i c a t e l e t t e r f r o m t h e c o n t e x t o f 

t h e p r o p o s i t i o n , t h e q u e s t i o n o f v : h e t h e r a p r o p o s i t i o n i s 

t r u e o r f a l s e d o e s n o t a r i s e . The w o r d *cow^ a n d 'Ram' do 

n o t y i e ld a n y p r o p o s i t i o n a t a l l . T h e r e f o r e , in o r d e r t o g e t 

a p r o p o s i t i o n we m u s t combine , a t l e a s t tv /o t e r m s i .e. 

s u b j e c t a n d p r e d i c a t e . A p i - o p o s i t i o n i s n e i t h e r t i ' u e noi-

f a l s e , i f t h e r e i s no a s s e r t i o n . An a s s e i ' t i o n i s n o t 

p o s s i b l e w i t h o u t t h e r e b e i n g p r e d i c a t i o n . T r u t h and f a l s i t y , 

a s s e r t i o n a n d d e n i a l , p r e d i c a t i o n a n d c h a r . a c t e r i s . a t i o n a r e 

i n t i m a t e l y c o n n e c t e d . The I n d i a n t r a d i t . . i o n a c c e p t s t h i s 

p o s i t i o n . F o r t h e N a i y a y i k a s , knov: l e d g e i s s a v i k a l p a 

< . d e t e r m i n a t e > i n n a t u r e . The N a i y a y i k a s do n o t r e c o g n i s e t h e 

s u p r e m a c y o f N i r v i k a l p a k a < i n d e t e r m i n a t e p e r c e p t i o n ^ . 

S a v i k a l p a k a , i n t h e c o n t e x t of Nyaya m e a n s p r e d i c a t i o n o r 

c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n . The s u b j e c t m u s t b e c h a r a c t e r i s e d o r 

d e s c r i b e d . W i t h o u t t h i s , t h e r e i s no k n o w l e d g e a t a l l . The 

V e d a n t i n , on t h e o t h e r h a n d , t r y t^o e l imina t^e a l l 

p r e d i c a t e s f r o m t h e s p h e r e o f g e n u i n e k n o w l e d g e . To a p p l y a 

p r e d i c a t e m e a n s t o make t h e p r o p o s i t i o n o p e n t o d o u b t . That., 

i s why, t h e V e d a n t i n s d e n y a l l p r e d i c a t i o n o r 

c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n . 

In c o n t e m p o r a r y p h i l o s o p h y , F r e g e m a d e a d i s t i n c t i o n 

b e t w e e n s e n s e a n d r e f e r e n c e . A c c o r d i n g t..o him, t w o d i f f e r e n t 

s e n t e n c e s m i g h t h a v e t w o d i f f e r e n t s e n s e s o r m e a n i n g s b u t 

h a v e t h e s a m e r e f e r e n c e . His f a m o u s e x a m p l e i s *?norning 

s t a r ' and ' e v e n i n g s t a r ' . B o t h t h e e x p r e s s i o n s ' m o r n i n g 

s t a r ' a n d ' e v e n i n g s t a r ' r e f e r t o t h e s a m e o b j e c t i .e. t h e 

p l a n e t v e n u s . Bu t t h e s e n s e o r m e a n i n g of ' m o r n i n g s t a r ' i s 
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d i f f e r e n t f r o m t h a t o f ' e v e n i n g s t a r ' . Wha t F r e g e w a n t s t o 

s u g g e s t i s t h i s : R e f e r e n c e i s n o t a pa r - t o f m e a n i n g b u t a t 

t h e s a m e t i m e ^ r e f e r e n c e I s v e r y much e s s e n t i a l i n a s s e r t i o n 

o f t h e p r o p o s i t i o n . W i t h o u t a p o i n t o f r e f e r e n c e no 

a s s e r t i o n c a n b e m a d e a n d no m e a n i n g wil l b e i n t e l l i g i b l e . 

Fr-ege^s d i s t i n c t i o n b e t w e e n m e a n i n g a n d i ^ e f e r e n c e p r o v i d e s 

a n a n t i d o t e t o t h e i ^ e f e r e n t i a l t h e o r y o f m e a n i n g . Some 

p h i l o s o p h e r s I d e n t i f y m e a n i n g v / i th r e f e r e n c e . F r e g e p o i n t s 

o u t t h a t r e f e r e n c e a r e no p a r t o f m e a n i n g , t h o u g h t h e y a r e 

I n t i m a t e l y b o u n d up v / i th m e a n i n g s . 

L e t u s now t u r n o u r a t t e n t i o n t o W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s v iew o f 

n a m e s . In T r a c t a t u s W i t t g e n s t e i n d e v e l o p s a t h e o r y o f 

l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . We h a v e a l r e a d y s a i d t h a t i n t h i s 

r e s p e c t R u s s e l l a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n c o m e v e r y c l o s e . In h i s 

L o g i c a l A t o m i s m L e c t u r e , R u s s e l l d e v e l o p s a t h e o r y o f 

l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . R u s s e l l w a n t e d t o m a k e p h i l o s o p h y 

s c i e n t i f i c . To a c h i e v e t h i s p u r p o s e h e m a d e a n a t t e m p t t o 

r e m o v e v a g u e n e s s a n d a m b i g u i t y a n d t o d e v e l o p a m a t h e m a t i c a l 

l a n g u a g e t o b e u s e d i n p h i l o s o p h y . R u s s e l l h a d g r - e a t 

i n t e r e s t in t h e p e r s p i c u o u s n a t u r e o f l a n g u a g e i n 

m a t h e m a t i c s . B o t h R u s s e l l a n d W i t t g e n s t e i n e m p l o y e d t r u t h 

f u n c t i o n a l a n a l y s i s o f l a n g u a g e .When we a n a l y s e complex 

p r o p o s i t i o n , w 6 e l i m i n a t e l o g i c a l c o n s t a n t s . F u r t h e r ; , a l l 

a m b i g u i t y a n d v a g u e n e s s d i s a p p e a r . U l t i m a t e l y we come a c r o s s 

v e r y s i m p l e p r o p o s i t i o n s . R u s s e l l t e r - m s t h e s e p r o p o s i t i o n a s 

a t o m i c p r o p o s t i o n s . T h e s e p r o p o s t i o n s c o n s i s t s o f l o g i c a l 

p r o p e r n a m e s . I s i t t r u e t h a t t h e r e a r e s u c h p r o p o s i t i o n s ? 

W i t t g e n s t e i n ^ s ansv^fer w a s t h a t i t i s f o r o t h e r s t o f i n d o u t i f 

t h e e l e m e n t a r y p r o p o s i t i o n s a r e t h e r e a s a m a t t e r o f f a c t , 

b u t t h a t t h e r e m u s t b e s u c h p r o p o s i t i o n s a s a m a t t e r o f 

l o g i c . If s u c h p r o p o s i t i o n s a r e n o t t h e r e , t h e d e t e r m i n a t e 

s e n s e o f t h e p r o p o s i t i o n c a n n o t b e a c c o u n t e d f o r . In o t h e r 

w o r d s , i n ordei-- t h a t t h e s e n s e o f a p r o p o s i t i o n b e 

d e t e r m i n a t e a n d d e f i n i t e , t h e r e m u s t b e e l e m e n t a r y 

4 3 



p r o p o s i t i o n s . S i m i l a r l y . When wit . , t .genst .e in w a s s isked t-o g i v e 

a n i n s t - a n c e o f l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e , h e r e f u s e d t,o do t-hat-. 

V / h e r e a s , R u s s e l l w a s v e r y opt-infiist-ic. He p r o d u c e d e x a m p l e s o f 

l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . A c c o r d i n g t-o R u s s e l l , ' t - h i s ' , ' h e r e ' , 

' n o w ' a r e s o m e o f t-he i n s t , a n c e s o f l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . To 

b e a l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e m e a n s n o t t o h a v e a n y d e s c r i p t i v e 

c o n t e n t . E x p r e s s i o n s s u c h a s ' t h i s ' , ' h e r e ' , ' n o w ' , do n o t 

h a v e a n y d e s c r i p t i v e c o n t e n t . R u s s e l l a r g u e s t h a t t h e y a r e 

p u r e l y i n d i c a t i v e i n n a t u r e . 

F.H.Bradley, i n h i s P r i n c i p l e o f L o g i c , o u t o f 

d i f f e r e n t p h i l o s o p h i c a l m o t i v e , e x a m i n e s s u c h e x p r e s s i o n s a s 

' t h i s ' , ' h e r e ' , ' now ' . His a r g u m e n t i s t h a t s u c h e x p r e s s i o n s 

a r e m o r e g e n e r a l t h a n t h e g e n e r a l t e r m s t h e m s e l v e s . G e n e r a l 

t e r m i s o n e v/hich a p p l i e s t o many c a s e s . W h e r e a s , a s i n g u l a r 

t e r m i s t h a t wh ich a p p l i e s on ly t o s o m e c a s e s . Wha t a b o u t 

' t h i s ' , ' h e r e ' , a n d ' n o w ' A r e t h e y s i n g u l a r o r g e n e r a l ? Do t h e y 

a p p l y t o many c a s e s o r s o m e c a s e s '? B r a d l e y ' s a r g u m e n t i s 

t h a t t h e s e e x p r e s s i o n s a r e a p p l i e d t o a v e r y l a r g e n u m b e r o f 

c a s e s , a s f o r e.g. t h e w o r d ' t h i s ' c a n b e a p p l i e d t o 

a n y t h i n g , a n y o b j e c t o r a n y e v e n t . S i m i l a r l y , t h e w o r d 

' h e r e ' c a n b e a p p l i e d t o a n y p o i n t o f s p a c e . F u r t h e r , t h e 

w o r d ' n o w ' c a n b e a p p l y t o a n y m o m e n t o f t i m e . T h e r e f o r e 

B r a d l e y a r g u e s t h a t s u c h w o r d s a s ' t h i s ' , ' h e r e ' , ' n o w ' a r e 

v e r y g e n e r a l . V/hat d o e s B r a d l e y m e a n by t h i s ? I s i t r e a l l y 

t h e c a s e t h a t t h e r e a r e n o i n d i c a t o r w o r d s i n l a n g u a g e ? As 

a m a t t e r o f f a c t , i n d i c a t i o n a n d i - e f e r e n c e c a n b e s e c u r e d i n 

many w a y s . T h e r e a r e w h a t i s known a s l i n g u i s t i c a l l y s e c u r e d 

r e f e r e n c e a n d n o n - l i n g u i s t i c a l l y s e c u r e d r e f e r e n c e . W i t h t h e 

h e l p o f p h y s i c a l g e s t u r e s a n d p o s t u r e s we s o m e t i m e s s e c u r e 

r e f e r e n c e . T h a t i s t o s a y , r e f e r e n c e i s a f a c t o f l i f e . 

B r a d l e y i s r i g h t i n s a y i n g t h a t w o r d s a n d l a n g u a g e a s s u c h 

h a v e g e n e r i c m e a n i n g . B u t h e o v e r l o o k s t h e f a c t t h a t t h e s e 

g e n e r i c m e a n i n g s g e t c o n t e x t u a l i s e d . The c o n t e x t u a l 

m e a n i n g h e l p s u s i n s e c u r i n g u n i q u e r e f e r e n c e . Bx-adley w a s 
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looking f o r p u r e names , p u r e i n d i c a t o r s , b u t such names he 

could n o t f ind in o u r communica t ive s y s t e m . 

According t o e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n t h e logical p r o p e r 

names m u s t be t h e r e . He was fi-ank enough t o admit t h a t t h e 

e l e m e n t a r y p r o p o s i t i o n s c o n s i s t i n g of p u r e names do n o t s a y 

any th ing a t all. They simply show t h i n g s . But a t t h e same 

t ime , logical p r o p e r names do n o t occur in i s o l a t i o n A 

name i s a name only in t h e c o n t e x t of a p r o p o s i t i o n . V/hat 

does i t jnean '? I t can be s a i d in t h i s c o n n e c t i o n t h a t even 

in t h e T r a c t a t u s V / i t t g e n s t e i n r e c o g n i s e s t h e I m p o r t a n c e of 

p r o p o s i t i o n in human t h o u g h t The t r u t h func t i ona l a n a l y s i s 

of language does n o t e l im ina t e t h e p r o p o s i t i o n b u t i t 

e l i m i n a t e s t h e v a g u e n e s s and ambiqui ty .According t o 

W i t t g e n s t e i n , t h e p e r s p i c u o u s idea l language l i e s hidden 

b e n e a t h and behind t h e o r d i n a r y o r nat\ai-al language. The s o 

called ideal language i s n o t c o n s t r u c t e d . I t i s d i scovered . 

But t h i s t h e o r y of l anguage i s r e p l e t e wi th some r i c h 

phi losophical i n s i g h t . I t i s t h i s : Language and 

communicat ion s y s t e m a t t h e b a s e i s r e f e r e n t i a l in n a t u r e . 

Tha t i s t o s ay , r e f e r e n c e l i e s a t t h e b a s e of d e s c r i p t i o n . 

All d e s c r i p t i o n s and c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n s a r e a l a t e r day 

c r e a t i o n . They a r e el iminable. In s h o r t , t h e y a r e n o t 

p e r s i s t e n t f e a t u r e of communicat ion. In t h i s r e s p e c t , t h e 

e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n comes v e r y c lose t o Dignaga. What 

Dignaga ca l l s Kalpanas , Russe l l and W i t t g e n s t e i n 

c h a r a c t e r i s e t hem a s d e s c r i p t i v e e lement . I t i s t h e 

d e s c r i p t i v e e l e m e n t s which a r e t h e s o u r c e of v a g u e n e s s and 

ambiquity. In o r d e r t o g e t a p e r s p i c o u u s view of language 

and communicat ion, one mus t e l im ina t e t h e d e s c r i p t i v e 

e l e m e n t s . The logical p r o p e r names , accord ing t o 

W i t t g e n s t e i n , a r e J u s t like m a t h e m a t i c a l o r g e o m e t r i c a l 

po in t . They a r e ideal in n a t u r e . But such p o i n t - l i k e names 

c a n n o t be used in any communicat ion a t all. In f a c t , wha t 

W i t t g e n s t e i n wi shes t o s u g g e s t i s t h e l i m i t t l n g c a s e of all 
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n a m e s i s r e f e r e n c e a n d l i m i t t i n g p o i n t o f a l l c o m m u n i c a t i o n 

i s s i l e n c e . " W h e r e o f o n e c a n n o t s p e a k t h e r e o f o n e m u s t b e 

s i l e n t " r e s e m b l e s D i g n a g a ' s d o c t r i n e o f u n u t t e r a b i l i t y . 

In ' P I ' W i t t g e n s t e i n a d v o c a t e s a l i b e r a l viev/ o f 

l a n g u a g e i p s o f a c t o , h e d i f f e r s in h i s a t t i t u d e t o v / a r d s 

n a m e s . In t h e T r a c t a t u s h e a d v o c a t e s a u n i f u n c t i o n a l vievv^ o f 

l a n g u a g e . In ' P I ' , h e a d v o c a t e s a m u l t i f u n c t i o n a l v i ew o f 

l a n g u a g e . T h o u g h i n t h e ' P I ' , h e t a l k s o f d i f f e r e n t 

f u n c t i o n s o f l a n g u a g e y e t , h e d o e s e l i m i n a t e t h e n a m e s . B u t 

t h e n a m e s g e t t r a n s f o r m e d . In t h e T r a c t a t u s n a m e s a r e 

t r e a t e d a s o n p a r w i t h g e o m e t r i c a l p o i n t . B u t i n ' P I ' , n a m e s 

a r e t a k e n i n t h e i r n a t u r a l a n d c o n c r - e t e n a t u r e . In s h o r t , h e 

d o e s n o t t a l k o f l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . L a n g u a g e c o n s i s t s o f 

d i f f e r e n t e l e m e n t s . 

Think of the tools in a toll-t:>o?<: t h e r e i s ' a h.amm&r-, 
pli&rs, a saw, a scn&w dt-it-'er, a r-itl&, a glue-pot, 
glue, nails and scr-eu^s, - The function of VL>o7--ds ar-e as 
divet-se as the functions of these objects. 

He c o m p a r e s l a n g u a g e w i t h a t o o l - b o x . He r e m a r k s t h a t t h e 

t o o l s i n a t o o l - b o x p e r f o r m d i f f e r e n t f u n c t i o n s . Each t o o l 

h a s i t s own r o l e t o p l ay . Names , a d j e c t i v e s , p r o n o u n s , v e r b s 

a n d s o o n , p e r f o r m t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e f u n c t i o n s . Names i n ' P I ' 

a r e g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . L o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s do n o t 

p e r f o r m a n y r o l e i n o r d i n a r y c o m m u n i c a t i v e s y s t e m . T h o u g h 

s u c h n a m e s p l a y a r o l e i n g e o m e t r y , t h e y c a n n o t p l a y a n y 

r o l e i n o r d i n a r y c o m m u n i c a t i v e s y s t e m . 

W i t t g e n s t e i n v i s u a l i s e s t h e d o c t r i n e o f l o g i c a l p i - o p e r 

n a m e s . The l a n g u a g e c o n s i s t i n g of p u r e n a m e s i s 

d i s f u n c t i o n a l . I t c a n n o t p e r f o r m a n y o t h e r r o l e e x c e p t t h e 

a c t o f p i c t u r i n g . I t i s t r u e t h a t t h a t d e s c r i p t i v e e l e m e n t 

s o m e t i m e s d e c i d e s b u t i t i s t h e d e s c r i p t i v e e l e m e n t , a t t h e 

s a m e t i m e , v;hich p l a y s v e r y s i g n i c a n t r o l e i n c o m m u n i c a t i o n . 

Nov/ t h e q u e s t i o n i s , d o e s D i g n a g a t a l k o f l o g i c a l p r o p e r 
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name in manner of e a r l y V / i t t g e n s t e i n ? To t h i s q u e s t i o n , ou r 

ansv/ei^ i s "yBs", b u t wi th a qual i f ica t io i i . The Kalpanas of 

Dignaga c o r r e s p o n d t o t h e d e s c r i p t i v e e l e m e n t s in phi losophy 

of W i t t g e n s t e i n and Russel l . They do n o t c o r r e s p o n d t o 

logical p r o p e r names , t h o u g h Dignaga t i - e a t s t h e s e Kalpanas 

a s names. In a b raod s e n s e , t h e l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n a l so 

t r e a t s t h e m a j o r i t y of v/ords in a language a s a kind of 

names. Similarly , Dignaga t r e a t s al l Kalpanas a s a kind of 

name. But Dignaga does n o t have a word f o r logical pi^oper 

names. The s v a l a k s a n a s a r e p a r t i c u l a r s o r p o i n t I n s t a n t s . 

They c o r r e s p o n d t o t h e o b j e c t of logical a t o m s . In s h o r t , 

what Russe l l ca l l s a logical a tom and e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n 

ca l l s an o b j e c t , i s called a s S v a l a k s a n a s by Dignaga. The 

S v a l a k s a n a s a r e u n u t t e r a b l e . They a r e n o t p a r t of any 

language. Tha t i s why t h e y a r e u n u t t e r a b l e . They c a n n o t be 

p u t i n t o words in t h e s e n s e i t can be s a i d t h a t Dignaga does 

n o t a d v o c a t e t h e p i c t u r e t h e o r y of language. Tha t i s t o say , 

accord ing t o Dignaga, t h e r e i s no one t o one c o r r e s p o n d e n c e 

b e t w e e n logical p r o p e r names and svalaksauias . The 

s v a l a k s a n a s do n o t cons t i t «a t e t h e p a r t of any language no r 

does language h a s any e l emen t t h a t c o r r e s p o n d s t o t h e s e 

s v a l a k s a n a s . On t h e o t h e r hand, accord ing t o e a r l y 

W i t t g e n s t e i n and Russe l l , p r o p e r names have logical o b j e c t 

and a t o m s c o r r e s p o n d i n g t o them. Tha t i s vfhy, W i t t g e n s t e i n 

and Russe l l a d v o c a t e t h e p i c t u r i n g r e l a t i o n of language wi th 

r e a l i t y . I t i s P r e c i s e l y b e c a u s e of t h i s r e a s o n t h a t Dignaga 

did n o t have any VAord f o r logical p r o p e r names. For Dignaga, 

Language can n e v e r be t r e a t e d a s a p i c t u r e of r e a l i t y . 

I t may n o t be o u t of p lace in t h i s connec t i on t o p o i n t o u t t h a t 

in India phi losophica l t r a d i t i o n t h e d o c t r i n e of ideal 

language h a s n o t been advoca ted . Rea l i ty I s e i t h e r 

e .vpress ible o r i n e x p r e s s i b l e b u t i t i s n e v e r p i c t u r e d o r 

m i r r o r e d by language.In Ja in i sm, a sevenfo ld Nyaya h a s been 

developed t o e x p r e s s r e a l i t y . Whatever i s , i s e x p r e s s i b l e . 
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In o t -he r w o r d s , f o r J a i n p h i l o s o p h e r s I'-ealit-y c a n b e 

e x p r e s s e d by l a n g u a g e c o n t - r i v e d f o r t-he p u r p o s e . O n t-he o t h e r 

h a n d B u d d h i s t a n d V e d a n t i n s m a i n t a i n t h a t r e a l i t y i s 

i n e x p r e s s i b l e a n d u n u t t e r a b l e The Mimarhsakas a n d 

N a i y a y i k a s g o a l o n g w i t h t h e J a i n s . R e a l i t y ' , f o r t h e m i s 

e x p r e s s i b l e . As a r e s u l t ^ t h e doc t i ^ lne o f p i c t u r e l a n g u a g e 

h a s n o t f o u n d f a v o u r w i t h t h e I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h e r s . D ignaga 

a r r i v e s a t t h e s v a l a k s a n a s no,t t h r o u g h t r u t h f u n c t i o n a l 

a n a l y s i s o f l a n g u a g e b u t t h r o u g h e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l and l o g i c a l 

a n a l y s i s a s s u c h . 

B u t D i g n a g a d o e s n o t t r e a t t h e k a l p a n a s a s m i s l e a d i n g 

in n a t u r e . T h e r e i s no a t t e m p t t o e l i m i n a t e t h e K a l p a n a s 

and t o d i s c o v e r t h e l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . On t h e o t h e r h a n d , 

h e s e e k s t o e x p l a i n t h e n a t u r e a n d p r e s u p p o s i t i o n o f t h e 

c o m m u n i c a t i v e s y s t e m . D i g n a g a d e v e l o p s a t h e o r y o f m e a n i n g 

i n t h i s c o n n e c t i o n . T h i s t h e o r y i s known a s A p o h a v a d a o r t h e 

d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n t h e o r y . A f t e r D i g n a g a , D h a r m a k i r t i , 

D h a r m o t a r a , R a t n a k i r t i i m p r o v e d t h i s t h e o r y o f a p o h a . 

' A p o h a ' i s a S a n s k r i t t e r m . I t i s f o r m o u t of ' A p o + u h a ' . I t s 

l i t e r a l m e a n i n g I s e x c l u s i o n o f t h e o t h e r . Wha t i s t h i s 

o t h e r a n d v/hy s h a l l i t b e e x c l u d e d 'f' T h i s t h e o r y w a s 

d e v e l o p e d i n o p p o s i t i o n t o t h e N y a y a - V a i s e s i k a t h e o r y o f 

' l a n g u a g e a n d m e a n i n g ' . The N a i y a y i k a s n a m e d t h a t v;e 

p e r c e i v e n o t on ly t h e p o s i t i v e o b j e c t s b u t a l s o t h e n e g a t i v e 

o b j e c t s <.negat ion>. When we s a y ' t h i s i s a cow' , t h i s i s a 

c a s e of p e r c e p t u a l k n o w l e d g e . In s h o r t , we p e r c e i v e b o t h 

u n i v e r s a l *cow' a n d t h e p a r t i c u l a r i t y a s s o c i a t e d w i t h i t . 

Then t h i s p e r c e p t u a l k n o w l e d g e i s v e r b a l i s e d , t h i s m e a n s 

t h a t t h e ' c o w ' i s b e i n g t a l k e d a b o u t . A c c o r d i n g t o D i g n a g a , 

t o s a y t h a t ' t h i i s i s a c o w ' i s n o t t o s a y we p e r c e i v e t h e 

' c o w ' b u t t o s a y t h a t t h e ' n o n - c o w ' ai^e e x c l u d e d . W h a t d o e s i t 

m e a n ? Why s h a l l t h e " n o n - c o w " b e e x c l u d e d f r o m t h e 

' cow' ? T h i s i s known a s B u d d h i s t d i a l e c t i c s . A c c o r d i n g t o 

B u d d h i s t knov/^ledge a n d m e a n i n g i s d i a l e c t i c a l . L i t e r a l 
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m e a n i n g of d i a l e c t i c i s d i a l o g u e c o n v e r s a t i o n . In W e s t e r n 

t r a d i t i o n , Hegel i s f a m o u s f o r t h e d i a l e c t i c a l t h e o r y . 

L a t e r o n Marx v,ras i n f l u e n c e d by i t . B u t t h e H e g e l i a n 

d i a l e c t i c s s t a n d s f o r a h i g h w a t e r m a r k i n E u r o p e a n 

p h i l o s o p h y . A c c o r d i n g t o Hege l , eve i -y c o n c e p t I m p l i e s i t s 

n e g a t i o n . The c o n c e p t ' c o w ' i m p l i e s ' n o n - c o w ' ; b u t i n w h a t 

s e n s e ? H e g e l ' s a r g u m e n t i s t h a t w h e n we e x a m i n e a c o n c e p t 

and e l i m i n a t e a l l i t s a d j u n c t s , v/e u l t i m a t e l y c o m e a c r o s s 

t h e 'Being. 'And t h i s 'Being* i s ' N o t h i n g ' f o r t h e s i m p l e r e a s o n , 

i t i s d e v o i d o f a l l a d m i x t u r e s and a d j u n c t s . So Hegel i n v e n t s 

a n o t h e r c a t e g o r y knov^n a s b e c o m i n g . S-o t h e s i s , a n t i - t h e s i s 

and s y n t h e s i s o r B e i n g , n o n - b e i n g and Becoming c h a r a c t e r i s e 

H e g e l i a n l og i c . And t h i s p r - o c e s s g o e s o n f o r e v e r u n l e s s and 

u n t i l t h e a b s o l u t e i d e a r e a l i s e s i t . B u t t h e B u d d h i s t 

d i a l e c t i c i s d i f f e r e n t f r o m t h a t o f Hegel . In s h o r t , t h e 

B u d d h i s t d i a l e c t i c s r e l a t e s t o t h e d o c t r i n e o f s i g n i f i c a n t 

n e g a t i o n . In o i -de r t o b e s i g n i f i c a n t o r m e a n i n g f u l , a w o r d 

or- c o n c e p t m u s t b e d i s t i n g u i s h e d f r o m i t s o p p o s i t e . 

O t h e r w i s e , i t will c e a s e t o h a v e a n y m e a n i n g a t a l l . When we 

s a y s i m p l y ' t h i s ' , t h i s i s n o t k n o w l e d g e a t a l l . In s h o r t , 

t h e ' t h i s ' h a s t o b e c h a r a c t e r i s e d . In o t h e r w o r d s , 

p r e d i c a t i o n i s h i g h l y n e c e s s a r y f o r s e c u r i n g k n o w l e d g e . No 

p r e d i c a t i o n , no k n o w l e d g e . P u r e l y s i n g u l a r t e r m s w i t h o u t t h e 

h e l p o f g e n e r a l t e r m , c a n n o t g i v e u s a n y k n o w l e d g e a t a l l . 

In s h o r t , p r e d i c a t e s ar-e b a s i c r e q u i r e m e n t o f a n y k n o w l e d g e . 

In t h i s r e s p e c t , R a m a n u j a c o m e s v e r y c l o s e t o Dignaga . 

R a m a n u j a h o l d s a l m o s t t h e s i m i l a r v i e w , w i t h o u t p r e d i c a t i o n , 

w i t h o u t c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n , t h e r e i s no k n o w l e d g e a t a l l . 

D ignaga m a k e s a d i s t i n c t i o n b e t w e e n t w o t y p e s o f knovifledge 

c o r r e s p o n d i n g t o t h e t y p e s o f r e a l i t y . S a m v r t i s a t y a i s t h e 

knowledge o b t a i n e d t h r o u g h p r e d i c a t i o n P a r a m a r t h a s a t y a i s 

t h a t knowledge w h i c h i s o b t a i n e d v / i t h o u t any p r e d i c a t i o n . 

D i g n a g a ' s d o c t r i n e o f K a l p a n a s a n d d o c t r i n e o f Apoha a r e 

m e a n t f o r e x p l a i n i n g t h e s a r i i v r t i s a t y a . ' T h i s i s a c o w ' . 
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'This i s a h o r s e ' , 'This i s - a b,oy*, t .hese a r e inst^ances of 

Samvr t i sa t . ya . Dignaga like lat .er Witt . .genstein a r g u e s t h a t 

t h e b u s i n e s s of phi losophy i s t o make t h i n g s c l e a r o r 

exp l i c i t . Accordingly, he o f f e r s an expla i ia t lon of meaning 

u n d e r s t a n d i n g and in t e l l i g ib i l i t y . 

Le t u s explain t h e c o n c e p t of 'Apoha' in d e t a i l . Some 

scholai^s i n t e r p r e t .'\poha a s a n e g a t i v e t h e o r y of meaning. 

This means v/hen we s a y ' t h i s i s a cow' it. exc ludes ' non-cow' 

from i t . So t h e emphas i s i s p u t on 'non-cow'. And 'non-cow' 

i s n e g a t i v e in c h a r a c t e r . So i t i s a rgued t h a t t h e Buddhist 

t h e o r y of .Apoha i s a kind of n e g a t i v e t h e o r y of meaning. 

This i n t e r p r e t a t i o n i s n o t a c c e p t a b l e w i t h o u t t h e c o n c e p t 

of ' n e g a t i v e ' being explained. When we s ay 'It- i s a cow' i t 

does n o t mean ' i t i s n o t a cow' . The d o c t r i n e of Apoha does 

n o t mean t h i s . According t o Dignaga, t h e meaning of t h e word 

'cow' i s n o t d i r e c t l y apprehended . 'Cow' i s a concep t . I t s 

o p p o s i t e i s non-cow. Tha t i s t o s ay , v/hen we a s s e r t ' i t i s a 

cow' , we exclude t h e ' n o n - c o w s ' f rom i t . The whole t h i n g can 

be p u t symbolically a s follows ; cow = — cow In o t h e r words , 

'p a '-'s- p*. IX, I s a t.r"Uth fvinctional equiva lence ' P ' i s 

t r u t h func t iona l ly equ iva l en t t o - -~ 'p ' . Seen in t h i s l i gh t 

'•^'-cow' v/ili foe logically equ iva l en t t o 'cow'. If t h i s 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n i s a c c e p t e d t h e d o c t r i n e of Apoha a p p e a r s 

u n n e c e s s a r y , f o r t h e s imple i^eason t h a t t o e.xclude t h e 

o p p o s i t e i s t o a s s e r t t h e o r ig ina l concep t . If -^^'cow' i s 

logically equ iva l en t t o 'cow', t h e r e i s no need t o do t h i s 

e x e r c i s e . If t.he exclus ion of n e g a t i o n of ' cow ' means t h e 

same a s ' cow' t^hen t h e r e i s no need t o exclude t.he nega t i on . 

What could be t h e r e a s o n t o advance t h i s t h e o r y ? Why did 

Dignaga, Dha rmak i r t i and R a t n a k i r t i i n s i s t upon t h e 

exclus ion of n e g a t i o n ? What i s ph i losophica l i n s i g h t 

ga in o u t of i t ? In a n s w e r t o t h e s e q u e s t i o n s t h e following 

can be sa id . A c o n c e p t and i t s complementa ry e x h a u s t t h e 

50 

file://'/poha


u n i v e r s a l d i s c o u r s e . In shor t -^ 'cow a n d "-cow, ' p a n d -^p 

e x h a u s t . t .he e n t - i r e u n i v e r s a l d i s c o u r s e . •P+'-P=l' . Gov/ a n d 

no t . - cow, P a n d ~P a r e c o m p l e m e n t . a r y t.o e a c h o t -he r . Two 

c o m p l e m e n t . a r y t . e r m s e x h a u s t . t .he u n i v e r s e o f d i s c o u r s e . 

D i g n a g a a n d h i s f o l l o w e r s h a d t . h i s i n s i g h t . . S u c h c o n c e p t . s a s 

u n i v e r s a l d i s c o u r s e , c o m p l e m e n t . a r y c l a s s a n d t-he law o f 

doub le n e g a t - i o n wais not . unknown t.o Buddhis t . l o g i c i a n s . In 

o t . h e r w o r d s , D i g n a g a r e a l i s e s t^he s i g n i f i c a n c e o f t , h e s e 

c o n c e p t . s i n l o g i c a l t , h e o r y . T h e r e i s a s e n s e i n which it. c a n 

be s a i d t.hatx t-he d o c t . r i n e o f Apoha i s ac t . ua l ly t-he law of 

d o u b l e n e g a t i o n . F u r t - h e r , t-he d o c t - r i n e o f .'Xpoha m a k e s 

exp l i c i t . t-he law of s i g n i f i c a n t - nega t - i on . A t . e rm i s 

m e a n i n g f u l i f a n d on ly if , it- i s d i s t i n g u i s h e d f r o m i t . s 

o p p o s i t e . In o r d e r t h a t a t e r m ' cow' i s m e a n i n g f u l ; i t s h o u l d 

b e d i s t i n g u i s h e d f r o m ' n o n - c o w s ' . To p u t b o t h ' c o w s a n d n o n - c o v / s ' 

u n d e r t h e h e a d o f ' cow ' will b e m e a n i n g l e s s . To b e 

m e a n i n g f u l m e a n s t o b e d i s t i n g u i s h e d f r o m t h e o p p o s i t e . The 

d o c t r i n e o f Apoha e n v i s a g e s t h e law o f s i g n i f i c a n t 

n e g a t i o n . I n t h i s s e n s e , i t i s b o t h a l o g i c a l a n d s e m a n t i c 

d o c t r i n e . l t m a k e t h e l o g i c a l p o i n t t h a t " P " i s d i s t i n g u i s h e d 

f r o m "'•'P" a n d ' p ' i s e q u i v a l e n t t o '^-^P' .Does " n o n - c o w " 

e x c l u d e "cow".The a n s w e r i s " y e s " .But now t h e q u e s t i o n 

a r i s e s , why d o e s D ignaga b e g i n w i t h p o s i t i v e a n d 

g o e s t o n a g a t i v e . Does ,"^ c o v / " n o t imply "cow"'*' To t h i s q u e s t i o n 

t h e a n s w e r i s " v e s " . B u t D i g n a g a d o e s n o t move i n t h i s 

d i r e c t i o n . I n s h o r t , h e s t o p s a t t h e e .xc lus ion of t h e 

n e g a t i o n . I s i t t h e c a s e t h a t , a s a m a t t e r o f f a c t , a f t e r we 

p e r c e i v e a cow we e x c l u d e t h e " n o n — c o w s "Tin a n s w e r t o t h i s 

q u e s t i o n , i t c a n b e s a i d t h a t D i g n a g a d o e s n o t d e s c r i b e t h e 

e m p i r i c a l f a c t o f p e r c e p t i o n . Hov/ do p e o p l e , a s a m a t t e r o f 

f a c t , s e e t h i n g s ? I t i s n o t b e i n g d e s c r i b e d by Dignaga.He 

p r e s e n t s a l o g i c a l a n d e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l a n a l y s i s o f k n o w l e d g e 

a n d m e a n i n g . The d o c t r i n e o f A p o h a c a n b e e x t e n d e d t o 

u n d e r s t a n d i n g , m e a n i n g . c o n c e p t a n d s t a t e m e n t . Not only 
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e v e r y c o n c e p t b u t e v e r y p r o p o s i t i o n m u s t be d i s t i n g u i s h e d from 

t h e o p p o s i t e . Thei r o p p o s i t e mus t be excluded from t h e i r 

domain. O t h e r w i s e t h e c o n c e p t and p r o p o s i t i o n in q u e s t i o n 

v/ill t u r n o u t mean ing less . 

The Vedant ins , p a r t i c u l a r y 

Adva i t ins a d v o c a t e a theoi-y of meaning, which I wish t o 

c h a r a c t e r i s e a s inc lus ive t h e o r y of meaning. V/hat does i t 

mean? The s t a t e m e n t "Sarbam Ksalu idam Brahman*" <.everything 

i s Brahman^ i s an i n s t a n c e of inc lus ive t h e o r y of meaning. For 

Vedant ins , all c o n c e p t s o r s t a t e m e n t s merge i n t o one u n i t a r y 

c o n c e p t o r s t a t e m e n t . Of c o u r s e , t h e Adva i t ins had t h e i r 

phi losophica l compulsion f o r developing such a t h e o r y of 

meaning. The s t a t e m e n t " e v e r y t h i n g i s Brahnisn" i s e i t h e r 

vacuous o r c o n t r a d i c t o r y f o r t h e following r e a s o n s . ^Brahman' 

c o n t a i n s a l so t h e ""non Brahmsn' i s e i t h e r vacuous 

o r c o n t r a d l c t o r ' y f o r t h e follov/^ing r e a s o n s . 'Bi^ahman' 

c o n t a i n s a l so t h e "non Brahn^an" In i t . I t does n o t convey 

any meaning a t all. F u r t h e r ^ if i t c o n t i a n s i t s 

c o n t r a d i c t o r y and s e e m s t o a s s e r t some th ing i t becomes 

c o n t r a d i c t o r y . So in e i t h e r c a s e i t dose n o t s ay any th ing a t 

all. On t h e o t h e r hand Dignaga and some o t h e r p h i l o s o p h e r s 

a d v o c a t e vj'hat i s known a s exculs ive t h e o r y of 

meaning.The o p p o s i t e mus t be excluded. Why did n o t Dignaga 

a d v o c a t e t h a t t h e 'cow^ should be excluded from 'non-

cow"? What could be t h e r e a s o n behind it';* The answer t o t h i s 

q u e s t i o n could be g iven in t h e c o n t e x t of Nyaya-Vaisesika. 

His to r ica l ly speak ing , t h e Buddhis t s had an i n t e l l e c t u a l 

b a t t l e a g a i n s t t h e Naiyayikas. The Naiyayikas m a i n t i a n t h a t a 

concep t o r s t a t e m e n t i s u n d e r s t o o d d i r e c t l y .That i s t o s ay , 

t h e concep t 'cow' i s d i r e c t l y u n d e r s t o o d . I t i s p o s i t i v e 

concep t . F u r t h e r , t h e y t r e a t e d n e g a t i o n o r Abhava a s 

a s e p e r a t e c a t e g o r y . The Buddhist excluded t h e nega t i on . 

Whereas , t h e Naiyayikas made n e g a t i o n i n t o a s e p a r a t e 
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c a t e g o r y . D i g n a g a aind R a t n a k i r t i l a y e m p h a s i s o n e x c l u s i o n in 

m e a n i n g s i t u a t i o n . A c c o r d i n g t o t h e m , t h e m e a n i n g o f t h e 

' cow ' b e c o m e c l e a r e r a n d i n t e l l i g i b l e on ly w h e n we e x c l u d e 

t h e ' n o n - c o w s ' . The N a i y a y i k a s r e c o g n i s e u n i v e r s a l s a s 

P a d a r t h a . O n t h e o t h e r h a n d , f o r D i g n a g a a n d t h e B u d d i s t s t h e 

s o - c a l l e d u n i v e r s a l s a r e e m t y a n d e s s e n c e l e s s . F o r t h e 

N a i y a y i k a s t o u n d e r s t o o d a c o n c e p t m e a n s t o g r a s p i t s 

e s s e n c e . B u t w h a t I s t o b e d o n e , if t h e r e l.s no e s s e n c e . T h e 

B u d d h i s t d e n i e d e s s e n c e . T h e n how t o u n d e r s t a n d v^ords o r 

c o n c e p t s i f t h e y do n o t s i g n i f y e s s e n c e s . F o r D i g n a g a , t h e 

e x c l u s i o n of i t s o p p o s i t - e i s t h e on ly m e t h o d . N e i t h e r t h e 

t e r m ' cow' n o r t h e t e r m 'non-cow* s t a n d s f o r a n y e s s e n c e . 

B u t t h e y h a v e t o be u n d e r s t o o d a n d m a d e i n t e l l i g i b l e . Hov/ t o 

do t h a t ? D i g n a g a ' s a n s w e r i s e x c l u d e t h e o p p o s i t e and we 

will b e a b l e t o u n d e r s t a n d t h e m e a n i n g . 

The s o c a l l e d c o n c e p t s a r e m e r e n a m e s . Names a s t h e y 

a r e , do n o t s t a n d f o r e s s e n c e s . B u t n a m e s h a v e s i g n i f i c a n t 

r o l e t o p e r f o r m . The n a m e ' P e g a s u s may < t o u s e Q u i n e ' s 

e x p r e s s i o n ) n o t s t a n d f o r e s s e n c e . B u t a t t h e s a m e t i m e t h e 

f a c t r e m a i n s t h a t i t h a s i t s u s e i n l a n g u a g e . S i m i l a r i s t h e 

c a s e w i t h t h e w o r d ' D i t t h a ' . The w o r d ' D l t t h a ' d o e s n o t 

s t a n d f o r a n y e s s e n c e . B u t i t h a s i t s u s e i n c o m m u n i c a t i v e 

s y s t e m . 

F u r t h e r , D ignaga a n d o t h e r B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h e r s a c c e p t 

on ly t w o s o u r c e s ol knov/ ledge i .e . P e r c e p t i o n <Pra tyaksa .> 

a n d I n f e r e n c e <Anumana>. O t h e r P r a m a n a s a r e n o t r e c o g n i s e d 

by t h e m a s i n d e p e n d e n t s o u r c e of k n o w l e d g e . They h a v e b e e n 

r e d u c e d t o e i t h e r P e r c e p t i o n of I n f e r e n c e . To p e r c i e v e m e a n s 

t o a p p l y c o n c e p t o n t h e r a w a n d b r u t - e s e n s a t i o n . We a p p l y 

c a t e g o r i e s i n p e r c e p t u a l k n o w l e d g e . To t. ,hat e x t e n t i t 

b e c o m e s i n d i r e c t . B e c a u s e R e a l i t y i s n e v e r c a p t u r e d t h r o u g h 

p e r c e p t i o n . P u r e s e n s a t i o n g i v e s u s t h e R e a l i t y . I n f e r e n t i a l 

k n o w l e d g e i s b a s e d u p o n p e r c e p t i o n . S o i n t h i s s e n s e . 

I n f e r e n c e b e c o m e s doub ly i n d i r e c t . Now t h e q u e s t i o n i s . 
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Dignaga v/as i n t e r e s t , e d i n f i n d i n g out , t h e r e a l i t y which l i e s 

b e h i n d t h e l a n g u a g e , v/hy did h e d i s c u s s a b o u t t h e 

c o m m u n i c a t i v e s y s t e m ' ? . V/hy did h e t a l k a b o u t P e r c e p t i o n a n d 

I n f e r e n c e , wh i l e P e r c e p t i o n a n d I n f e r e n c e do n o t g i v e t h e 

k n o w l e d g e o f r e a l i t y ? Why t o v / a s t e t i m e on t h a t ? w h a t cou ld 

b e t h e a n s w e r ? I t c a n b e s a i d i n t h i s c o n n e c t i o n t h a t 

D i g n a g a l i ke o t h e r p h i l o s o p h e r s w a s v e r y much i n t e r e s t e d i n 

c o m m u n i c a t i v e s y s t e m . The e n t i r e c o m m u n i c a t i v e s y s t e m i s 

d i s c u s s e d by him In d e t a i l . The c o n c e p t o f k n o w l e d g e , 

u n d e r s t a n d i n g a n d m e a n i n g a r e i m p o r t a n t c o n c e p t s . D ignaga 

p r e s e n t e d a n a n a l y s i s on t h e s e c o n c e p t s . He m a i n t a i n s t . h a t 

a l l t h e s e c o n c e p t s a n d c a t e g o r i e s m u s t h a v e l ink w i t h p u r e 

s e n s a t i o n a n d s e n s i b i l i t y . In s h o r t , D i g n a g a , i n h i s P r a m a n a 

S a m u c c a y a , c o m b i n e s a n d a n t i c i p a t e s t h e v i e w s o f e a r l y and 

l a t e r - W i t t g e n s t e i n . At c e r t a i n s t a g e h u m a n e x p e r i e n c e i s 

l a n g u a g e - b o u n d . In s h o r t l a n g u a g e , t h o u g h t a n d e x p e r i e n c e 

a r e s o much i n t i m a t e l y c o n n e c t e d t h a t o n e c a n n o t b e d e t a c h e d 

f r o m t h e o t h e r . The e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n t a l k e d o f p u r e 

l o g i c a l n a m e s w h i c h w e r e h o o k e d up t o t h e R e a l i t y . The l a t e r 

W i t t g e n s t e i n did n o t r e c o g n i s e t h e i m p o r t a n c e o f s u c h 

l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . The l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n s o u g h t t o 

e l i m i n a t e t h e s o - c a l l e d l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s f r o m h i s 

d o c t r i n e . B u t f o r D i g n a g a c o n c e p t s a r e b a s e l e s s a n d 

m e a n i n g l e s s i f t h e y a r e d e t a c h e d o r r e m o v e d f r o m 

p a r t i c u l a r s < S v a l a k s a n a s > . 

Nov/ t h e q u e s t i o n i s why do we n e e d n a m e s , w h e t h e r 

l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s o r g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e i n l a n g u a g e ? 

In o t h e r Vs'ords, v /ha t i s t h e f u n c t i o n o f ' N a m e s ' i n o u r 

l a n g u a g e ? . B o t h R u s s e l l a n d e a r l y W i t ^ t g e n s t e i n w e r e m i s t a k e n 

abovit t h e n a t u r e o f n a m e s . They w a n t e d t o s t e r i l i s e t h e 

g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . In o t h e r v / o r d s , t h e y w a n t e d t o 

e l i m i n a t e a l l s o r t s o f v a g u e n e s s a n d a m b i g u i t y , n o t on ly 

f r o m d e s c r i p t i v e w o r d s b u t e v e n f r o m t h e g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r 

n a m e s by c h a r a c t e r i s i n g t.-hem a s t r u n c a t e d d e s c r i p t i o n s . 
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R u s s e l l a n d l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n did n o t r e c o g n i s e t h e i r 

i m p o r t a n c e . B u t Names < g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s > l ike 

d e s c r i p t i o n s h a v e i m p o r t a n t r o l e t o p e r f o r m i n a n y 

l a n g u a g e . To q u o t e J o h n . B . S e a r l e : 

But th& unicfu&ness and imr7i&ns& pfoginatxc c o n v e n i e n c e of 
prop&r- names' in our language li& pr-ecis'&ly in the fact that 
they enable us to refer publicly to objects v^nthout being 
forced to raise issues and come to agreement on u^hat 
descriptit^e characteristics e>cactly constitute the identity 
of the object. They fuction not as descriptions but as pe^s 
on V:.>hich to hang^ description. Thus the looseness of the 
criteria for proper y\am.es is a necessary condition for 
isolating the referring function from the describing function 
of lang:ua^e. 7 

P r o p e r n a m e s a r e a k ind o f p i l l a r o r p e g a r o u n d wh ich n a m e s 

a r e hung . What d o e s S e a r l e m e a n by t h i s ? In a n s w e r i t c a n b e 

s a i d t h a t a n y k n o w l e d g e s i t u a t i o n i n v o l v e s a k ind o f 

d e s c r i p t i o n . No d e s c r i p t i o n i s p o s s i b l e w i t h o u t a p o i n t o f 

r e f e r e n c e T h a t i s t o s a y , t h e d e s c r i p t i o n m u s t b e t i e d 

t o g e t h e r a n d s h o u l d r e f e r t o s o m e t h i n g . If t h i s i s n o t d o n e , 

t h e n c o m m u n i c a t i o n b e c o m e s i m p o s s i b l e . L i e b n i t z s e i z e d u p o n 

t h i s i d e a . T h i s d o c t r i n e o f 'Monad' i s a n e>qplicit s t a t e m e n t 

o f h i s t h e o r y t h a t d e s c r i p t i o n s n e e d s a p o i n t o f r e f e r e n c e . 

L i e b n i t z w e n t w r o n g b e y o n d c e r t a i n p o i n t s . Not on ly s o m e 

d e s c r i p t i o n b u t a l l p o s s i b l e n a t u r a l d e s c r i p t i o n h e p u t 

r o u n d t h e p o i n t o f r e f e r e n c e . The p o i n t o f r e f e r e n c e i s 

'monad*. B u t a t t h e s a m e t i m e t h e y a r e e x t r e m e l y r i c h . Even 

in a f i c t i o n o r i m a g i n a r y s t o r y we n e e d n a m e s . V / i t h o u t n a m e s 

r e f e r e n c e c a n n o t b e s e c u r e d . They may n o t b e e x a c t l y p r o p e r 

n a m e s . Even a d e s c r i p t i v e p h r a s e c a n p e r f o r m a f u n c t i o n o f 

p r o p e r n a m e s . The e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n , l ike R u s s e l l , did n o t 

t a k e c o g n i s a n c e o f g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . I w i s h t o p o i n t 

o u t t h a t t h e f u n c t i o n e x p e c t e d t o b e p e r f o r m e d by t h e 

l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s c a n b e p e r f o r m e d v e r y wel l by t h e s o -

c a l l e d i m p u r e n a m e s C g r a m m a t i c a l p r -ope r n a m e s ) . On t h e o t h e r 
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h a n d , D i g n a g a ' s r e m a r k s o n n a m e s a n d K a l p a n a s a r e 

p h i l o s o p h i c a l l y i n s i g h t - f u l . He d o e s not . d i s m i s s t .he 

g r a m m a t . l c a l p r o p e r n a m e s a s v a g u e a n d a m b i g u o u s i n t^he 

m a n n e r o f R u s s e l l a n d Wit^tygenst^ein. He r e t . a i n s t h e s e n a m e s . 

F u r t h e r , h e t r e a t s o t h e r d e s c r i p t i v e p h r a s e s a n d c o n c e p t s on 

p a r w i t h n a m e s . 

We h a v e a l r e a d y p o i n t e d o u t t h a t t h e B u d d h i s t v / e r e 

a g a i n s t s r t i - p r a m a n a . The Mimamsakas a r e c h a m p i o n s of s r t i -

p r a m a n a . The Vedas w e r e t r e a t e d a s e t e r n a l <.Apurseya>. The 

Vedas a r e n o t d e s t r o y e d . T h i s t . ,heory o f t h e e t e r n a l i t y o f 

t h e Vedas i s b a s e d u p o n a p a r t i c u l a r t h e o r y o f l a n g u a g e a n d 

m e a n i n g . I t i s t h i s : a l l w o r d s a r e m e a n i n g f u l by v i r t u e o f 

e s s e n c e s . F u r t h e r , t h e y m a i n t a i n t h a t t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p 

b e t w e e n w o r d a n d m e a n i n g i s e t e r n a l . W o r d s a r e p h y s i c a l 

b u t m e a n i n g s a r e n o n - p h y s i c a l . E v e n i f t h e p a r t i c u l a r w o r d s 

a r e d e s t r o y e d b u t m e a n i n g i s n e v e r d e s t r o y e d a t a l l . The 

B u d d h i s t w e r e a g a i n s t s u c h a t h e o r y o f j n e a n i n g a n d l a n g u a g e . 

D i g n a g a a r g u e s t h a t w o r d a n d c o n c e p t s a r e e s s e n s e l e s s . To 

u n d e r s t a n d t h e m e a n i n g i s n o t t o a p p r e h e n d o r g r a s p a n 

e s s e n c e b u t t o e x c l u d e / r e m o v e t h e o p p o s i t e o f t h e c o n c e p t . 

Bxat t h e n t h e q u e s t i o n a r i s e s , a r e t h e s o - c a l l e d a f f i r m a t i v e 

p r o p o s i t i o n s n e g a t i v e i n c h a r a c t e r ' P T h e d o c t r i n e o f ' A p o h a ' 

m i g h t c r e a t e t h e i m p r e s s i o n t h a t D i g n a g a r e d u c e s a l l 

a f f i r m a t i v e t o t h e n e g a t i v e s . B u t a s a m a t t e r o f f a c t , h e d o e s 

n o t do i t . V / h a t h e w i s h e s t o p o i n t o u t i s t h i s : 

The s o c a l l e d a f f i r m a t i v e p r o p o s i t i o n o r p o s i t i v e c o n c e p t s c a n n o t 

b e u n d e r s t o o d w i t h o u t a n y r e f e r e n c e t o n e g a t i v e p r o p o s i t i o n 

o r c o n c e p t . T h i s i s t h a t D i g n a g a m e a n s by t h e d o c t r i n e o f 

' A p o h s ' . A p o h a v a d a d o e s n o t a im a t c o n v e r t i n g a l l 

a f f i r m a t i v e p r o p o s i t i o n s i n t o a n e g a t i v e o n e s r a t h e r , i t 

a i m s a t f i n d i n g o u t t h e l o g i c a l f a c t t h a t e v e r y c o n c e p t i s 

i n t i m a t e l y b o u n d u p w i t h i t s n e g a t i v e . The s o - c a l l e d n a m e s 

o r K a l p a n a s a r e t e s t e d on t h e t o u c h s t o n e o f e f f i c a c i o u s n e s s 
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C A r t h a - k r i y a K a r i t v a ) . I t g i v e s u s a p r a g m a t i c f l a v o u r . 

Genu ine c o n c e p t must , l e a d t o s o m e kind o f s u c c e s s f u l ac t . ion . 

How i t i s s o ? . D i g n a g a ' s ansv^er i s t h a t a l l c o n c e p t s m u s t 

be b a s e d on S v a l a k s a n a s . I f t h i s i s s o , t h e n t h e s o - c a l l e d 

K a l p a n a s m u s t l e a d t o s u c c e s s f u l a c t . i o n s . To c o n c l u d e it. c a n 

b e s a i d t h a t f o r D i g n a g a , g r a m m a t . i c a l p r o p e r n a m e a r e n o t 

n e c e s s a r y . F u r t h e r , a l l t .he s o - c a l l e d d e s c r i p t i v e p h r a s e s o r 

k a l p a n a s c a n b e t r e a t e d on p a r v / i t h n a m e s . T h e s e n a m e s a r e 

e s s e n c e l e s s . They do n o t s t a n d f o r a n y e s s e n c e a t a l l . 

C o n s i s t e n t l y D ignaga did n o t e m b a r k u p o n t h e t a s k o f f i n d i n g 

o u t l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . W h e r e a s , R u s s e l l and W i t , t g e s t . e i n 

f e l t v e r y much d i s s a t . i s f i e d w i t h g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s and 

e m b a r k e d u p o n t h e t a s k o f f i n d i n g out, l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . 

I w i s h t o p o i n t out- t h a t , b o t h l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e a n d 

g r a m m a t i c a l p r o p e r n a m e p e r f o r m t-he s a m e f u n c t i o n o f 

r e f e r e n c e t.o p e r s o n s o r t h i n g s . D i g n a g a r e a l i s e d i t a n d 

c o n s e q u e n t l y h e did not . t h i n k i t n e c e s s a r y t o i n v e n t l o g i c a l 

p r o p e r n a m e s . 
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CHAPTER I I I 

PARTICULARS 

The c o n t r o v e r s y r e l a t i n g t o t^he p a r t i c u l a r s a n d u n i v e r s a i s i s 

a s old a s p h i l o s o p h y . The q u e s t i o n s c a n b e r a i s e d i n t h i s 

connect . . ion. Wha t i s a u n i v e r s a l ' ; ' Wha t i s a p a r t i c u l a r ? Why a r e 

t h e y s o i m p o r t a n t i n p h i l o s o p h i c a l d e b a t e ? L e t u s a n s v / e r t h e s e 

q u e s t i o n s o n e by o n e . When we s a y "Ram i s a boy" , 'Ram' w o r k s a s a 

p a r t i c u l a r and ' b o y ' woi'-ks a s a u n i v e r s a l . O r d i n a r i l y i t c a n b e 

s a i d t h a t u n i v e r s a l i s t h a t wh ich a p p l i e s t o a n u m b e r o f 

t h i n g s o r e v e n t s o f a p a r t i c u l a r kind. The e x p r e s s i o n ' b o y ' i s a 

u n i v e r s a l f o r t h e s i m p l e i^eason t h a t i t c a n b e a p p l i e d t o a l a r g e 

n u m b e r o f human i n d i v i d u a l s o f a p a r t i c u l a r type^, e.g. "Ram i s a 

boy" , " H a r i i s a boy" a n d "Gopal i s a boy" a n d s o on a n d s o 

f o r t h . The w o r d "boy" a p p l i e s t o ' H a r i ' , ' R a m ' , a n d 'Gopa l ' and 

many o t h e r h u m a n i n d i v i d u a l s . W h a t a b o u t t h e n a m e s ' H a r i ' , 

' R a m a ' , a n d ' G o p a l ' ? T h e y s t a n d f o r p a r t i c u l a r s . A p a r t i c u l a r i s 

t h a t wh ich ^ r e f e r r e d to by t h e u n i v e r s a l . P a r t i c u l a r s and 

u n i v e r s a i s ^ a r e n e i t h e r p h y s i c a l n o r l i n g u i s t i c e l e m e n t s . T h e r e 

a r e d i f f e r e n t w a y s o f e x p r e s s i n g u n i v e r s a i s a n d p a r t i c u l a r s wit.,h 

t h e h e l p o f l a n g u a g e . Usua l ly , v/e u s e g e n e r a l e x p r e s s i o n s t o 

t a l k a b o u t u n i v e r s a i s a n d s i n g u l a r e x p r e s s i o n s t o t a l k a b o u t 

p a r t i c u l a r s . S o , i t i s maint . .a ined by s o m e p h i l o s o p h e r s t h a t 

u n i v e r s a i s a r e d i f f e r e n t f r o m g e n e r a l t e r m s . A t t h e s a m e t i j ne , a 

u n i v e r s a l c a n b e u s e d a s t h e s u b j e c t o f a p r o p o s i t i o n . But. f o r 

t h a t m a t t e r , t h e g e n e r a l t e r m d o e s n o t b e c o m e a p a r t i c u l a r . As 

f o r i n s t a n c e , i n t h e p r o p o s i t i o n " t h e t r e e i s g r e e n " , ' t r e e * i s 

t h e s u b j e c t b u t i t i s a g e n e r a l t e r m a n d r e p r e s e n t s o r s t a n d s f o r 

t h e u i x i v e r s a l . How cou ld i t b e a p a r t i c u l a r ? F r o m t h e f a c t t h a t a 

g e n e r a l t e r m i s s o m e t i m e s u s e d a s a s u b j e c t o f a p r o p o s i t i o n , i t 

d o e s n o t fo l low t h a t i t s t a n d s f o r a p a r t i c u l a r . The p r o p o s i t i o n 

" t h e t r e e i s g r e e n " c a n b e r e s o l v e d i n t o t h e f o l l o w i n g t w o 

p r o p o s i t i o n s <:i> T h i s i s a t r e e a n d C2> T h i s I s g r e e n . So b o t h 

' t r e e ' a n d ' g r e e n ' a r e g e n e r a l t e r m s .and r e p r e s e n t u n i v e r s a i s . 
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P h i l o s o p h e r s like P l a t o have a r r i v e d a t t h e u n i v e r s a l s 

t h r o u g h analysis ' ot l anguage and meaning. We applv g e n e r a l t e r m s 

t o d e s c r i b e o r chax-actei- ise o b j e c t s and t h i n g s . So t h e y mus t be 

s t a n d i n g f o r c e r t a i n t .hings P l a t o was r ea l ly w o r r i e d a b o u t t h e 

g e n e r a l t e r m s . How i s t ha t , t.he same t.erm ' t-able' app l i e s t o 

t a b l e s ol d i t l e r e n t shapes^ s i z e s and c o l o u r s ? Hov; i s i t t h a t t h e 

t e r m 'man' app l i e s t.o human be ings , t h i n g s and e v e n t s On v/hat , 

b a s i s we do i t ? What could be J u s t i l i c a t i o n l o r i t ? P l a t o ' s 

a rgumen t i s t h a t c o r r e s p o n d i n g t o g e n e r a l t e r m s t h e r e a r e 

u n l v e r s a l s o r t o r m s . They a r e a r c h e t y p e of t h i n g s . What s o r t of 

e n t i t y t h e u n i v e r s a l s a r e ? P l a t o ' s a r g u m e n t i s t h a t , t h e y a r e 

n o n - s p a t i a l and n o n - t e m p o r a l . They do n o t belong t o t h e world of 

s e n s e s . The s e n s e s c a n n o t a p p r e h e n d t h e u n i v e r s a l s . The 

u n i v e r s a l s can be knov/n and apprehended only t h r o u g h i n t e l l e c t u a l 

intvji t ion. P la to housed them in an ext . ramundane woi-ld. What about, 

t h e a c t u a l t h i n g s ? Plat.o t r e a t s t h e m a s p a r t i c u l a r s . In s h o r t , 

according t o P l a t o , t.he t h i n g s and objec t . s that^ \;e p e r c e i v e 

t h r o u g h s e n s e o r g a n a r e t h e part ic«ilai-s . The p a r t i c u l a r s i nhab i t 

t h e s p a t i o - t e m p o r a l world. They a r e born , come i n t o e x i s t e n c e , 

grow, decay, '-T^^-'̂ ^ CXj- They a r e bound by s p a c e and t i m e i w h e r e a s 

u n i v e r s a l s ai^e n o t in s p a c e and t ime . The p a r t i c u l a r s 

have been c h a r a c t . e r i s e d by P l a t o a s s h o r t - l i v i n g , t . r a n s i t o r y , 

mutab le and impermanent^ The univei -sa ls have been c h a r a c t e r i s e d 

a s pe rmanen t , immutab le and e t e r n a l . Spacio-t^emporal p r e d i c a t e s 

c a n n o t be applied t o t h e u n i v e r s a l s . P l a t o faced a d i f f icu l ty . 

He t r i e d h i s b e s t t o in t^egra te t h e p a r t i c u l a r s and 

u n i v e r s a l s . But he fai led. The p a r t i c u l a r s and u n i v e r s a l s 

s t a n d a p a r t . The re i s no b r idge betv/een them. So, he t r e a t e d 

t h e p a r t i c u l a r s a s i m p e r i e c t , cop ie s of u n i v e r s a l s 

i.e. an i m i t a t i o n of i m i t a t i o n . In s h o r t , P l a to 

t r e a t . e d t.he u n i v e r s a l s a s p r i m a r y and bas i c and t.he p a r t i c u l a r s 

a s s e c o n d a r y and non -bas i c . 

A r i s t o t l e was v e r y much d i s s a t i s f i e d wi th t h e p l a ton ic 
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a c c o u n t . o f u n i v e r s a l s a n d p a r t i c u l a r s . He t r i e d t o b r i n g t h e 

u n i v e r s a l s c l o s e t o p a r t i c u l a r s . F o r A i ^ i s t o t l e , u n i v e r s a l s a n d 

p a r t i c u l a r s a r e n o t p o l e s a p a r t . They l i v e t o g e t h e r . In s h o r t , 

a c c o r d i n g t o A r i s t o t l e , t h e u n i v e r s a l s -and p a r t i c u l a r s a r e f u s e d 

t o g e t h e r . W h e r e v e r t h e r e i s a u n i v e r s a l , t h e r e i s a p a r t i c u l a r 

and v i c e - v e r s a . 

What d o e s i t m e a n t o s a y t h a t t h e u n i v e r s a l and p a r t i c u l a r a r e 

f u s e d t o g e t h e r ? I t i s c a n b e s a i d i n t h i s c o n n e c t i o n t h a t , 

u n i v e r s a l s a r e n o t e n t i t i e s . T h e r e i s no s u c h e n t i t y , s a y , f o r 

i n s t a n c e , a n i d e a l ' t a b l e ' b e h i n d t h e b a c k of c o n c r e t e t a b l e . B u t 

when we d e s c r i b e a c o n c r e t e t a b l e v/e u s e c o n c e p t s a n d c a t e g o r i e s . 

The c o n c e p t s a n d c a t e g o i ^ i e s a r e u n i v e r s a l s . They a r e n o n - m a t e r i a l 

i n n a t u r e . B u t c o n c e p t s a n d c a t e g o r i e s a r e a p p l i e d t o t h i n g s . F o r 

P l a t o , t h e q u e s t i o n w a s how i s i t t h a t n o n - m a t e r i a l e n t i t i e s l ike 

c o n c e p t s and c a t e g o r i e s cou ld b e a p p l i e d t o t h i n g s ? They p o s e d a 

p h i l o s o p h i c a l p r o b l e m b e f o r e P l a t o . P l a t o cou ld n o t f i n d o u t a 

s a t i s f a c t o r y s o l u t i o n t o t h i s p r o b l e m . As a r e s u l t , i n t h e 

p r o c e s s h e d e m o l i s h e d t h e p a r t i c u l a r s . The P l a t o n i c v;orld 

u l t i m a t e l y c o n s i s t s o f a s y s t e m o f c a t e g o r i e s o r c o n c e p t s . A 

c o n c e p t o r u n i v e r s a l c a n b e u n d e r s t o o d a s a n e l e m e n t o f m e a n i n g . 

Wha t d o e s i t m e a n t o u n d e r s t a n d a n o b j e c t ? V/hat i s i t t o 

u n d e r s t a n d a n o b j e c t ? U n d e r s t a n d i n g i s p o s s i b l e w i t h t h e h e l p o f 

m e a n i n g s oz^ c a t e g o r i e s . W i t h o u t t h e s e c a t e g o r i e s a n d c o n c e p t s 

u n d e r s t a n d i n g i s i m p o s s i b l e . P l a t o t r e a t s t h e s e m e a n i n g s a s 

u n i v e r s a l s . B u t h e did n o t t a k e n o t e o f t h e f a c t , t h a t m e a n i n g and 

r e f e r e n c e g o t o g e t h e r . It. w a s A r i s t o t l e who r e c o g n i s e d i t . F o r 

him, t h e u n i v e r s a l s a n d p a r t i c u l a r s a r e f u s e d t o g e t h e r . T h i s 

m e a n s m e a n i n g a n d r e f e r e n c e g o t o g e t h e r . The s a m e g e n e r a l t e r m 

*man\ ' t a b l e ' n o t on ly s t a n d s f o r u n i v e r s a l s o r c o n c e p t s b u t i t 

I s a l s o u s e d t o r e f e r t o p a r t i c u l a r o b j e c t s . G.S. P e i r c e , t h e 

A m e r i c a n p h i l o s o p h e r i s r i g h t i n m a i n t a i n i n g t h a t t h e t y p e and 

t o k e n o'yjf a n e x p r e s s i o n a r e r e a l l y f u s e d t o g e t h e r . E v e r y 
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e x p r e s s i o n h a s t-wo t -ypes o f r o l e s i .e . t .he t-ype and t h e t-oken. 

Type s t - a n d s f o r m e a n i n g a n d concep t - . T o k e n s t - a n d s f o r t-he 

r e f e r e n c e . 

The G e r m a n p h i l o s o p h e r Kant- t-oo f a c e d s u c h p r o b l e m . He r a i s e d t-he 

q u e s t - i o n i .e. hov/ i s knov. 'ledge p o s s i b l e ? His a n s w e r i s t-hat-

knowledge h a s t-v/o d i m e n s i o n s , i .e . pa r t - i cu la r i t . -y a n d g e n e r a l i t - y . 

The par t^ icular i t . -y a s p e c t - o f k n o w l e d g e i s obt.-ained t - h r o u g h 

s e n s a t - i o n a n d t-he g e n e r a l i t - y a s p e c t s o f k n o w l e d g e i s ob t - a ined 

t - h r o u g h u n d e r s t - a n d i n g . G e n u i n e knov/ ledge i s p o s s i b l e only when 

t . ,here i s a c o o p e r a t ^ i o n be t -ween s e n s i b i l i t . y and u n d e r s t - a n d i n g . 

Under s t - a n d i n g p r o v i d e s man wit-h concept . -s a n d c a t - e g o r i e s . The 

c a t - e g o r i e s , f o r Kant- a r e bui l t , int-o t-he s t - r u c t - u r e o f human mind. 

They a r e i n e l i m i n a b l e . F o r Kant-, no knov? l e d g e i s p o s s i b l e 

wit-hout- t-he app i i ca t^ ion o f c a t - e g o r i e s . But^ o n c e t-he cat . -egory i s 

a p p l i e d , t-he n o u m e n o n r e c e d s back . In o t - h e r v / o r d s , t-he s o - c a l l e d 

knowledge i s t-he k n o w l e d g e o f p h e n o m e n o n . The n o u m e n o n r e m a i n s 

unknown a n d u n k n o w n a b l e . Kant, v i s u a l i s e s n o u m e n o n a s t-hat- wh ich 

i s not- c o n c e p t - u a l i s e d . But- what- i s i t -s r o l e ' ? The a n s w e r t-o t.-his 

q u e s t - i o n it- c a n b e s a i d t-hat- wit-hout- n o u m e n o n , k n o w l e d g e o f 

p h e n o m e n o n i s i m p o s s i b l e . The n o u m e n o n p l a y s a g u i d i n g r o l e . The 

Pla t -onic F o r n i s a s u n i v e r s a l s t -u rn t-o c a t - e g o r i e s o f k n o w l e d g e in 

t.-he h a n d s o f Kant-. But- s o long a s i t . r e m a i n s at- t-he l e v e l o f 

c a t - g o r i e s o r c o n c e p t s v/e r e m a i n in t h e p h e n o m e n a l wor ld . 

In t-he a n c i e n t - I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h i c a l t-r ad i t - ion , t .he deba t - e 

r e l a t i n g t o u n i v e r s a l s a n d p a r t i c u l a r s h a v e a s s u m e d a n i m p o r t a n t 

p l a c e . The N a i y a y i k a s t r e a t e d t h e u n i v e r s a l s a s a k ind o f 
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P a d a r t h a . The l i t e r a l m e a n i n g o f ' P a d a r t h a ' i s ' m e a n i n g o f a 

word ' . B u t t h e N y a y a - V a i s e s i k a p h i l o s o p h e r s u s e P a d a r t h a i n t h e 

s e n s e o f c a t e g o r y . P a d a r t h a s u r e l y i s n o t a p h y s i c a l o b j e c t ^ 

t h o u g h s o m e t i m e s p a d a r t h a i s u s e d i n t h e s e n s e o f p h y s i c a i o b j e c t 

CPadasya a r t h a p a d a r t h a ) . . 'According t o N y a y a - V a i s e s i k a 

p h i l o s o p h e r s , r e a l i t y c o n s i s t s o f P a d a r t h a s . They a r e a s follov^s: 

S u b s t a n c e < Dravya> , Q u a l i t y < G u n a ) , . - ^ c t i o n t K a r m a ) , U n i v e r s a l i t y 

<:Samanya), P a r t i c u l a r i t y <;Visesa>, I n h e r e n c e < S a m a v a y a > a n d Non-

e . x i s t e n c e <.Abhava>. T h e s e a r e n o t on ly s e v e n w a y s o f 

c h a r a c t e r - i s i n g t h e r e a l i t y b u t t h e y c o n s t i t u t e t h e I ' -eal i ty. I t i s 

a k ind o f m e t a p h y s i c s . The V a i s e s l k a p h i l o s o p h e r s r e d u c e a i l 

c o n c e p t s i n t o s e v e n t y p e s . T h e s e s e v e n t y p e s a r e t h e minimum 

c o n c e p t s i n t e r m s o f wh ich t h e w o r l d c a n b e d e s c r i b e d . One may 

a s k t h e f o l l o w i n g q u e s t i o n i n t h i s c o n n e c t i o n : Why i s i t t h a t 

t h e y p o s t u l a t e d on ly s e v e n t y p e s o f p a d a r t h a s ' r " In a n s w e r t o t h i s 

q u e s t i o n , i t c a n b e s a i d t h a t t h e V a i s e s i k a p h i l o s o p h e r s t r i e d t o 

f i n d o u t t h e minimum n u m b e r o f c o n c e p t s . A m e t a p h y s i c i a n , whi le 

a i m i n g a t e x p l a i n i n g u n i v e r s a l s , a c c e p t s on ly minimum n u m b e r o f 

c o n c e p t s . I f vre look a t t h e p a d a r t h a s , we wil l f i n d t h a t t h e i r 

numbei^ c a n n o t b e r e d u c e d o r i n c r e a s e d . Any d e s c r i p t i o n m u s t 

p r e s u p p o s e a s u b s t a n t i v e . A t t r i b u t e s o r a c t i o n s a r e t h e ma in 

f o r m s o f c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n . W i t h o u t u n i v e r s a l i t y a n d p a r t i c u l a r i t y , 

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n a r e n o t p o s s i b l e . S i m i l a r i s t h e c a s e w i t h 

i n h e r e n c e . The i d e a o f s o m e f o r m o f t o g e t h e r n e s s c a n n o t 

b e e x p l a i n e d w i t h o u t t h e c o n c e p t o f i n h e r e n c e . F u r t h e r , n o n ­

e x i s t e n c e i s o n e o f t h e f u n d a m e n t a l c a t e g o r i e s o f h u m a n s p e e c h . 

In a s e n s e , t o t a l k o f e x i s t e n c e m e a n s t o t a l k o f n o n - e x i s t e n c e . 

T h a t i s t o s a y , t h e w o r l d a s i t i s , i s n o t a n e x t e r n a l wor ld . 

T h i n g s come i n t o e x i s t e n c e a n d a r e d e s t r o y e d . Men a r e b o r n , g r o w 

and d i e . How t o e x p l a i n t h i s p h e n o m e n o n and w i t h w h a t c a t e g o r y ? . 

N o n - e x i s t e n c e a s a c a t e g o r y v/as i n v e n t e d t o e x p l a i n s u c h 

p h e n o m e n o n . B u t a t t h e s a m e t i m e , i t c a n b e s a i d t h a t t h e Nyaya-

V a i s e s i k a p h i l o s o p h e r s d id n o t t a k e n o t e o f t h e c o n c e p t o f 

r e l a t i o n . To s o m e e x t e n t , r e l a t i o n c a n b e a c c o m m o d a t e d and 
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explained in t e r m s of u n i v e r s a l i t y , p a r t i c u l a r i t y and i n h e r e n c e 

But t h i s i s n o t all. How t.o explain 'A i s g r e a t e i * t h a n B' in 

Nyaya-Vaisesika schema '•'. E i t h e r v/e r educed all r e l a t . i ons i n t o 

a t t r i b u t e s o r r e l a t i o n r e m a i n s unexplained. The Naiyayikas, like 

Ar- i s to t ie , did not, t.ake s e r i o u s n o t e ol reiat.-ion. The a t - t i t ude 

t o w a r d r e l a t i o n s h a s r e s u l t e d in t r e a t m e n t of sub jec t -p i ' - ed lca te 

form of p r o p o s i t i o n , a s t h e b a s i c form. Not only in a n c i e n t 

Greece , b u t a l so in India, Logicians f o r some r e a s o n o r o t h e r did 

n o t t a k e s e r i o u s n o t e of r e l a t i o n . As a r e s u l t , t h e y t r e a t e d 

r e l a t i o n s a s a kind of a t t r i b u t e . Without t h e c a t e g o r y of 

u n i v e r s a l , t h e Valses ika phi losophy will be r educed t o a kind of 

a tomic plura l i sm. I t i s a kind of r ea l i sm. This means , t o r t h e 

Nyaya-Vaisesika p h i l o s o p h e r s , vmiversa l s a r e r e a l . They a r e n o t 

c o n c e p t s of human mind a s c o n c e p t u a l i s t s t h i n k , n o r a r e t.hey mere 

names of n o m i n a l i s t s a r g u e . But a t t h e same t i m e , t h e u n i v e r s a l s 

accorc ing t o Nyaya-Vaisesika p h i l o s o p h e r s , a r e n o t s e t a p a r t from 

t h e pa i^ t i cu la r s . Un ive r sa l s and p a r t i c t j l a r s t hough a r e dist.lnct, 

c a t e g o r i e s , y e t t h e y a r e t \ i sed t o g e t h e r . This logical t us ion i s 

made p o s s i b l e by t h e help of i n h e r e n c e <Samavaya^. Samavaya 

Cinherence) i s a kind of logical r e l a t i o n . I t i s d i f f e r e n t t rom 

conjunctioj-i <Samyoga>. Though, A r i s t o t l e a r g u e s t h a t u n i v e r s a l s 

and p a r t i c v i l a r s a r e fused t o g e t h e r , y e t he does n o t admit of anv 

kind of I n h e r e n c e in t h i s I'-egard. On t h e o t h e r hand, t h e 

Vaisesika d o c t r i n e of i n h e r e n c e i s indicat-ive of t h e i r 

phi losophica l i n s i g h t . I t may be t r u e t h a t u n i v e r s a l s and 

p a r t i c u l a r s a r e fused t o g e t h e r . But how t o u n d e r s t a n d t h i s 

fus ion? If u n i v e r s a l s a r e i n t e r p r e t e d a s meanings and p a r t i c u l a r s 

a s r e f e r e n c e s t h e n i t can be s a i d t h a t meanings and r e f e r e n c e s 

go t o g e t h e r . But how t o a c c o u n t foi ' t h i s t o g e t h e r n e s s ? Is t h e 

r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n meaning and r e t e r e n c e cont ingent , o r 

n e c e s s a r y ? The la t .er V i t - t g e n s t e i n will a r g u e t .ha t bot-h meaning and 

r e f e r e n c e depend on t h e c o n t e x t . .'\nd c o n t e x t i s p a r t l y non-

l i n g u i s t i c in n a t u r e . V'hereas accord ing t o Nyaya-va ises ika 

p h i l o s o p h e r s , t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n meaning and r e f e r e n c e i s a 
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kind o f i n a l i e n a b l e r e l a t i o n s h i p . The r e a l i s t - i c t e m p e r p e r h a p s 

c o m p e l s t-he N a i y a y i k a s t o a d v o c a t - e s u c h a t h e o r y . 

They a d v o c a t e d a k ind of e s s e n t i a l i s t i c d o c t r i n e s . 

The c l a s s i c a l I n d i a n p h i l o s o p h i c a l t r a d i t i o n may be c l a s s f i e d 

i n t o t w o t y p e s i.e.,<l> E s s e n t i a l i s t s <.2> N o n - e s s e n t i a l i s t s . 

The S a n k h y a , Wysiy^i -va ises ika , Mimamsa and 

V e d a n t a a d v o c a t e a k ind of e s s e n t i a l i s t i c d o c t r i n e . W h e r e a s , t h e 

o r ^ a r v a k a s a n d B u d d h i s t s a d v o c a t e a k ind o f n o n - e s s e n t i a l i s t i c > ^ - > 

d o c t r i n e . T h e r e f o r e . i t c a n b e s a i d in t h i s 

c o n n e c t i o n t h a t t h e p h i l o s o p h i c a l d e b a t e i n a n c i e n t I n d i a i s a 

d e b a t e b e t w e e n e s s e n t i a l i s m and n o n - e s s e n t i a l i s m . The A d v a i t i n s 

a l s o a r e a k ind o f e s s e n t i a l i s t . The B r a h m a n o r A t m a n i s a kind 

o f e s s e n c e . The p a r t i c u l a r s a r e t h e t a n g i b l e o b j e c t s a n d c a n n o t 

b e u n d e r s t o o d w i t h o u t r e f e r e n c e t o B r a h m a n a n d Ataman. The 

G a r v a k a s and B u d d h i s t s a r e n o n - e s s e n t i a l i s t s . F u r t h e r , t h e 

G a r v a k a s t r e a t t h e p a r t i c u l a r s a s b a s i c a n d u n i v e r s a l s a r e 

s e c o n d a r y i n n a t u r e . B u t w h a t s o r t of p a r t i c u l a r s t h e y a r e ? 

A c c o r d i n g t o c a r v a k a s , s u c h p a r t i c u l a r s a r e s p a t i o - t e m p o i ^ a l i n 

n a t u r e . E a r t h , w a t e r , f i r e a n d a i r a r e t h e b a s i c i n g r e d i e n t s by 

m e a n s o f wh ich we c a n e x p l a i n a l l t h i n g s . The C a r v a k a s do n o t 

r e c o g n i s e e'Tlther a s a n i n g r e d i e n t . T h e s e f o u r i n g r e d i e n t s a r e 

p h y s i c a l in n a t u r e . They a r e a m e n d a b l e t o s e n s e p e i ^ c e p t i o n . 

S p a t i o - t e m p o r a l i t y I s o n e of t h e b a s i c f e a t u i - e . In t h e 

c o n t e m p o r a r y p e r i o d S t r a w s o n a d v o c a t e d s u c h t y p e o f p a r t i c u l a r s . 

The b a s i c p a r t i c u l a r s , a c c o r d i n g t o S t r a w s o n , a r e m a t e r i a l 

b o d i e s . a n d p e r s o n s . To b e a p a r t i c u l a r m e a n s , accoi ' -dlng t o 

S t r a w s o n , t o be i d e n t i f i a b l e , v *̂ '"̂ •̂ •ŝ C^Si' ^i .-^-•---^y—'—r^ ^^^.j ^^-^ g,_j^ 

t h e n w h a t a r e t h e b a s i c r e q u i r e m e n t s of i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ' ; ' 

S t r a w s o n ' s a n s w e r i s t h a t s p a c e a n d t i m e a r e t h e b a s i c 

r e q u i r e m e n t of i d e n t i f i c a t i o n a n d r e i d e n t i f i c a t i o n . In s h o i ^ t , t h e 

b a s i c p a r t i c u l a i - s m u s t o c c u p y s p a t i o - t e m p o r a l p o i n t . In t h i s 

r e s p e c t S t r a v / s o n a s s e r t s a K a n t i a n t h e s i s . F o r K a n t , v / i t h o u t 

s p a c e a n d t i m e s e n s a t i o n i s n o t p o s s i b l e a t a l l . T h a t i s v/^hy. 
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s p a c e a n d t i m e a r e t r e a t e d by K a n t a s f o r m s o f s e n s i b i l i t y . 

A c c o r d i n g t o o n e t r a d i t i o n i n p h i l o s o p h y , p a r t i c u l a r s a r e 

p r i m a r y . And s u c h p a r t i c u l a r s a r e s p a t i o - t e m p o r a l o n e s . A c c o r d i n g 

t o a n o t h e r t r a d i t i o n , u n i v e r s a l s a r e p r i m a r y and t h e y a r e n o n -

s p a t i a l a n d n o n - t e m p o r a l . The p a r t i c u l a r s a r e u n d e i - s t o o d on ly 

w i t h r e f e r e n c e t o u n i v e r s a l s . T a k e away t h e u n i v e r s a l s , t h e 

p a r t i c u l a r s will be u n i n t e l l i g i b l e a n d m e a n i n g l e s s . The 

N a i y a y i k a s r e c o g n i s e t h e s u p r e m a c y o f u n i v e r s a l s o v e r 

p a r t i c u l a r s . T h i s i s e v i d e n t f r o m t h e i r v i e w s on i n d e t e r m i n a t e 

a n d d e t e r m i n a t e p e r c e p t i o n s . The N a i y a y i k a s r e c o g n i s e p e r c e p t i o n 

a s o n e o f t h e s o u r c e s o f k n o w l e d g e . B u t w h a t i s p e r c e p t i o n ? How 

i s p e r c e p t i o n p o s s i b l e ? A c c o r d i n g t o t h e N a i y a y i k a s , p e r c e p t i o n 

i n v o l v e s t w o s t a g e s i n d e t e r m i n a t e C S a v i k a l p a k a ) a n d d e t e r m i n a t e 

<;Nii-vikalpaka>. W i t h o u t t h e S a v i k a l p a k a , p e r c e p t i o n i s n o t 

p e r c e p t i o n a t a l l . B u t w h a t i s S a v i k a l p a k a ? I t i s d e t e r m i n a t e 

p e r c e p t i o n . Wha t do v/e m e a n by s a y i n g t h a t ^ e r c e p t i o n i s 

d e t e r m i n a t e ? Only when we a p p l y a c o n c e p t / c a t e g o r y , t h e s o c a l l e d 

p e r c e p t i o n i s c a l l e d d e t e r m i n a t e . F u r t h e r , w i t h o u t a p p l i c a t i o n of 

a c o n c e p t , t h e r e i s n o a s s e r t i o n a n d c o n s e q u e n t l y t h e r e i s no 

k n o w l e d g e . E v e r y c a s e o f knov/ ledge i s a c a s e o f a s s e r t i o n 

i n c l u d i n g n e g a t i o n i n a n i m p o r t a n t s e n s e . To a s s e r t m e a n s t o 

c h a r a c t e r i s e . To c h a r a c t e r i s e m e a n s t o a p p l y a p r e d i c a t e o r a 

c o n c e p t . i n t h e c a s e o f d e n i a l , t h e p r e d i c a t e i s d e n i e d of t h e 

s u b j e c t . B u t i n e i t h e r c a s e , t h e r e i s a p r e d i c a t i o n . By 

e m p h a s i n g on S a v i k a l p a k t h e N a i y a y i k a s r e c o g n i s e t h e i m p o r t a n c e 

o f p i ^ e d i c a t i o n a n d c o n c e p t s i n c a s e o f knowledge . 

Buddhism a r o s e a s a p r o t e s t o f Hinduism. T h i s p r o t e s t 

c a n b e c h a r a c t e r i s e d in t e r m s o f f i g h t a g a i n s t e s s e n t i a l i s m . 

Buddhism, f r o m t h e v e r y b e g i n n i n g , v/as a g a i n s t e s s e n t i a l i s t 

d o c t r i n e . Buddha c h a l l e n g e d s r t i p r a m a n a C v e r b a l t e s t i m o n y ) . The 

Vedas w e r e s u p p o s e d t o c o n t a i n e t e r n a l v e r i t i e s . Buddha q u e s t i o n s 

s u c h t h e o r i e s and a t t i t u d e s . I n s t e a d , h e a d v o c a t e d t h e d o c t r i n e 

o f i m p e r m a n e n c e . P e r m a n e n c e , s u b s i s t e n c e a n d e t e r n i t y , a c c o r d i n g 

65 



t o B u d d h i s t s , a r e f i g m e n t o f i m a g i n a t i o n . F u r t h e r , r e v e l a t o r y 

knowledge v^'as a l s o c h a l l e n g e d by Buddha. I n s t e a d , h e a d v o c a t e d 

a n d s o u g h t t o e x p l a i n e v e r y t h i n g i n t e r m s o f c a u s e s a n d e f f e c t s . 

Bu t h e r e i n t e r p r e t e d t h e law o f c a u s a l i t y . The re j i s no n e c e s s a r y 

c o n n e c t i o n b e t w e e n c a u s e a n d e f f e c t s . B u t h e r e i n t e r p r e t e d t h e Isivr 

of c a s u a l i t y . T h e r e i s no n e c e s s a r y c o n n e c t i o n b e t w e e n c a u s e and 

e f f e c t . In s h o r t , c a u s e p r e c e e d s t h e e f f e c t a n d e f f e c t s u c c e e d s 

t h e c a u s e . T h i s i s o t h e r w i s e known a s P r a t i y a s a m u t p a d a < D o c t r i n e o f 

d e p e n d e n t o r i g i n a t i o n ! O r i g i n a t i o n i s d e p e n d e n t . T h e r e i s 

no s u c h t h i n g s a s i n d e p e n d e n t e x i s t e n c e . E v e r y e x i s t e n c e 

i n c l u d i n g e v e r y t h i n g a r e d e p e n d e n t on o t h e r - t h i n g s . B u t Buddha 

d o e s n o t a d v o c a t e a k ind o f c o h e r e n c e t h e o r y . The B u d d h i s t 

d o c t r i n e o f c a s u a l i t y i s d i f f e i - e n t f r o m t h o s e o f r a t i o n a l i s t s a n d 

e m p i r i c i s t s i n t h e w e s t . A c c o r d i n g t o r a t i o n a l i s t s , c a u s e a n d 

e f f e c t a r e n e c c e s s a r i l y c o n n e c t e d . T h e r e i s a l o g i c a l o r 

n e c c e s s a r y r e l a t i o n b e t w e e n c a u s e a n d e f f e c t . F o r t h e e m p i r i c i s t s , 

t h e c a s u a l r e l a t i o n t h o u g h c o n t i n g e n t y e t c a n be c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s 

k ind o f c a s u a l n e c e s s i t . y . F u r t h e r , t h e c a u s e , a c c o r d i n g t o 

e m p i r i c i s t s , d o e s n o t a l t o g e t h e r v a n i s h , a f t e r t h e e f f e c t c o m e s 

i n t o e x i s t e n c e . W h e r e a s , a c c o r d i n g t o B u d d h i s t s , t h e c a u s e 

d i s a p p e a r s a f t e r t h e e f f e c t c o m e s i n t o e x i s t e n c e . The c a u s e and 

e f f e c t a r e n o t r e l a t e d t o o r b o u n d by i n h e r e n c e . T h e r e I s no 

i n h e r e n c e , a c c o r d i n g t o t h e B u d d h i s t s . Human e x i s t e n c e i s a l s o 

e x p l a i n e d w i t h t h e h e l p o f c a u s e a n d e f f e c t . Human l i f e h a s b e e n 

e x p l a i n e d by Buddha w i t h t h e h e l p o f t w e l v e l i n k s i n t e r m s of 

c a u s e a n d e f f e c t . I f t h e r e i s s o m e t h i n g , t h e r e m u s t b e c a u s e o f 

i t , o r e l s e , i t vai l n o t b e i n t e l l i g i b l e . If o n e v / i s h e s t o 

e l i m i n a t e t h e e f f e c t , o n e m u s t , e l i m i n a t e i t s c a u s e . Buddha 

r e j e c t s Y a d r c h h a v a d a < t h e d o c t r i n e o f e m e r g e n c e ) . N o t h i n g h a p p e n s 

due t o c h a n c e . E v e r y t h i n g i s c a s u a l l y l inked , i f l i f e i s fu l l o f 

s u f f e r i n g , t h e r e i s a c a u s e o f s u f f e r i n g . F u r t h e r , s u f f e r i n g c a n 

b e e l i m i n a t e d . In t h i s s e n s e , B u d d h i s m a d v o c a t e s a k ind o f 

o p t i m i s m a n d p u t s e m p h a s i s on a c c o u n t a b i l i t y and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

"Asmin s a t i Idam b h a v a t i " , m e a n s ' t h i s b e i n g s o , t h a t h a p p e n s " . 
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This i s t h e c rux of t h e d o c t r i n e of dependen t 

o r ig ina t ion .Dependen t o r i g i n a t i o n and m o m e n t a r i n e s s 

Cksanabhangavada> a r e i n t e r r e l a t e d . C a u s a l i t y i s t h e b a s i c 

p r inc ip l e f o r u n d e r s t a n d i n g t h e world. But c a u s e and a f f e c t ai-e 

n o t p e r m a n e n t e n t i t i e s in t h e world. What does i t mean? In answer 

t o t h i s q u e s t i o n , i t can be s a i d in t h i s connec t ion t h a t 

u l t i m a t e l y c a u s e arid e f f e c t a r e n o n - t e m p o r a l and n o n - s p a t i a l 

e n t i t i e s . 'Moment' f o r Buddhist i s n o t t ime ^^[^^nstant. A moment i s 

app rox ima ted t o an i n s t a n t b u t i t i s n o t tempoi-al in n a t u r e . As 

a m a t t t e r of f a c t , a moment of k sana i s n o n - s p a t i a l and non-

t e m p o r a l . How t o u n d e r s t a n d t h i s ? W h a t does i t mean t o s ay t h a t 

t h e y a r e moments b u t a r e n o t t e m p o r a l ? The Buddhist d o c t r i n e 

of mo jnen ta r ine s s does n o t aim a t dividing o r s p l i t t i n g t ime i n t o 

di f fer-ent p a r t s . R a t h e r , i t i s a logical d o c t r i n e . I t aim a t 

u n d e r s t a n d i n g t h e world in t e r m of m i n u t e p a r t i c l e s . Hov/ small i s 

t h i s p a r t i c l e ? The ansv/er i s app rox ima te ly , i t i s a moment- The 

Buddhist p r e f e r r e d a t e m p o r a l analogy t o s p a t i a l one What could 

be t h e r e a s o n ? S u c c e s s i o n , impermanence c a n n o t be u n d e r s t o o d w i t h o u t 

r e f e r e n c e t o t ime . T h e r e f o r e , Buddha p r e f e r e d t e m p o r a l analogy t o 

t h e s p a t i a l one. The d o c t r i n e of momentai^iness and dependen t 

o r i g i n a t i o n a r e complementary t o each o t h e r . Rea l i ty i s 

momentary , t h a t i s t o s ay , no th ing i s e t e r n a l . Impermanence 

c a n n o t be u n d e r s t o o d w i t h o u t dependen t o r i g i n a t i o n and dependen t 

o r i g i n a t i o n c a n n o t u n d e r s t o o d w i t h o u t impermanence . In s h o r t , t h e 

Buddhist d o c t r i n e of c a s u a l i t y has two aspects :<l> dependen t 

o r i g i n a t i o n <!2) m o m e n t a r i n e s s . This might a p p e a r t o be a unique 

d o c t r i n e of c a s u a l i t y . One might r a i s e t h e q u e s t i o n t h a t 

c a s u a l i t y i s uninte l l ig ib le^ if v'e r e l a t e d i t w i th m o m e n t a r i n e s s . 

I t i s t r u e t h a t c a u s e and e f f e c t a r e r e l a t e d o r dependen t on one 

a n o t h e r . In s h o r t , o r i g i n a t i o n i s dependent..But c a s u a l i t y being 

r e l a t e d t o m o m e n t a r i n e s s may n o t be a c c e p t a b l e . How t o u n d e r s t a n d 

t h i s ? T h e Buddhis t s answer t o t h i s q u e s t i o n in t h e follov/lng way. 

A c a u s e d l s s a p e a r s by giving r i s e t o e f f e c t . And an e f f e c t in i t s 

t u r n becomes t h e cause . This a l so in t u r n g i v e s r i s e t o a n o t h e r 
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e f f e c t and d i s a p p e a r s . This i s how t h e wheel g o e s on. But t h e 

wheel can s t o p by e l imina t ing i t s c a u s e . 

The d o c t r i n e of c a s u a l i t y i s t h u s a s s o c i a t e d w i th t h e 

t h e o r y of p a r t i c u l a r s . We have a l r e a d y p o i n t e d outjfox^ t h e t h e 

Budddhist p a r t i c u l a r s a r e n o n - s p a t i a l and n o n - t e m p o r a l l 

e n t i t i e s . This i s one dimension of Buddhisism which was 

n o t r e j e c t e d by t h e log ic ians of t h e school . A f t e r t h e d e a t h of 

Buddha^ Buddhism t o o k a d i f f e r e n t t u r n . Hinayana was succeded 

by Mahayana. C e r t a i n d o c t r i n e s of e a r l y Buddhism were modified 

in due c o u r s e of t ime . But t h e d o c t r i n e of p a r t i c u l a r s r emain 

unchanged. This i s why i t can sa id t h a t t h e d o c t r i n e of 

p a r t i c u l a r s i s t h e i2I2l2^ b a s i c d o c t r i n e of Buddhism.And t h e s e 

p a i ' t i c u l a r s a r e unique in n a t u r e . By advoca t ing t h e d o c t r i n e of 

p a r t i c u l a r s , t h e Buddhist log ic ians a t one s t i -oke have 

demolished t h e e s s e n c e s a s well a s t h e d o c t r i n e of e t e r n i t y . The 

e a r l y p h a s e of Buddhism i.e. Hinayana a c c e p t e d t h e d o c t r i n e of 

pudgal s u n y a t a o r t h e d o c t r i n e of no sou l CNairatma vada>. In 

c o u r s e of t ime^ Abhidharma l i t e r a t u r e developed ai'id s i n c e t h e y 

a c c e p t e d a kind of r e a l i s t i c p lura l ism, j The Abh idha rmis t s 

e n u m e r a t e d a s many a s 75 dharmas . Gudmunsen r e m a r k s : 

In t h e Ahhidhay^tna, all simple o b j e c t s s ' r e knovtin 
as- dhar-mas. In t h e vcrriows" s-chaol, list of 
dhar-mas a r e gixjen which diff&r fr^orn each oth&r, 
hut not in any cr-ucial ia>ay. The Safxjatixjadins had 
a list of 75- dharmas,-which constitute an inxjentor-y 
of the entire fur-nitur-e of the unixjerse,as Russell 
-would say. 

The word dharma s t a n d s if o r p a r t i c u l a r s and q u a l i t i e s . 

Dharma i s n o t u s e a s r e l i g ion in t h i s c o n t e x t . Dharma I s t h e 

u l t i m a t e p a r t i c u l a r . Both Russe l l and t h e e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n 

have r a i s e d q u e s t i o n s a b o u t u l t i m a t e p a r t i c u l a r s in t h e manner of 

Abhidharmis t s . Russe l l wan ta^ t o disc<?ver t h e u l t i m a t e 

p a r t i o c u l a r s of t h e u n i v e r s e . According t o Russell;, t h r world 

c o n s i s t s of logical a toms.The a t o m s a r e t h e b a s i c p j j a r t i c u l a r s . 

They a r e n e i t h e r in s p a c e n o r in t ime . But how did Russel l 

a r r i v e d a t t h i s p a r t i c u l a r s ? He a c c e p t e d t h e t r u t h func t iona l 
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a n a l y s i s of lan^-uage .as-„.t.ha.,' s o u l .raet.hod o r a n a l y s i s . If v/e g o on 

bi- 'eaking t ,he c o m p o u n d p r o p o s i t i o n , we u l t i m a t e a r r i v e a t t h e 

a t o m i c o n e s . Names r e t e r t o p e y t i c u l a r s . . a n d t h e s e ai-e l o g i c a l 

a t o m s f o r R u s s e l l The e a r l y V / i t t g e n s t e i n a c c e p t e d t r u t h 

f u n c t i o n a l a n a l y s i s . F o r h im. e l e m e n t a r y p r o p o s i t i o n lie a t t h e 

b a s e of compound ones .And t h e s e e l e m e n t a r y p r o p o s i t i o n s c o n s i s t s 

of l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . . Names a r e m e a n i n g f u l and t h e m e a n i n g of 

a n a m e i s w h a t i t r e f e r s t o . T h a t wh ich i s w h a t i s r e f e r r e d t o 

by a l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e i s known a s o b j e c t by e a r l y 

W i t t g e n s t e i n . By o b j e c t V / i t t g e n s t e i n d o e s n o t m e a n p h y s i c a l 

o b j e c t s . The W i t t g e n s t e i n i a n s o b j e c t s a r e r e a l l y l o g i c a l i n 

c h a r a c t e i - - . V h a t d o e s i t m e a n t o s a y t h a t t h e y a r e l o g i c a l ? 

V / i t t g e n s t e i n d i s t i n g u i s h e s , b e t w e e n l o g i c a l s p a c e a n d p h y s i c a l 

s p a c e . The p a r t i c u l a r s o r o b j e c t s do n o t o c c u r i n p h y s i c a l 

s p a c e In s h o r t , t h e y o c c u r in l o g i c a l s p a c e . Now t h e q u e s t i o n 

i s : A r e o b j e c t s a s p a i ' - t i c u l a r s a m e n d a b l e t o s e n s e - p e r c e p t i o n ? 

The e m p i r i c i s t p h i l o s o p h e r s l ike Hume a n d o t h e r s hold t h e v i e w s 

t.hat, t h e p a r t i c u l a r s a r e a m e n a b l e t o s e n s e - p e r c e p t ion .The s i m p l e 

i d e a s o f Locke and i m p r e s s i o n s of Hume a r e b o t h a m e n a b l e t o 

s e n s e - p e r c e p t i o n O I t i s t h e s e n s e - o r g a n t h a t c a t c h e s t h e 

p a r t i c u l a r s . T h a t i s v/hy t h e e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l d o c t r i n e s of Locke 

and Hume a r e c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s e m p e r i c i s m . The u l t i m a t e 

c o n s t i t u e n t s a n d b u i l d i n g b l o c k s of h u m a n k n o w l e d g e a r e 

a m e n a b l e t o e x p e r i e n c e . In s h o r t , t h e s i m p l e i d e a s o f t h e 

e m p i r i c i s t a r e e x p e r i e n c e a b l e i t e m s . B u t f o r Locke t h e s e s i m p l e 

i d e a s a r e n o t i m p e r m a n e n t ; t h e y a r e r e l a t i v e l y s t a t i c . W h e r a s , 

f o r Hume, t h e y a r e i m p e r m a n e n t ; t h e y come a n d go . On t h e o t h e r 

hand , f o r t h e B u d d h i s t , t h e p e r t i c u l a r s a r e i m p e r m a n e n t In 

t h i s r e s p e c t , Hume c o m e s v e r y c l o s e t o Buddhism,, b u t w i t h a 

d i f f e r e n c e . F o r t h e t h e B u d d h i s t p h i l o s o p h e r s , t h e u l t i m a t e 

p a r t i c u l a r s a r e n o t s p a t . i o - t e m p o r a l . They a r e n o t n o t a m e n a b l e 

t o e x p e r i e n c e . Pa r t . i cu i a i ' ^ a r e n o t i n a w a y , n o t a m e n a b l e t o 

o r d i n a r y p e r c e p t , i o n o r e x p e r i e n c e . I n t h i s s e n s e , W i t t g e n s t e i n 
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c o m e s v e r y c l o s e t o Buddhism. The Buddhis t - s d id not . make u s e o f 

t-he language .Wit - t -gens t^e in made u s e o f it-. That, t - h e r e a r e 

p a r t - i c u l a r o b j e c t - s fo l low f r o m a p a r t - i c u l a r a n a l y s i s o f l a n g u a g e . 

A c c o r d i n g t-o Wit-t-genst..ein> not . t-hat- t h e r e a r e p a r t - i c u l a r o b j e c t - s 

but- t h e r e m u s t b e s u c h o b j e c t s . V / i t t g e n s t e i n ' s a r g u m e n t i s t h a t 

i n o r d e r t h a t n a m e s b e m e a n i n g f u l t h e r e m u s t b e o b j e c t s . The 

o b j e c t s a r e p a r t i c u l a r s a n d a r e c o n s t r u e d a s t h e m e a n i n g o f 

l o g i c a l p r o p e r n a m e s . Take away t h e p a r t i c u l a r - s o r o b j e c t s 

n a m e s wil l b e t u r n o u t m e a n i n g l e s s . In c a s e i t h a p p e n s , 

c o m m u n i c a t i o n wil l b r e a k down. V i t t g e n s t e i n h a s c e r t a i n 

a s s u m p t i o n s a b o u t m e a n i n g - n a m e s and r e f e i ^ e n c e . And t h e s e 

a s s u m p t i o n h a v e c o l o u r e d h i s t h e o r y of p a r t i c u l a r s o r o b j e c t s . 

The S a r v a s t i v a d i n s a r e a v e r y p e c u l i a r k ind of r e a l i s t s . 

They a c c e p t e d a d o c t r i n e , a c c o r d i n g t o wh ich e v e r y t h i n g i s r e a l , 

b u t i t h a s t o b e u n d e r s t o o d i n t h e c o n t e x t . A c c o r d i n g t o t h e m , a 

d h a r m a h a s i t s ov/n m a r k . All d h a r m a s h a v e t h e i r own b e i n g . T h i s 

v iew h a s b e e n r e j e c t e d by M a h a y a n i s t s . The H i n a y a n i s t s a d v o c a t e d 

P u d g a l s u n y a t a o r N a i r a t m a v a d a . The M a h a y a n i s t s a d v o c a t e d 

S a r v a d h a r m a S u n y a t a . T h i s s h o w s t h e g r a d u a l d e v e l o p m e n t o f 

d o c t r i n e o f n o - e s s e n c e . Buddhism i s f a m o u s f o r i t s n o - s o u l 

d o c t r i n e . In t h e B r a h m i n a n i c a l t r a d i t i o n , s o u l o r A t a m a n w a s 

t r e a t e d a s a n u l t i m a t e s u b s t a n c e w i t h i t s own e s s e n c e . The s o u l 

s u r v i v e s e v e n a f t e r bod i ly d e s t r u c t i o n . The d o c t r i n e o f s o u l h a s 

a s s u m e d v a r i o u s f o r m s . i n d i f f e r e n t B r a h m a n i c a l s y s t e m s in I n d i a n 

p h i l o s o p h y . The S a h k h y a t r e a t s t h e s o u l a s e t e r n a l a n d 

u n c h a n g i n g . The N y a y a - V a i s h e s i k a p h i l o s o p h e r s t r e a t s o u l a s a 

c a t e g o r y . The V e d a n t i n s t o o t r e a t s o u l o r A t m a n a s t h e only 

c a t e g o r y . B u t a l l t h e s e p h i l o s o p h e r s t - r e a t s o u l a s a c a t e g o r y 

h a v i n g i t s own e s s e n c e . The s o u l h a s b e e n c o n s t r u e d a s e t e r n a l , 

i m m u t a b l e , p e r m a n e n t , a n d u n c h a n g i n g . S u c h a d o c t r i n e o f s o u l w a s 

q u e s t i o n e d by Buddha. And t-he d i s c u s s i o n w a s c a r r i e d on by h i s 
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folio^vers. Not only Buddhism a s a r e l i g ion b u t a s a s y s t e m of 

phi losophy h a s n o t g iven up i t s d o c t r i n e of no-soul . The e a r l i e r 

v e r s i o n of n o - s o u l d o c t r i n e h a s been gradual ly developed in t h e 

hands of Buddhis t s p h i l o s o p h e r s , in shoi^t^ t h e d o c t r i n e of no 

- s o u l t h e o r y <Nairatmavada.) v'as t h e i n i t i a l s t a g e of t h e doct i- ine 

of n o - e s s e n c e . What i s a .soul? Is t h e r e any such t h i n g a s sou l 

v/hich s u r v i v e s a f t e r bodily destr<uct^ion? Such a t y p e of t h e o r y 

have d i s t u r b e d p h i l o s o p h e r s . Hume r e m a r k s ; 

For my part wh&n I &nter most intimat&ly 
into what I call mys-e'lf, I always stumblt? 
on somB^ particular p&rc^ption or oth&r, of h e a t 
or cold, light or shad&, l o v e or hatr&d, pow^r 
or pl&asurt?. I n^X'^r can catch mysolf at any tim& 
u-nthout a p&rcoption, and n^v&r can ohs'e'rt.'& anything 
but t h e percept ion .*" 

By r e j e c t i n g t h e s u b s t a n t i v e d o c t r i n e of sou l , Hume 

comes v e r y c lose t o Buddhism. Much b e f o r e , Hume. t h e Buddhis t s 

reduced se l f o r s u b s t a n c e t o a st i^ing of s e n s a t i o n . The doctri i ' ie 

was a n t i c i p a t e d in t h e c o n v e r s a t i o n betv/een Millinda and 

Nagasena. 

The conversa t - ion r u n s a s to l lows ; 

The' King said : "Is- the-re-, Magas'&na such 
a thing as th& soul^" 

'What is this, O king, th^ soul <Vadagu£;)? 
'The living principle x^nthin which sees forms 

through the eyes,hears s o u n d through the ear.... 
through the mind-Just as we sitting here in the 
palace can look, out of any Vi.>indow out of which we 
lo-as-h to look ' 

The Elder replied : 'I will tell you about five 
door.sr, great king If the living principle 
within .s'ees' forms through the e y e ( £ 3 ^ 2 ^ CZI^ ^" ^^^^ 
manner that you mention, choosing its windows as it 
likes, can it not then see forms not onfy through 
the eye, but also through each of the other five 
organs of sen.se^ ' 
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•No, Sir-.' 

'Then th&s'& powers ar-e not united one to another 1 hen tnese powers an 

"No, 

'.... Now again , g r e a t king, i f Dinna h e r e were t o go o u t s i d e and 

s t a n d in t h e g r e a t way. v/ould you be a w a r e t h a t he had done s o ? ' 

•Yes, I should know i t . ' 

'And if t h e same Dinna v/ere t o come back aga in , and s t a n d b e f o r e 

you, would you be a w a r e of h i s having done s o '?' 

'Yes, i t would know i t ' ? ' 

'Well, g r e a t king, would t h e living p r inc ip le wi th in d i s c e r n , 

in like manner , i f any th ing p o s s e s s i n g f l avour were laid upon t h e 

t o u n g e , ,.... '•'̂ . 

'Yes, i t would knov/ i t ' . 

'But when t h e f l avour h a s p a s s e d i n t o t h e s t o m a c h ....?'. 

'Cer ta in ly n o t ' . 

^Then t h e s e power s a r e n o t u n i t e d one t o t h e othei -

Indlscr iminate ly . . .? ' . 



Be p l e a s e d . S i r t.o e x p l a i n t-o me how t-he mat-t-er s t - and ?^. 

Then the Elder conx-'inced Milinda the hin^ xn^ith discourse dr-axa.>n 
fr-om the Abhidhamma, saying : ' It is t>y reason, o hing, of the 
eye and of form that si^ht arises, and those other conditions -
contact, sensation, idea, thought, abstr^action, sense of x.>itality 
and attention - ar-ise each simulteneously u.n.th its pr-edecessov. 
And a similar- succession of ccruse,and effect arises vi'hen each of 
other / i v © organs of sense'^Sr^rn'o play. And so herein there is 
no such thing: as soul<.'i.>edag^u)'. o~ 

The c o n v e r s a t , i o n s u g g e s t . t ,hat . Buddhis t , p h i l o s o p h e r w e r e v e r y 

much i n t - e r e s t - e d i n l o g i c a l a n a l y s i s of s e l f .The At-man i s not. a 

s u b s t - a n c e . It- i s a c o n s t . u c t . i o n of t .he mind. In t-he c o n t - e m p o r a r y 

p e r i o d , Ryle c h a r a c t . e r i s e s t - h e s e c o n s t - r u c t - i o n s a s a ghos t - o f t-he 

m a c h i n e . 

I shall often speak of it vi)ith deliberate abusix.>eness, as 
the ' the dogma of the g:host in the machine; I hope to prove that 
it is entirely,/ and false not in detail but in principle. I^s 
not merely an assemblag:e of particular m^istah.es. It is one big-
mistake and a m^istake of special kind. 

Much b e f o r e Ryle , t-he Buddhist- p h i l o s o p h e r s i n I n d i a r e j e c t - e d 

S o u l o r Mind a s a s u b s t - a n c e . That- it . a l o g i c a l cons t - ruc t . , ion 

t-hat- i s a f igment - o f imaginat . , ion w a s .adequat.-ely r e a l i s e d by t-he 

Buddhist- p h i l o s o p h e r s . I n s t - ead t-he p a r t - i c u l a r h a v e b e e n 

e m p h a s i s e d . S t - c h e r b a t . s k y i l l u c i d a t . e s t.-he p a r t - i c u l a r s a s e n v i s a g e d 

by D ignaga and h i s f o l l o w e r s in f o l l owing m a n n e r : 

X. The object is pure (SuddharthaM. 
It is pure sensation.Jt is different from intellect. 

2. The particttlar is unicfue in all the three 
iA]orlJf^railokyax.>yarttaJ. 

:J. It is absolutelv dissimilar urith other Cantvcinta—x.'ilak!S^ 
not ejK:tention in space and f^o^y duration in time C 

(Ae^e^ananugata, kala-ananug:ataJ. 
5. The particular is point-instant in reality Cstjalaksafi^aD. 
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(5. It is indivisihl^ <niramsaJ 

7. It is put-fs e.vis'tence Csata- jyiatt-am.>. 
8. It is pitr& r&ality i'vastu-matram.). 
p. It is the own &ss&nc& of th& thing <st'a-laksanaJ. 

TO.It is efxtre'yyy& concre^te^ ^vyahti). _ 
ix.The particular- is &ffici&nt Cartha-hriya-karinJ. 
i2.Th& particular stimulat&s th& unci &7^ standing: <'Vikalpa-

-xjJ:jpcdt:-Sakt i-mat>. 
ij.The particular is non-€fmpirical, i.e. 
.transc&nd&ntal Cnasamx^rti-sat J. 

i4.Th& particular is unut&rahl^ < anavilapya 

Dharmakii^ti and Dharmot-tara acept- t.his delination ol pai't..icular. 

Vacaspati Mishra t-he great. Naiyayika, quest-ion the e.xist-ence of 

such particular. To exist means to exist in space and time. 

Further, according to Vacaspatl Mishra, to exist means to be 

describable 01̂  characterisable. In short, according to the 

Naiyayikas all the existents are £»avikalpaka .1 wish to point out 

that this is the crux of the point. In a sense, the debate 

between the Naiyayikas and the Buddhists is a debate relating to 

universals and particulai^s. Both the Naiyayikas and the Buddhists 

advocate extreme position . The Naiyayikas advocate stn extreme 

kind of realism . For them universals are the names. They do not 

have any essence at all. This is the difference between Buddhism 

and Nyaya. But as has been pointed out earlier, Hume and 

early Wittgenstein , come very close to Dignaga and Dharmakirti. 

In the Tractatus Wittgenstein maintains: 

It is obvious that an imagined world, however different i t 
may be from the real one, must have something - a form - in 

common with it. 

ObJ&cts ar^ Just XA.'hat constituti? this unalt&rabli^ form.' 
Objt^ct art^ xi^hat is unalterable and subsist^^nt , tht^ir 

configuration is what is changing and unstable.^ 
In a manney^ of spt^ak.iyyg, objects are colourless. \ 

The Buddhist j particularly' Dignaga makes a distinction betv/een tv.'o 

orders of reality <1.> Samvrtisatya <emperlcal levei.> 

<2> Paramartha -satya <transcendental leveD. How to understand 
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t h i s c o n c e p t ? Does D i g n a g a m a i n t a i n t h a t t h e r e a r e t w o 

d i f f e r e n t v /o r ld s w i t h t w o d i f f e r e n t r e a l i t i e s ? On t h e s u r f a c e i t 

g i v e s a n i m p r e s s i o n t h a t D i g n a g a i s a d v o c a t i n g t w o o r d e r s o f 

r e a l i t i e s , b u t a s a m a t t e r o f f a c t ; , t h i s i s n o t s o . P l a t o 

e l i m i n a t e d t h e w o r l d o f p a r t i c u l a r s ; i n s t e a d h e h i g h l i g h t e d t h e 

s u p r e m a c y o f u n i v e r s a l s W h e r e a s , D i g n a g a h i g h l i g h t t h e 

p a r t i c u l a r s . As a m a t t e r o f t a c t , t h e n o n - s p a t i a l i t y a n d n o n -

t e m p o r a l i t y c h a r a c t e r i s e i D i g n a g a ' s p a r t i c u l a r i t y . As t h e 

P l a t o n i c u n i v e r s a l s a r e n o n - s p a t i a l and n o n - t e m p o r a l , s i m i l a r l y 

t h e B u d d h i s t p a r t i c u l a r s a r e n o n - s p a t i a l a n d n o n - t e m p o r a l . Can i t 

b e s a i d t h a t t h e B u d d h i s t p a r t i c u l a i ^ s a r e t h e s a m e a s t h e 

P l a t o n i c u n i v e r s a l s ? Our a n s v / e r t o t h i s q u e s t i o n i s ; i f t h e 

u n i v e r s a l i t y of P l a t o n i c u n i v e r s a l s i s t a k e n a w a y , i t b e c o m e s 

r e a l l y t h e p a r t i c u l a r s o f Dignaga . The P l a t o n i c u n i v e r s a l s a r e 

n o t a m e n a b l e t o o r d i n a r y s e n s e - p e r c e p t i o n . In f a c t , t h e 

p a r t i c u l a r s c a n b e a p p r e h e n d e d on ly t h r o u g h a kind o f Yogic 

M e d i t a t i o n . T h i s a p p e a r s v e r y s t r a n g e . M y s t i c a l m e t h o d w a s 

a c c e p t e d by B u d d h i s t s a s t h e on ly mode of knowing t h e 

p a r t i c u l a r s . I t i s n o t o u t o f p l a c e t o m e n t i o n S t c h e r b a t s k y : 

All India v^ias.- di\.>id&d at t h e tini& of Buddha in o p p o n e n t s - and 
sxjtppor-ter-s of mysticism in the follower-s of Bi^ahmans and 
thos& who follou)&d th<^ Shr-amans, in, so to sp&ak, an op&n 
Hi^h ChuKch and in popular sects str-ongly inclined to 
mysticism. The main idea of this mysticism consisted in the 
belief that throug:h practice of concentt-ated meditation of 
trance could be attained {x'hich cot^ferred upon the meditator-
ey:t)-a-or-dinary pou^er-s and conuerted him into a super-man. 
Buddhism adopted this teaching to its ontology. T)-an.sic 
Meditation became the ultimate inemb^r- of the path touards 
(jiUiescence, the special means thr-ott£h u>hich. fit-st of all, 
l i ' r o n ^ vieu/s and e\-'il inclinations could be er-adicated, and 

then the highest m^ystic utorlds could be r-eached. 

U l t i m a t e l y , t r a n s i c M e d i t a t i o n w a s a c c e p t e d by t h e f o l l o w e r s ol 

Buddha. In Mahayan Buddhism, t h i s d o c t r i n e , g o t p u r i f i e d a n d v^as 

a g a i n t r a n s f o r m e d i n Z e n Buddhism. I t wil l b e s h o w n i n t h e 

c o n c l u d i n g c h a p t e r t h a t how l a t e i ^ W i t t g e n s t e i n c o m e s v e r y c l o s e 

t o Buddhism, i .e . D ignaga^s a n a l y s i s o f l a n g u a g e a n d m e a n i n g . Bu t 
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i t v/ill s u f f i c e t o show in t h i s c o n n e c t i o n t h a t Dig:nag:a does n o t 

e l imina te t h e p a r t i c u l a r s ; f o r him^jThe p a r - t i c u l a r s , have t h e 

c a p a c i t y t o s t i m u l a t e human u n d e r s t a n d i n g / a s a r e s u l t , 

c a t e g o r i e s a r e g e n e r a t e d . V/e have a rgued o u t in t h e p receed ing 

s e c t i o n t h a t in t h i s r e s p e c t , Kant- comes v e r y c lose t o Dignaga. 

Le t u s imagine f o r t h e t ime being , t h e v/^orid of univei^sals 

w i t h o u t p a r t i c u l a r s . Can t h e v/orld of u n i v e r s a l s s u s t a i n w i t h o u t 

being p a r t i c u l a r s ? The answer i s No. Dignaga 's a r g u m e n t i s t h a t 

w i t h o u t r e f e r e n c e t o p a r t i c u l a r s , t h e u n i v e r s a l s c a n n o t be made 

in te l l ig ib le . P l a t o f a i l t o i^ecognise t h i s po in t . P l a to t h o u g h t 

vf i thout r e a s o n s t h a t t h e p a r t i c u l a r v i t i a t e t h e u n i v e r s a l . 

Ul t imate ly , he f a i l t o r e l a t e t h e u n i v e r s a l t o t h e p a r t i c u l a r s oii' 

world of t h i n g s . A r i s t o t l e t r i e d t o s a v e P l a t o by fus ing 

u n i v e r s a l s wi th p a r t i c u l a r s . But Dignaga does n o t f ace t h f s t y p e 

of problem. In fact , , t h e q u e s t i o n i s "how a r e t h e \ . iniversais 

r e l a t e d t o p a r t i c u l a r s ?", c a n n o t a r i s e in t h e phi losophy of 

Dignaga. The p a r t i c u l a r s , accord ing t o Dignaga, p rov ide u l t i m a t e 

b a s e of all knowledge and al l univer-sals . The p a r t i c u l a r s a r e t h e 

b a s i s of all knowledge b u t t h e y t-hemselves a r e not. t h e subjects 

m a t t e r of any knowledge in o r d i n a r y s e n s e of t h e t^erm. The 

Buddhist p h i l o s o p h e r s i n v e n t t h e word .Sarupya <s imi la r i ty ) t o 

accoun t f o r t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n p a r t i c u l a r and unlvei'-sal. 

S t c h e r b a t s k y i s i-lght in ma in ta in ing t ha t . Buddhist logic i s 

ep i s t emolog ica l in n a t u r e . Tha t means t h e p r inc ip le of logic 

c a n n o t be d e t a c h e d f rom t h e o r y of knowledge. A f t e r al l , all bas i c 

p r i n c i p l e s of logic m u s t be known. Dignaga d i s t i n g u i s h e s be tween 

two s e n s e s of t-he v/ord t o knov; . In one s e n s e , t o know means t o 

know t h r o u g h s e n s e - o r g a n . Tha t i s why pei^ceptlon i s a c c e p t e d a s a 

valid s o u r s e of knowledge. I n f e r e n c e i s a l so a c c e p t e d a s a s o u r s e 

of knowledge b u t I n f e r e n c e r e s t s upon p e r c e p t i o n . P e r c e p t i o n 

r e s t s upon a kind of knowledge i.e. i n t u i t i o n . 

The e a r l y V / i t t g e n s t e i n t-alks of o b j e c t s o r p a r t i c u l a r s . He 

does n o t e n v i s a g e any kind of mys t i c i n t u i t i o n . In f-act, when 

76 



W i t t g e n s t e i n was asked t o g ive an example of an e l e m e n t a r y 

p r o p o s i t i o n , logical p r o p e r name, o r an o b j e c t , he r e t o r t e d t h a t 

i t i s t h e ^ e m p e r i c a l s c i e n c e t o find o u t w h e t h e r t h e r e a r e ,as a 

m a t t e r of f a c t , such t h i n g s . According t o e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n , n o t 

t h a t t h e r e a r e e l e m e n t a r y p r o p o s i t i o n s , logical p r o p e r names , o r 

o b j e c t s b u t t h a t t h e r e m u s t be such e n t i t i e s . I t i s a kind of 

logical ' m u s t ' . We have a l r eady p o i n t e d o u t t h a t c e r t a i n 

a s s u m p t i o n s a b o u t language aiid meaning compel W i t t g e n s t e i n t o 

a c c e p t logical p r o p e r names and p a r t i c u l a r s . He did n o t spe l l o u t 

in d e t a i l . like Dignaga, t h a t i t i s p a r t i c u l a r s v/hich s u s t a i n 

human communicat ion. The pa r t i cu la i^s of Dignaga a r e t h e Kan t i an 

t h ing - in - t h e m s e l v e s tnoumena.) !K noumena i s n o t s u b j e c t of any 

e x p e r i e n c e b u t i t makes e x p e r i e n c e poss ib l e . So i t may be n o t o u t 

of p lace t o s t r i k e a compar i son betv^een Dignaga, Kant , and e a r l y 

W i t t g e n s t e i n . All t h e s e p h i l o s o p h e r s a d v o c a t e a kind of e n t i t y 

which i s n o t amenable t o e x p e r i e n c e b u t mak^^ all e x p e r i e n c e 

poss ib le . K a n t ' s t h i n g - i n - i t s e l f and e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s o b j e c t s 

c o r r e s p o n d t o Dignaga 's s v a l a k s a n a s Cunique p a r t i c u l a r s > . T h e r e f o r e , 

i t can be s a i d in t h i s connec t i on / s v a l a k s a n a s a r e n o t 

u n n e c e s s a r y . They a r e r e q u i r e d t o accoun t f o r language and 

communica t ion-sys te jn . 

I t may be a r g u e d in t h i s c o n n e c t i o n t h a t Dignaga i s 

c o n s t r u c t i n g a m e t a p h y s i c s o u t of language and communication. But 

t h i s i s n o t so . If anybody i s c o n s t r u c t i n g a me taphys l c o u t of 

language and communicat ion. I t i s t h e r e a l i s t s like Naiyayikas who 

c o n s t r u c t e d o u t of I t f rom t h e d i f f e r e n t paints of s p e e c h i.e. 

noun, a d j e c t i v e , v e r b s and s o on. The Naiyayikas c o n s t r u c t e d a 

t h e o r y of r e a l i s t i c m e t a p h y s i c s . Tha t i s t o say , t h e Naiyayikas 

c r e a t e d a m e t a p h y s i c s o u t of s p e e c h and communicat ion . I t i s a 

kind of i l lus ion t h a t t h e Naiyayikas developed. On t h e o t h e r hand 

Dignaga and o t h e r Buddhist p h i l o s o p h e r s a r e o u t t o demolish such 

t y p e of i l lus ion c r e a t e d o u t of language. Dignaga 's nominalism i s 

a b a t t l e t o u s e W i t t g e n s t e i n m e t a p h o r , a g a i n s t t h e bev/ i tchment of 

i n t e l l i g e n c e by means of language In 'PI* W i t t g e n s t e i n i s a l so 

o u t t o demolish such i l lus ions . 



A picturt? h&ld us' captix.>G. Arrd tit/e cotUd not get outs'id& it, 
for it lay in our language and language s^eemed to repeat it 
to us inexora'yiy. '• 

When philosophers usejafi^ord -'*t=no\n^'ledge", "being", object", 
"I"," proposition","naty^e"- atid try to g)-asp the essence of 
thing, one must always asf^ oneself : Is the in-'orld ever 
actually use in this way in the language-game which is its 
original home ^ V/hat we do is to bring words back from the 
metaphysical to their everyday use 
Philosophy may in no way interfere with the actual use of 
language; It can in the end only descride it . -' 

In t h i s r e s p e c t l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n a l so comes c lose t o Dignaga. 

But now t h e q u e s t i o n i s does W i t t g e n s t e i n a c c e p t such p a r t i c u l a r s 

o r o b j e c t s in 'PI ' ? I wish t o p o i n t o u t t h a t t h e concep t of 

language i s v e r y g e n e r a l and b r o u g h t enough t o include aî iol accoun t 

f o r all a s p e c t s of human communicat ion. Si t rawson e n v i s a g e s two 

t y p e s of p a r t i c u i a s such a s mater- ial body and human p e r s o n . We 

have a l r eady p o i n t e d o u t t h a t S t rv / a son t r - e a t e d t h e s e p a r t i c u l a r s 

a s emper i ca l in n a t i i r e . On t h e o t h e r handy Dignaga will n o t t r e a t 

t h e S; t rawsonian pa r - t l cu l a r s a s pa r t i cu l a t e s a t all. Ma te r i a l body 

and human p e r s o n a r e t h i n g s . The p a r t i c u l a r s have t o be unique in 

n a t u r e and a r e n o n - s p a t i a l and n o n - t e m p o r a l . In shor t , , Dignaga 

e s t a b l i s h e d a p o i n t t h a t p a r t i c u l a r s a r e n o t only unique in 

na t .u re b u t a l so n o n - s p a t i a l and non-t .emporal . 
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CHAPTER IV 

CONCLUSION 

In c o u r s e of t h e p reced ing c h a p t e r s we have t r i e d 

t o show tl-iat t h e r e i s a c lose a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n Dignaga and 

W i t t g e n s t e i n . We hiave empl"jaalsed and h igh l igh ted t h e conu«on 

phi losopMcal p o i n t s b e t w e e n tv/c p h i l o s o p h e r s . Though a b o u t 

t h i r t e e n hundred y e a r s s p a n b e t w e e n Dlgnaga and W i t t g e n s t e i n 

y e t t h e r e i s a c lose c o n c e p t u a l a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n t h e two. 

There a r e s c h o l a r s who a r e uriwllllng t o r e c o g r d s e t h i s 

a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n t h e two. Edwax-d Gonze i s one of them. Gonze 

r-emai-ks : 

Oft&n t h e i>leu' o}-i£in.at& from a wish to find affiniti&s 
ii^ith philosoph&i-s! r&co^iis&d and admir&d b^; t h e 
e-xpon&nts- of curf-&nt acad&tnic philos-oph^, and int&nd 
to mak& Buddhist thitik&t^s int&refstin^ and 
r&spectabler t>y curr-^nt t / es - te rn standar-ds. Sinc& this 
appr-oach is not only obj&ctitj&ly unsound, but has 
also fail&d in its purpose to interre^st h'&st&rn 
philosoph&rs in the philosophie^s of th& East, th& 
tini& ha^ noiA> tiomef to abandon it. 

1 3 

Whereas . Ghir-ia Gudmunsen and John V. Ganfleld m a i n t a i n t h a t 

t h e r e i s a c lo se a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n Buddhiism in g e n e r a l wi th 

W i t t g e n s t e i n . I wish t o a r g u e t l ' iat t h e r e I s a c lose 

s i m i l a r i t y b e t w e e n Dlgnaga and Wl t t ge r i s t e i n . Till t oday 

Indian Phi losophy i s n o t t r e a t e d on pai^ wi th W e s t e r n 

phl losopMcal t r a d i t i o n . The r e a s o i i s a r e obvious . Feder ick 

Maxmuller and o t h e r s were t h e f i r s t t o t r a n s l a t e Indian 

phi losophical t e x t s i n t o English. This i s how Indiaii 

phi losophy was i n t r o d u c e d i n t o weste i -n world. Invai^iably 

Indian phi losophy i s r e p r e s e n t e d a s a s y s t e m of theo logy and 

mythology. In s h o r t , i t i s n o t t r e a t e d a s phi losophy p r o p e r . 

But a t p r e s e n t t h i n g s have changed a b i t . Some w e s t e r n 

s c h o l a r s Ixave begun t o t a k e i n t e r e s t in s t u d y 
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philosophy. But by and l a r g e t h e s t u d y of Indian phi losophy 

have conf ined i t s e l f p r imar i ly t o I n d o l o g i s t s and S a n s k r i t 

Scho l a r s in W e s t e r n u n l v e i ' s i t l e s . P h i l o s o p h e r s in t h e w e s t 

t i l l t oday have n o t t a k e n s e r i o u s cogr i isance of i t . In 

Indian ph i losophica l s y s t e m s Buddhism t-ias been t r e a t e d a s a 

kind of r e l i g i o n , p r i m a r i l y I n t e r e s t e d In Nirvaiia aî id some 

kind of myst ic i sm. But I wish t o m a i n t a i n t h a t t hough 

Buddhism h a s i t s o r i g i n o u t of u l t i m a t e q u e s t i o n s of l i fe 

and Nirvana, y e t w i th t h e p a s s a g e of t i m e t h e Buddhist monks 

took keen i n t e r e s t in logical and phdlosophical problems. 

Even Buddha's c o n v e r s a t i o n wi th h i s d i s c ip l e s had t h e 

phllosophilcal b a s i s . The e a r l i e r p h a s e of Buddhism was known 

a s Hlnayaria clower vehicie>.But i t i s t i ' u e tl-iat Buddhia was 

a r e v o l u t i o n a r y . He p r o t e s t e d a g a i n s t a par t icula i ' - kind of 

soc io-economic o r d e r . He did n o t u s e S a n s k r i t lai-iguage of 

t h e s c h o l a r s a s a medium of hds p reach ing . Ins tead^ he 

p re fe i - r ed t o t a l k in t h e lai iguage whdch was In te l l ig ib le t o 

o rd ina ry fo lks . He used pall I n s t e a d of sanskri t .TViis i s a 

marked d e p a r t u r e f rom t r a d i t i o n . P u i ' t h e r , Buddhia was aga i r i s t 

p r e v a l e n t p r a c t i c e s . He p r e a c h e d t h e idea l r enu i i c l a t l on ln in 

l ieu of enJoyment.He was t h e p r o t a g o n i s t of Sramai'ia 

t r a d i t i o n a s opposed t o Brahmaiia t r a d i t i o n . The Bl••a^u«ana 

t r a d i t i o n s t a n d s foi ' en joyment w h e r e a s , t h e Sramai'ia 

t r a d i t i o n s t a n d s f o r s e l f - r e n u n c i a t i o n . H i s t o r i a n s like 

G.G.Pandey m a i n t a i n s t h a t t h e Sramai ia t r a d i t i o n i s p r e - v e d i c 

in oi 'igin. Borrowing f rom Rlgvedasamhi t a Cxl36> he s t a t e s : 

Th&s& id&as afjp&ar- ta h a u e b&&ri r&pr&s&nt&cl 
by ii)atiderring as'c&tics and yogis surviiJing fr-om 
pr&-v&dic tim&s and calltErd *Munis' in V&dic: 
literr-atur^ and 'Sramanas' in thi^ ag& of Buddha 
and Mahat.>it-a.4. 

Stche r -ba t sky a l s o t h i n k s in s imi l a r mainier. A kind of 

Mystlsm was v e r y much in vogue in p r e - v e d i c India. Buddl-dsm. 

accord ing t o S t c h e r b a t s k y , a c c e p t e d t h e S r a m a n a t r a d i t i o n 

along wi th mys t i c i sm and Yoga. Buddha was s i l e n t a b o u t t h e ^ 
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so called u l t i m a t e q u e s t i o n s . The u l t i m l n a t e q u e s t i o n s ai^e 

me taphys ica l in n a t u r e . He showed l i t t l e I n t e r e s t in such 

ques t io i i s . When h i s d i sc ip le a s k s him q u e s t i o n s , he 

p r e f e r r e d t o keep s i l e n t . In s h o r t Buddha caii be 

ch ia i ' ac te r l sed SiS a p e r s o n t o have r e v o l t e d a g a i n s t cex-tain 

kinds of m e t a p h y s i c s . He t h o u g h t i t t o be u s e l e s s t o indulge 

in p a r t i c u l a r kind of m e t a p h y s i c s . Fux ' ther , when Aiiaiida 

asked him "wliat s l iou ld h e d o " ? , Buddl^ia's a n s w e r was — be a 

lamp t o t h y s e l f . The m e s s a g e i s c l e a r , one should work o u t 

o n e ' s own s a l v a t i o n . I t i s Buddlia, who f o r t h e f i r s t t ime in 

6 t h c e n t u r y B.C. dec la red t h e e s s e n c e l e s s n e s s of t h e 

c o n c e p t of s e l f cPudgala-Sunyata>. I t i s t h i s : t h e word ' I ' 

does n o t s t a n d f o r aiiy s u b s t a n t i a l e n t i t y . This view was 

advoca t ed by Buddha. In t h i s r e s p e c t Buddha can be s a id t o 

liave a n t i c i p a t e d bot,h W i t t g e n s t e i n and Ryle. F u r t h e r in 

h i s a n t i - m e t a p h y s i c a l s p i r i t , Buddha can be s a i d t o have 

a n t i c i p a t e d t h e logical p o s i t i v i s t . These t e a c h i n g s of 

Buddha have been i n c o r p o r a t e d mainly in Hinayana school . He 

advoca t ed t h e d o c t r i n e of e s s e n c e l e s s n e s s of s e l f C Pudgala-

Sunyata>. P r a j n a ^h ighes t knowledge> was a c c e p t e d a s means 

of Nirvana. What a b o u t Nirvana? The l i t e r a l meaning of 

Nirvana i s t o be blown o u t . What d o e s i t mean? Whiat i s t o be 

blown o u t ? In t h i s r e s p e c t » Buddl-ia was a r g u i n g a g a i n s t t h e 

BrahjTianical c o n c e p t of s&lf. In c e r t a i n t r a d i t i o n s In 

Indian Philosophy t h e sell^ i s regai-ded a s e t e r n a l and Immortal . 

I t i s n o t s u b j e c t t o b i i ' t h arid old age . I t does n o t die. The 

Buddha was ai 'guing agal ixst l:,he s u b s t a n t i v e c o n c e p t of self . 

The Hinaya rds t s be l ieved in t h e d o c t r i n e of Dl-iarma te lement^ . 

But t h e Mai iayanlats t r e a t e d t h e d h a r m a s a s empty o r sunya. 

In o t h e r words , Pudga i -Sunya ta of Hinayaria was supp lemen ted 

by t h e Sarvadhiar^ma-aunyata of Mahayana. What does i t mean t o 

s a y t h a t t h e e l e m e n t s a r e e s s e n c e l e s s o r emp ty? According t o 

Mahayan i s t s , t h e e l e m e n t s a l s o ai-^e devoid of e s s e n c e s . They 

a r e unique p a r t i c u l a r s w i t h o u t aiiy e s s e n c e . Nagar juna , t h e 

Madhyamika ph i lo sophe r ,1s an a d v o c a t e of such a d o c t r i n e . 
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Nlr'vana h a s been c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s Sa rvaka lpa i - i a - sunya ta . To 

a t t a i n Nirvai^ia i s t o g e t r-id of a l l t h o u g h t s and al l 

c o n c e p t s . Qudmunsen p o i n t s o u t t h a t t h e e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n 

mus t hiave been inf luenced by Buddl^iism. He maln ta l r i s : 

On th& e->itent to u-'Mch Witt^&ns-t&in Ur-as; 
i n /Zuenced b p Schap&nhauerr, a ^-^at d&al could b e said. 
It is.- ^e-neraZiy acc&ptefd that t h e lat&r- parts of th.& 
Tractatus b&ar- such influ&nce, particularly those; 
parts d&alin^ uiith &thics, r&li^ion and ' t he will'. 
Th& only kind of influi^ncer UKhich refolly is of 
int&r&st to us, houiet.>er,l£' that which mi^ht form a 
link betu>een l/itt^emste-in and Buddhis>n. And the: only 
i-&l&t>ant conn&ction that I can find is that 
Schop&nhau&r-. s 

Gudmurrsen's a r g u m e n t i s t h a t Schopenhaue r had r e a d Indiai'i 

phi losophy including Buddhism. And W i t t g e r i s t e i n had r e a d 

Schopenhauer . So, he m u s t have been i n d i r e c t l y inf luenced by 

Buddhism. Fui^ther , Oudmurisen sn'^ues, t h a t W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s 

a r g u m e n t s of 'will* aiid *etHics* m u s t l-iave been inf luenced 

by Buddhism. But he m a i n t a i n s t h a t t h e l a t e r pldlosophy of 

W i t t g e n s t e i n h a s no a n c e s t o r in philosophy. 

Th& author- of the: P t i l i o s o p h i c a l I n v e s t l g a t l o i ^ i s 
has no ancerstors in philosophy': only pr&d&c&ssors. 6 

But a t t h e same t i m e , Gudmunsen d r a w s a compar-ison b e t w e e n 

l a t e r phi losophy of W i t t g e n s t e i n and Mal-iayana Buddl-iism.This 

meaiis t h a t t h o u g h l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n aiid Maliayana Buddhism 

developed independen t ly , y e t t h e i r r e s p o n s e s t o s imi l a r 

ques t io r i s a r e similar". 

I wish t o a r g u e t h a t t o a v e r y g r e a t e x t e n t t h e e a r l y 

and l a t e r W i t t g e n s t e i n were a n t i c i p a t e d by Buddhism in 

gene ra l . The ear-ly W i t t g e n s t e i n t t h e phi losophy of 

T a c t a t u s > and t h e Logical Atomism of Russe l were a n t i c i p a t e d 

by Abhidharmas. According t o Abhidl-iarmlkas, t h e dlxai-mas 

Celements> a r e r e a l s . The dha rmas a r e ind iv i s ib le and uriique 

in n a t u r e . The Russe l l l an logical a t o n ^ ' and t h e W i t t g e n s t e i n 

p a r t i c u l a r s b e a r c lose r'&Si€:n\h\£xxic& t o t h e dhai-mas o r 
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e l emen t s . All d h a r m a s , accord ing t o Abhldhai-mlkas, could be 

r ecogn i sed by t h e i r d i s t i n g u i s h i n g f e a t u r e s . I t g i ve s t h e 

s u g g e s t i o n t h a t t h e dha rmas s t a n d s f o r c e r t a i n e s s e n c e s . L e t 

us c o n c e n t r a t e on t h i s . A dhai-ma o r e l emen t i s r e a l l y 

e s a e n c e l e s s . The dharma i s n o t a t h i n g in t h e world.In 

s h o r t , t h e dhai-ma hias been Inven t ed n o t t o p r e s e n t a l i s t of 

t h i n g s of t h e world b u t t o t a l k a b o u t t h e world. The 

Russe l l lan logica l a t o m s ai'id W i t t g e r i s t e l n pa r t i cu la i^s in 

t W s s e n s e £ii'& n o t t h i n g s In t h e world. They belong t o 

a r io the r o r d e r of t h i n g s . If we make a d i s t i n c t i o n betweemn 

prlmai 'y and secondai^y o r d e r of t h i n g s . t h e dha rmas 

Including a t o m s and p a r t i c u l a r s s t a i i d f o r secondai-y 

o r d e r of t h ings . In s h o r t , t h e y liave been i n v e n t e d t o t a l k 

a b o u t t h e world of t h i n g s b u t t h e y do n o t s t a n d f o r t h i n g s . 

In t h i s s e n s e . dl iarmas belong t o m e t a l a n g u a g e ai'id n o t t o 

o b j e c t language . This h a s been c l ea r ly p o i n t e d o u t In 

Madhyamlka s y s t e m of Nagar juna .Nagar-Juna a d v o c a t e s 

Sunyavada Cthe d o c t r i n e of vold>. He a d v o c a t e s t h e 

d o c t o r t r l n e of Sax-vadhax-man s u n y a t a . This mearis t h e dliar-mas 

a r e e s s e n c e l e s s . Robinson p o i n t s o u t t h a t " e m p t i n e s s I s n o t 

a t e r m i n t h e primary s y s t e m r e f e r r i n g t o t h e world , b u t a 

t e r m i n t h e d e s c r i p t i v e s y s t e m <meta - sys t em> r e f e r r i n g t o 
7 

t h e primai'-y s y s t e m " . Eai'ly W w l t t g e n s t e l n in slmllai- ve in 

ma in t a in s . 

The wor-ii "Phi losophy" mus't m&an som&thin^ 
whase' place! is' aboi.'& or- b e l o w ther y^atu}--al 
soi&nc&s,-, not fae^'ie/e the-m. 

The " e m p t i n e s s " 4 n t h i s s e n s e , r e f u t e s all t heo r i e s .By 

I t s e l t f , I t does n o t a d v o c a t e ariy theor-y a t all. T h e r e f o r e , 

Nagai>Juna c h a r a c t e r i s e s t h o s e p h i l o s o p h e r s a s 

Asadhiya clncorrigible>,v/ho claim t h a t Sunyavada s t a n d s f o r a 

me taphys i ca l doctX'lne. T.R.V.Mui-ti c l i a i - a t e r l s e s Sunya a s 

s o m e t h i n g p o s i t i v e . He compai-es I t w i th noumenon of Karit. 

f o r him, t h e Sunya I s u i i u t t e r a b l e and i n e x p r e s s i b l e by meaiis 

84 



of laiiguage. But I wish t o p o i n t o u t t h a t Sunya does n o t 

p r e a c h any theor-y. I t will n o t be o u t of p lace t o q u o t e 

Robinson in t h i s c o n t e x t . 

Thus it has no status as an e n t i t y . 
nor- as the: prop&r-ty' of an &x.ist&nt or an ine^iis ' teji t . 
If anyone: consid&r-s it £ o , h e turns th& k&y t&rm 
in the: dersc:rif/tiv& syst&m into th& root of 
all id£flus,-ions. 

The dl^jarmas o r e l e m e n t s ar-e means of all r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . In 

s h o r t , t h e y t h e m s e l v e s a r e n o t r e p r e s e n t a t i o i i s . Tha t i s why 

in t h i s s e n s e only,t,he dharn\as oi ' e l e m e n t s ar^e n e i t h e r 

e x i s t e n t n o r n o n - e x i s t e n t . They do n o t belong t o prlmai'-y 

s y s t e m in t h i s s e n s e . W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s d i s t i n c t i o n b e t w e e n t h e 

o b j e c t of r e p r e s e n t a t i o n and means of r e p r e s e n t a t i o n b e a r s 

c lose r e l a t i o n in t h i s r e s p e c t . The s t a n d a r d m e t e r in P a r i s 

can be c h a r a c t e r i s e d a s one m e t e r long ai*id a t t h e same t l m e . l t 

cai^inot be s a i d t o have aiiy l eng th . Why i s i t s o ? I t i s a 

standai^d of m e a s u r e m e n t . Not th ia t i t d o e s n o t ûElVe ariy l e n g t h , 

b u t i t i s odd t o a sk "WKat Is t h e l e n e t h o f s t a n d a r d m e t e r ? " 

Both e a r l y and l a t e r V/ i t tge r i s te in come ve ry c lose 

t o t h e d o c t r i n e propounded in t h e L a n k a v a t a r a S u t r a 

chence foi 'ward L.S.> of Yogacara school . The L.S. c r i t i c i s e s 

t h e r e f e r e n t i a l t h e o r y of meaning. I t h a s been a r g u e d t h a t 

words do n o t d e r i v e meanings by r e f e r r i n g t o t h i n g s . 

Said the: Ble:sse:d On&.E}j&n wh&n the:re:_ are: no 
Cc:c/rref£'pondin^'j ohJe:c:ts th&re: are: words, Mahatnatt; for 
instance:, the: harm's horns,the: tortoise:*s hair, a 
barr&n woman's child e:tc.-the:s> ar& not at all i.>isibl& 
in t h e njorld but th& words are: : Mahamati, th^y are: 

n&ithe:r e:ntititie:s nor non-e:ntiti&s but er'ycpre:ss&d in 

P u t h e r , t h e L.S. a d v o c a t e s t h a t words can be r e p l a c e d by non-

l i n g u i s t i c behav iour . This means t h a t the i -e a r e occasior is v/hen we 

may n o t use words and o u r bodily b e h a v i o u r cai^ t a k e i t s place. 

This can , d i s t i n g u l s h l y . be s e e n in 'pain b e h a v i o u r ' Ir:st&ad of 
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saying I am in pain , I can g roa i j , S h o u t , aiid ro l l In ground. In 

P.I., W l t t g e l n s t e l n m a i n t a i n s t h e s i m i l a r view. 

Words a r e conn&ct&d tf^fth t h e primitive, the natural,^^ 
&>i.i:fr-&ss,'ic>nsf af th& s.-ei'n^-ation and us&d in th&ir p l a c e . 

As b o t h Russe l l and V i t t g e i n s t e i n m a i n t a i n t h a t iai^guage h a s a 

misleading n a t u r e and s o in t h e c a s e of" L.S. W l t t g e r i s t e i n ' s 

a r g u m e n t i s : Laiiguage s e t s a t r a p . T h e unwary i s likely t o fa i l 

i n t o a t r a p . TMs view of t h e d e s c r i p t i v e n a t u r e of lariguage 

h a s been e x p r e s s e d in L.S. in s u c c e s s f u l n\ai»ner. 

Said th& bl&ss&d one: Mahamati.ther i^^orant clin^ to 
names videos and si^is; their tninds moves along: Cthese 
channelsJ. As thus they move alon^, they feed no 
m^ultiplicity of ot>Jec:ts\ and fall into the notion of an 
e^o-sotil and what tielon^s to it, and cling to salutory 
appearances. "^ 

The d i s t i n c t i o n , m a d e by l a t e r W l t t g e l n s t e l n , b e t ween s u r f a c e 

grammar aiid d e p t h grammai- c lose ly c o r r e s p o n d s t o 

Dlgiuaga's d i s t i n c t i o n b e t w e e n S a m v r t i s a t y a aiid Pa i -amar tha s a t y a . 

L ingu i s t i c communicat ion h a s two l a y e r s Cl>Surface l aye r arid C'2> 

Depth l ayer . The s u r f a c e l aye r i s likely t o mislead someone.And 

i t mis leads in v e r y many ways. In o r e d e r t o g e t r i d of confus ion , 

one m u s t d i s c o v e r t h e d e p t h grammaiv T h a t i s t o s ay , one m u s t be 

able t o s e e t h r o u g h t h e d e c e p t i v e n a t u r e of language . 

W i t t g e n s t e i n m a i n t a i n s th ia t phi losophy l e a v e s e v e r y t h i n g a s i t 

i s . I t does n o t g ive any exp lana t ion . In o t h e r words , all 

e x p l a n a t i o n s comes t o ari end a t a c e r t a i n s t a g e . This shows t h a t 

phi losophy, acco rd ing t o W i t t g e n s t e i n , h a s a l i b e r a t i n g f o r c e . I t 

l i b e r a t e s man from t h e gr<lp t h a t lai iguage e x e r c i s e s on him. This 

view of phi losophy h a s been a d v o c a t e d by Nagai^Juria and o t h e r s . 

P r a n j a p a r a m i t a Chlghest wisdom^ i s a t ta ined ,o l^ ly when one s e e s 

t h r o u g h t h e d e c e p t i v e n a t u r e of lai iguage. Prai i japai^amita 

l i t e r a l l y mearis extx-a-ordi i iary kriowledge. Whiat i s e x t r a - o i ' d i n a r y 

knowledge? What i s t h i s P ran japa r -ami ta? The Buddhdsts recommended 

Sl la aiid Samadld t o a t t a i n t h i s . I t i s a kind of a t t i t u d e , t h a t 
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i s e f f e c t e d t h r o u g h e f f o r t s . S u n y a t a - d r s t i , accord ing t o Nagarjuiia, 

i s a kind of a t t i t u d e . John Wisdom, following W i t t g e n s t e i n , 

n \ a ln t a lns thiat t h e r e a r e no h y p o t h e s i s , t h e o r i e s , l a w s In 

philosophy. Thils means , phi losophy does n o t explain a i iy thlng a t 

all . I t remoulds t h e a t t i t u d e . I t makes u s awai 'e of t h e 

obvious . Nlrvaiia, in t h i s s e n s e , i s a kind of a t t i t u d e e f f e c t e d 

t h r o u g h t h e demol i t ion of t h e c a t e g o r i a l mode of u n d e r s t a n d i n g . 

This I n t e r p r e t a t i o n of Buddhism, Including Nirvaiia and 

S u n y a t a , might appear- t r i v i a l . One might p o i n t o u t t h a t i t 

b e l i t t l e s t h e i m p o r t a n c e of Buddhism a s a re l ig ion . I t 

t r i v l a l i s e s t h e m o n a s t i c o r d e r of t h e Buddhiists. I t i s t r u e t h a t 

Buddliism played a s i g n i f i c a n t r o l e a s a r e l ig ion . I t s p r e a d s f a r 

aiid wide. Nobles, laymen aiid even kings embraced Buddhism. They 

t r i e d t o conduc t t h e i r l i fe in acco rdance wi th t h e Buddhis t 

t e n e t . Seen in t h i s l i g h t . Buddhism, a s a r e l i g ion , c l ea r ly 

e m e r g e s a s a fo rm of l i fe . I t h a s moulded t h e a t t i t u d e of t h e 

people ; i t h a s inf luenced S t a t e p o l i t i c s ai'»d many o t h e r a s p e c t s 

of humari l i fe . BuddJilsm i s d i f f e r e n t f rom many o t h e r s y s t e m s of 

philosophy in t h e s e i i s e t l ' i a t , i t h a s emerged a s a p rofound 

a t t i t u d e moulder. The phiilosophy of Locke,Berkely & Hume, s ay f o r 

liistaj-ice,dld n o t mould t h e a t t i t u d e of people t o such an e x t e n t . 

I t r emained more o r l e s s a s an academic p u r s u i t . But c e r t a i n 

g r e a t ph i losophica l s y s t e m s liave n o t only b r o u g h t a b o u t 

s i g n i f i c a n t c^xange in i n t e l l e c t u a l e n t e r p r i s e b u t h a s moulded t h e 

a t t i t u d e s of people. In t h i s r e s p e c t . Buddhism h a s played i t s 

app ro r - l a t e r o l e . But behind e v e r y human a c t i o n , t h e r e a r e c e r t a i n 

ideas . C e r t a i n i d e a s s o m e t i m e s play c r u c i a l r o l e . S c i e n t i f i c 

i deas do mould t h e a t t i t u d e b u t n o t t o t h a t e x t e n t a s 

ph i lo soph ica l - r e l i g ious i d e a s do. When phi losophy arid r e l ig ion , 

f o r some r e a s o n , o r o t ,her , g e t combined, t h e y p roved v e r y 

e f f e c t i v e and t h i s happened in c a s e of Buddhism. Buddhism emerged 

n o t only a s a g r e a t s y s t e m of phi losophy b u t a s a v e r y 

s i g n i f i c a n t r e l i g i o u s t r a d i t i o n . The prlmar-y a s p e c t of Buddhism 

I s r e l i g i o u s a s p e c t , t hough we ar-e nialrily conce rned wi th i t s 
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phi losophical b a s e . V/e do n o t have monks who p r a c t i c e t h e 

philosophy of Hume and Kant , b u t t i l l t oday we have In India who 

p r a c t i c e Buddfdsm a s a r e l ig ion . This I s pecu l ia r in Indlai-i 

phi losophical s y s t e m s . I t I s n o t only t r u e of Buddhism b u t a l s o 

t r u e of d i f f e r e n t b r a n c h e s of Vedarita. This h a s given r i s e t o a 

view t h a t Indian phi losophy i s n o t only a way of t h o u g h t , b u t 

a l s o a way of l i fe . Buddhilsm, f o r t h o u s a n d of y e a r s , n o t only 

con t inued a s a s i g n i f i c a n t s y s t e m of phi losophy, b u t t i l l t o d a y 

c o n t i n u e s a s a s i g n i f i c a n t r e l i g i o n , embraced aiid p r a c t i c e d by 

t h e people. We have a l r e a d y p o i n t e d o u t t h a t Buddhism a r o s e a s a 

p r o t e s t n o t only a g a i n s t a p a r t l c u l a i ' t y p e of phdlosophy b u t a l so 

a g a i n s t a pa i - t i cu l a r way of l i fe . But a t t h e same t i m e , t h e way 

of phi losophy aiid t h e way of l i fe carinot be viewed in I so la t ion . 

Tha t i s t o s ay , t h o u g h t and p r a c t i c e have gone t o g e t h e r . 

Buddhis ts phi losophy gave r-lse t o a p a r t i c u l a r pr-act ice . The 

ve ry f a c t th ia t Buddhism was embraced a s a way of l i f e , shows how 

s e r i o u s l y phi losophy was t a k e n by t h e a r i c i en t s in t h i s land. 

Nirvana, t h e h i g h e s t goal of l i f e , i s i n t i m a t e l y c o n n e c t e d wi th 

r i g h t a t t i t u d e . Right knowledge l e ads t o r i g h t a c t i o n and r i g h t 

a c t i o n l eads t o Nlrvai'ia. What i s t h i s r i g h t knowledge? The r i g h t 

knowledge, accord ing t o Nagarjui^ia and Dl jarmakl r t i . i s t o s e e 

t W n g s a s e s s e n c e l e s s . W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s view t h a t lai iguage holds us 

c a p t i v e , l anguage b e w i t c h e s o u r i n t e l l i g e n c e , beax-s a c lose 

r e semb lance t o t h a t of Nagai^jujia and Dharmak i r t i . One m u s t be 

able t o s e e t h r o u g h t l i i s bewi t chmen t . I t i s n o t enough t o have 

t h i s knowledge. I t i s n e c e s s a r y t o s t i c k t o i t aiid l ive by i t . In 

o r d e r t o s u s t a i n t h e r i g h t a t t i t u d e t o w a r d s world and l i fe i t i s 

n e c e s s a r y t o p r a c t i c e Sl la and Samadhi. A t r u e ph i l o sophe r , 

accord ing t o Dignaga, i s a monk who h a s d i s s o c i a t e d himself f rom 

o r d i n a r y t h o u g h t s o r c a t e g o r i e s . W i t t g e l n s t e l n comes c l o s e r t o 

Dignaga In t h i s r e s p e c t . W i t t g e n s t e i n ma ln ta l i i s ; 

Th& philas'opherr- !£• nat a citis&n af arx^^ conununity o / 
idL&as. That is what tnak&s- him a philosaph&r. 13 

Thds I s how Dignaga and W i t t g e n s t e i n will c h a r a c t e r i s e 
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philosophy a s having a l i b e r a t i n g e l l e c t . The e n l i g h t e n e d one 

<:Tathagata> s e e s t h i n g s a s t h e y ai-e . He does n o t fa l l v i c t im t o 

t h e a p p a r i t i o n c r e a t e d by language . So . in a s i g n i f i c a n t s e i i s e 

W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s v iews t h a t phdlosophy i s a kind t h e r a p h y , comes 

c lose t o S u n y a t a , e n l i g h t e n m e n t and Nirvaria. 

Both Dignaga and W i t t g e n s t e i n r a i s e sinvllar p rob lems aiid 

produce a lmos t s imi l a r a n s w e r s and s o l u t i o n s . The following a r e 

some of t h e q u e s t i o n s : 

1> What i s l anguage , speech and communicat ion? 

2> How i s language r-elated t o r e a l i t y ? 

3> Do words s t a n d f o r e s s e n c e s ? 

4> What i s knowledge? 

5> What I s mind? 

6:> V/hiat i s s e l f ? 

In s h o r t , al l t h e s e questloi^is can be summed up a s "How i s 

l a n g u a g e r e l a t e d t o r e a l i t y ? " This problem w o r r i e d b o t h Dignaga 

and W i t t g e n s t e i n . To q u o t e Gudmuiisen ; 

Much, of what t h e lately l/itt£&nst&in had to say was 
anticipattrd ahout i&oo y&ars a^o in India. 14 

To sum up, b o t h Dignaga and Wittgei-»steln come v e r y c lose in t h e i r 

s o l u t i o n t o t h e problem, i.e., how i s lar»guage r e l a t e d t o 

r e a l i t y ? Both of t h e m m a i n t a i n th ia t language c a n n o t be t a k e n a s a 

t r u s t w o r t h y plctur-e of r e a l i t y . Of coui-se, t h e e a r l y W i t t g e n s t e i n 

advoca ted a p i c t u r e t h e o r y of lai iguage b u t we have a l r e a d y 

po in ted o u t t l i a t l anguage was n o t t r e a t e d a s a o r d i n a r y p i c t u r e 

of r e a l i t y by Wi t tge r i s t e in . Only e l e m e n t a r y p r o p o s i t i o i j s wei^e 

t r e a t e d by W i t t g e n s t e i n a s t h e logical p i c t u r e of r e a l i t y . 

89 



Fui - the r , in t h i s c o n n e c t i o n I t may n o t be o u t of c o n t e x t 

t o dr-aw a compai ' ison b e t w e e n W i t t g e n s t e i n and Zen BuddMsm, an 

I m p o r t a n t s e c t of Mahayaria. I t i s usual ly held t h a t Zen Buddhism 

s t a n d s f o r a s e t of r i t u a l s . In s h o r t , i t i s s o m e t i m e s a r g u e d 

t l^at t h e r e i s no phi losophy in Zen Buddhism. In t h e x-ecent p a s t , 

s c h o l a r s have t a k e n i n t e r e s t t o d i s c o v e r c lose a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n 

Zen Buddldsm and W i t t g e n s t e i n . The word 'Zen ' comes f rom t h e word 

'Dhyana' Cmeditation>. Zen Buddhism developed mainly in China, 

Japan aand o t h e r Asian c o u n t r i e s . The Zen m a s t e r i s a monk. He 

l ives wi th h i s d ic ip les . Both t h e m a s t e r and d lc lp les l ive a 

s t r a n g e s o r t of l i fe . Apparen t ly .one may s a y t h a t t h e r e i s no 

philosophy in Zen Buddl-iism. I t i s j u s t aii a b e i ' r a n t v/ay of lil 'e. 

But W.A. Sh ibb ies aiid Gaiifield m a i n t a i n tb ia t t h e r e i s a 

r e semblance b e t w e e n Zen and W i t t g e n s t e i n ' s l a t e r phi losophy. I am 

inclined t o a c c e p t t.he v iews of t h e s e two t h i n k e r s . Sh ibb ies 

m a i n t a i n s t h a t , a cco rd ing t o Zen Buddhism, o r d i n a r y l anguage used 

in everyday l i fe s i t u a t i o n , should guide r a t h e r t h a n philosophy. 

Tha t i s v/hat W i t t g e n s t e i n a d v o c a t e s in 'P.I . ' Ganfield d i s c o v e r s 

a v e r y c lo se c o n c e p t u a l a f f i n i t y b e t w e e n W i t t g e r i s t e i n aiid Zen 

Buddhism. The c e n t i ' a l t h e s i s of *P.I.' i s t h i s : Language h a s 

t h o u g h t s behind i t ; t o u s e language mearis t o c a r r y t h o u g h t s o r 

images . On t h e o t h e r hand, W i t t g e n s t e i n in 'P.I.' l ays emphas i s 

on t h e l anguage-game and p r a c t i c e s . He t a l k s of p r i m i t i v e 

language-game t h a t i s b e t w e e n t h e bui lder aiid a s s i s t a r j t . The 

bui lder ca l l s o u t t h e iiajnes of building m a t e r i a l and t h e 

a s s i s t a n t b r i n g s i t . W i t t g e n s t e i n r e m a r k s t l i a t t h e a s s i s t a r i t h a s 

l e a rned how t o a c t and r e a c t t o c e r t a i n o r d e r s . Language i s a 

kind of r e s p o r i s e . To u s e language meai^is t o i-espond in a 

p a r t i c u l a r manner . Zen Buddhism lays emphas i s on p r a c t i c a l aap^icit 

of language. Both Zen Buddh i s t s and W i t t g e n s t e i n lay emphas i s on 

t h o u g h t - l e s s a c t i o n . They lay empJiasls on doing s o m e t h i n g wi th a 

mind fi-ee of i d e a s o r c o n c e p t s . The e n t i r e c o u r s e s of t r a i n i n g , 

g iven by Zen m a s t e r t o M s d i s c ip l e s , c o n s i s t s in d i sengag ing 

t h e mind of t h e d i sc ip le of f i d e a s and c o n c e p t s . Bacon a d v o c a t e s 

demol i t ion of ' I d o l a s ' b u t a t t h e same t i m e , he pleaded f o r a 
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f r e s h s e t of i d e a s . But t h e Zen niastei- ainis a t removing ail 

Ideas , c o n c e p t aiid t h o u g h t s f rom t h e mind of h i s d isc iples . In 

s h o r t , t h e e n t i r e Zen t r a i n i n g a ims a t emptying mind. To empty t h e 

mind mearis t o r emove and demolish al l I d e a s , c o n c e p t s , c a t e g o r i e s 

and t l i o u g h t s . A f t e r s u c c e s f u l t r a i n i n g t h e Zen d i s c ip l e s gain 

e n l i g h t e n t m e n t . I t I s a kind of e n l i g h t e n t m e n t which comes a f t e r 

removing al l i d e a s ai-»d c o n c e p t s f rom t h e mind. The Zen m a s t e r 

i n i t i a t e s t h e d i s c ip l e s ,d i s c ip l i ne s t h e mind, g i v e s t h e m t r a i n i n g 

t o acqulx-e. wha t i s known a s , t h e i d e a - l e s s ndnd. I t i s a 

d i f f i cu l t t a s k . This ca iu tot be achdeved by t h e knowledge acqu i red 

from phi losophica l t e x t . I t can be achdeved by being 

i n i t i a t e d by t h e m a s t e r . Seen in t h i s l i g h t , pMlosophy, t u r r i s 

o u t t o be a kind of i n i t i a t i o n . In t h i s r e s p e c t . Zen Budhism 

including o t h e r foi-ms of Buddhism come c l o s e r t o Upardsadic 

t r a d i t i o n . I t i s t h e f a c t t h a t Buddha r e v o l t e d a g a i n s t t h e 

Brahmanlcal t r a d i t i o n . But i t i s t r u e t h a t Buddhism ai*ose a s a 

p r o t e s t a g a i n s t t h e s o - c a l l e d Brahmana -cu l tu re .Bu t t h e f a c t 

r e m a i n s t l i a t Buddhism did n o t d e v i a t e f rom t h e g e n e r a l t o n e of 

ph l losopWsis ing in a n c i e n t Indla.In s h o r t . t h a t phi losophy i s 

a kind of i n i t i a t i o n was n o t g iven up by Buddtdsm including t h e 

Zen m a s t e r . In Zen Buddhism t o be e n - l l g h t e n e d means t o l ive 

f r e e of t h o u g h t s . F o r W i t t g e n s t e i n , t h e a c t i v i t i e s t h a t make up 

' l i n g u i s t i c life* a r e n o t made of by them. 

F u r t h e r Canfield maln ta i i i s : 

Mor&oxj&Vt it app&ar-s that for- Wittg&nst&±n th& bas& 
of lan^ua^e; is e .vact ly that mode of erxist^noe? u/hich 
in Zen is th& culmination <f as uf&ll as t h e starting 
points of the' religious lif&. IS 

What Gai^ifield means i s t h a t for- W i t t g e n s t e i n language h a s 

mys t ica l and r e l i g i o u s b a s e . How I s one t o u n d e r s t a n d t h i s remark '? 

I wish t o s u g g e s t in t h i s c o n n e c t i o n t h a t f o r t h e Zen m a s t e r and 

W l t t g e i i s t e i n , i t i s p o s s i b l e t o p a r t i c i p a t e in a lai-iguage-game 

w i t h o u t being cai - r led by p i c t u r e s . The only d i f f e r e n c e b e t w e e n 

Zen and W i t t g e n s t e i n l a thds : The Zen m a s t e r recommends c e r t a i n 
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monas t i c o r d e r of i i f e , w h e r e a s , W i t t g e n s t e i n d o e s n o t make any 

expl ic i t remark.Gaiifield m a i n t a i n s ; 

U/e can vi&w language! in full op&ration, 
and as carryin^^ its full fr&i^ht of meaning 
and significance, in th.& total absence 
of even the most fleeting thou^ht.l6 

What i s s u g g e s t e d h e r e i s t M s : Both f o r W i t t g e r i s t e i n arid 

Zen. language and u n d e r s t a n d i n g do n o t r e q u i r e t h o u g h t . Fox-

W i t t g e n s t e i n , lai iguage and uders t a r id ing ai-e grounded in, whiat he 

ca l ls " p r a c t i c e " . W i t t g e r i s t e i n ' a i dea s of " p r a c t i c e " c o n v e r g e 

wi th t h e Zen idea of " J u s t doing". Wliat i s t l d s " J u s t doing"? I t 

I s a kind of doing wi th a mind f r e e of i d e a s and 

c o n c e p t s . Ganl'ield i s r i g h t in ma in ta in ing t h a t Wl t t -gens te ln ' s 

" p r a c t i c e " h a s Z e n an tec iden t .The t h o u g h t l e s s a c t i v i t y i s 

Nlrvaria ^en l igh tened s t a t e > . In W i t t g e n s t e i n , t h i s i s 

c h a i ' a c t e r i s e d a s s e e i n g e v e r y t l d n g a s i t i s . 

Dignaga X ' ep re sen t s one i m p o r t a n t t r a d i t i o n in Indian 

philosophy. He a p p e a r s in t h e l a s t s t a g e of Budd^dsm in India. 

To u s e S t c h e r b a t s k y ' s t e r m , he a p p e a r s in t h e '3 rd .s tage of 

Buddhist philosophy. Before Dignaga, v a r i o u s phi losophical 

s y s t e n \ s v/ere p r e v a l e n t in India, such a s , Sankhya-yoga, 

Nyaya-Valaeslka, Mlmainsa, Vedanta and c e r t a i n o t h e r form of 

mater ia l i sm.Dignaga , in o r d e r t o e s t a b l i s h h i s own t h e s i s , 

had t o i -e fu te t h e p r e v a l e n t ph i losopMcal t h e o r i e s . Non-

e s s e n t i a l i s m i s a kind of nominalism. I t i s t h e f r u i t of 

h i s endeavour . W i t t g e n s t e i n comes f rom anothei* g r e a t tx-adi t lon in 

philosophy. The Weatex'n t r a d i t i o n which produced P l a t o , Kant aiid 

Hegel a l so p roduced a W i t t g e n s t e i n . In t h e 20 th c e n t u r y , i t i s 

W i t t g e n s t e i n who gave a t u r n t o Anglo-Amerlcari phi losophy . He 

advoca ted a kind of non-essen t - i a l i sm , a kind of nominalism. But 

i t i s u t t e r l y s u r p r i s i n g t h a t f o r more t h a n t h i r t e e n c e n t u r i e s 

b e f o r e W l t t g e i i s t e i n , h i s i d e a s w e r e a i i t i c i p a t e d in t h i s land by 

Dignaga, a Buddlds t monk.It i s n o t t o g lo r i fy t h e a i i c i en t Indiari 

t r a d i t i o n b u t simply t o h igh l igh t t h e f a c t t h a t m o s t of t h e t h i n g s 
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t h a t hiave been s a i d in a n a l y t i c a l phi losophy, hxave been 

a n t i c i p a t e d in some fo rm oi- other- by Buddhis t ph i losoph­

er ' s in India. 
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