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PREFACE,
el Y S —

An annotated edition of the Arthasamgraha was a desider-
atum, particularly when the text Wwas prescribed by our
University for the Sanskrit Pass Conrse for the B.A. Exami-
nation (1931-32 ; 1933-34). The natare of the subject makes
it imperative for the student to look to some source for an
elucidation of the text. Hence an attempt has been made in
the following pages to meet, as for ag possible, the require-
ments of the student of the Arthsamgraha. While I can
guarantee that every effort has been made to explain the text,
I dare not pretend to any deep scholarship.

I must acknowledge my indebtedness to earlier writers
on the subject. I am ag much indebted to the ¢ Karma-
Mim3nsg, ” that excellent work by Dr. Keith, as to the up-
to-date edition of the Apalevi by Prof. Edgerton. I have
entirely depended upon the latter work in assigning anthorities
to the qunotations occurring in the text. I have availed my-
self of the excellent Marfithi edition by Prof. Paranjape. Last
but no the least, I have consulted Dr. Thibaut’s edition of the
text, the copies of which are 8o rare. But for the kind offices
of Prot. A. B. Gtajendragadkar I couldnot have got access to a
copy of the book. My brother Nyayashastri Bhawanishan-
kar Sukthankar, Shstri 8t. Xavier's College, has obliged me
by explaining many obscure points in the text. To Prof. P. V.
Kulkarni I owe a debt of gratitude for the interest he has
evinced in my work. Again I must acknowledge the help I re-
coived from that indefatigable scholar, Prof. P. V. Kane who
was kind enough to enlighten me with his advice on certainim-
portant points. It was rather hissportive instinet than any com- -
mercial motive that induced my friend Mr. D. R. Dewoolkar
to undertake the publication of the edition even when he was
conscious of the heavy committment he was undertaking. A
less sportive publisher hardly never have undertaken a publi-
cation that entailed a considerable outlay to be recovered only
after a long period. He has every claim on my gratitude, I
oannot help acknowledging the help I got from Mr. Siddhye,
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the very able Manager of the Bombay Vaibhav Press as also
Lis staff who have spared no pains in printing the book with
the utmost despatch and skill.

I must mention here that my friend Mr. A. K.
Priyolkar, B. o. has obliged me with the valuable sacrificial
charts appended to this book.

Lastly, I crave the indulgence of the readers for having
introduced an innovation in the use of diacritical marks for %
and g which I have transliterated as S'h and Sh respectively
under the notion that this would make the syllables easily
distinguishable from 8. The S. B. E. sgeries have adopted S
and Sh which, I believe, puzzle the ordinary student and
hence the deviation.

Bowmeay, B. 8. 8.
15-8-~1931.



INTRODUCTION.

(D

Laugdkshi Bhaskara and his Arthasagraha :—( 17th
cent., aoc. to Keith, Aco. to Kane, later than 1400 A, D.)

The name Laugékshi is found prefixed to the names of
several authors (¢f. Index, Kane’s History of Dharma-
Shastra ) which suggests that it was probably a family
name. The fact that there was a sage of the name ( cf
Godbole’s History of Ancient India ) further strengthens
this conclusion. As this sage and Mudgala are both con-
nected genealogically with the same sage Atri and as
Mudgala has been stated to be the ancestor-some say, father-
of ourauthor, one is naturally inclined to presume that Mud-
galaalias Laugakshi is the family or gotra of cur author. In
view of this probability it is not unlikely that Visudeva
and Rami who are saluted by him in his two works,
the Arthasamgraha and the Tarkakaumudl, are his parents
While saluting Vasudeva and Rami3 the divine couple of
Miminsaka tradition our author may be supposed to pay
his respects; though slyly, to his parents, following in the
footsteps of Apadova who does the same thing in his
Nyayaprakfisha. From the reference to Manikarnikd and
Vis’hves'hvara in his Tarkakaumudi{ some regard him to
be a resident of Benares.

The Arthasamgraha has been for long looked wupon
as one of the very few manuals giving an accurate
idea of the subject. of Porva—miminsi. At the
olose of the book the author says that he wrote the
book with an idea that it may help persons of ave-
rage calibre to learn the subject of the Parva-mIménsé
and, judging by the popularity the manual has been enjoying,
it can safely be said that his attempt has proved successful.
The subject of the PirvamImansi is by its very nature not
very appesaling to the popular, and for thb matter of that,
scholatly taste. The Arthasamgraha has nevertheless suc~
ceeded In setting forth the subject with as much lucidity and
precision as possible. But possibly because our author has
allowed himself to be led away by the method of treatment
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followad by Apadeva, he has failed to devote any attention st
all to the interesting metaphysies with which Kumarila and
Prabhikara had enriched the system long before him. The
manual would have better represented the system If it had
paid attention to this important aspect of it. Fike Apadeva,
1. Bhaskara rests satisfied with a treatment of the interprata-
tive side of the system, sometimes borrowing passages
verbatim from the Apadevl But in his treatment our
author has set his eye upon brevity and conciseness as
is clear from the constant ooccurrence of the word
SAMKSHEPATAH so often used by him in dealing with

the different topics. Apadeva always digresses while
L. Bhaskara never loses sight of the topic on hand. The
Arthasamgraha is decidedly move brief and to the point
than the Apadev!.

(2)
The Origin of the I’. Mimins@ and its Development :~

The Parva-miméansd is essentially a system aiming at
an interpretation of doubtful sacrificial texts and an
elucidation of obsoure sacrificial details. We know how
important a place was held by the institution of sacrifice
in the daily life of the Aryan ever since he entered India
from the north-west. The major portion, though not the
whole, of the Vedic poetry was avowedly rituslistic In
purpose. The Vedic hymns are replete with referenves to
matters sacerdotal and it has been admitted on all hands
that the institution of sacrifice was fully developed in the
days of the Rg-Veda,not to speak of the Yajur-Veds and
Sama-Veda that owe their origin to sacrifice.

As a practical science, the cult of sacrifice must
have left ample scope for divergences, major and minor.
It is just likely that two person performing the same sacrifics
should differ in the matter of its procedure. Hence it was
quite essential that a uniformity of procedure shounld
prevail throughout. In the earlier stages of the Pirva-
mimanss, this uniformity must have been asoured by an

,appeal to reasoning. We can very well imagine how in
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ancient days sages must have assembled to disouss doubtful
sacrificial points which they must have decided by
ratiocination. The word MIMANSANTE oocourring so
often in the Vedioc literature signifies such attempts to
tackle sacrificial~in a few instances philosophical-problems
by making use of reasoning. Thus in its earlier stages our
system performed the ambitions function of deciding
sacrificial difficulties, with a view to harmony, on the basis
of reasoning. This was when the sacrificial technique had
not yet become stereotyped, or, in other words, was in its
creative stage.

But when after the composition of the Brahmanas and
ritualistic Samhitis, the sacrificial system became stereo-
typed, there came a change in the field of the intellectual
activity of the Mimansaka. So long it washis business to
bring about harmony in the technique of the saorifice itself.
Now he is occupied in effecting harmony between the ap-
parently diserepant and doubtful sacrificial texts that had
cume to be regarded as authoritative in their field. As Thi-
baut says,” Difficulties with regard to questions ofsacrifice
and ritual still presented themselves but they were not as of
old difficulties arising from the nature of things themselves
and to be removed by an independent and unbiassed con-
sideration of all sides of the -question, but rather difficul-
ties originating in the peouliar nature of the saored books
and obstructing the procedure of any one who endeavourad
to obey the injunctions contained in them....The description
of the sacrifices contained in the Brihmanas is so
incomplete and obsgcure, in the best cases so disjointed ang
unsystematic, so frequently interrupted by remarks and
comments on the mystical significance of the sacrifice that
1t would appear almost imposible for the sacrificger to fesl
assured of having done exactly what he ought to have dane
unless he had some other help to guide bim.'’

Thus what was originally a rationalistic system now
becomes rationalistioally interpretativa, And It s this
later development of the Pirva-miménsi that is embodisd
in the Sutras of Jaimini.
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Jaimini, like other Siitrakiras, brought together the
floating mass of material that must have already come into
existence for bringing about a harmony between and
interpreting the apparently discordant sacrificial texts. His
Stitras presuppose a long aotivity in the field of the Piirva-
miménsé, as is olear from his oiting different authorities on
the subject. His was the crowning effort which outshone
and outlived, by dint of its comprehensiveess and systematic
nature, all earlier attempts in the field. He is placed
between 100-200 A. D.

Jaimini’s work is more exegetical than doctrinal. He rests
content with interpreting the saorificial texts, but never
attempts to lay down the broad prineiples that underlie his
interpretations, It is Shabara ( 400 A. D.) who brings out
these principles only incidentally In the course of his gloss,
But the oredit of systematising these principles for the
first time goes to Prabhikara and Kumaiila ( Circa 700 )
What Pras’hastapida did for the Nyadya-Vais'heshiku
system was dune by these brilliant MIim&nsakas for Pirva-
miménsd. It was left to them to systematise the inter-
pretative principles implied by Jaimini. This is not all,
It is this pair that has imported metaphysics in the realm
of the essentially interpretative Purvamimansi. It is
interesting to see how the majority of later writers on the
' system confined their attention only to the interpretative
side and studiedly ignored the metaphysical one.

(8)
Plirva-mimadnsd and Veddnta:—

One has only to recall the name Uttar-miménsd given
to Vedania to appreciate how the Plrva-mimAnsi and the
¢ VedAnta have been looked upon as organic parts of one
system. Both sharns the common feature of being MIma-
nsas ., ¢ investigating sciences. If the Pdrva-mIim&nsi
investigates into the sphere of ritual comprised in the 8amhi-
tas, Brahmanas and the S’hrauta.stitras, theUttar-mimansa or
the Vedanta concerns itself with the philosophical specula~
tions of the Upanishads. The former deals with the Karms-
kanda, the latter with the Jfidna-ké&nda,
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The Karma-k&nda translated into actions is what forms
the mission of the person in the second stage of life, the
Grhastha. The Grhastha or householder is required,
according to the system of Aa’hmmas, to perform the
Karmans, Duties which the Purva-miminsaka identifies
with Sacrifices. When, on the conclusion of the House—
holder’s stage, the person enters the stage of the Hermit
( Vanaprastha, ) and that of the Recluse ( Sannyasin ), he is
to devote his time to the speculations that form the subject
of the Jifna-kfnda. This will account for the names
Phrva-mimése and Uttar-mIm&nsi given to the two systems.
Karma-kanda, precdes Jidna-kanda in the system (f
Ashramas. Accordingly, the systems that investigate into
thom receive the epithets “ Prior ” and * Posterior .

Thus the Pirva-mimansi and the Uttar-mIménsd have
been regarded as two successive stages in the intellectual
activity of an Aryan Barring the oulstanding instance of
Shakﬁuréchérya there is no thé.ryu who has dxscounted
the value of Karman in the progress of man towarda
emancipation. They are almost unanimous in maintain-
ing that the Karman is supplementary to Jiina. 0ne4
oannot thrive in the absence of the other. The Gféa says,

TR AT AT EW A AR HTON 4% | Oy wrd awsdky qrenty
weftivor |

and these lines oan be taken as giving in nutshell the
attitude of the AchAryas toward Karman. It is only
Sha&nkardchirya deriving his authority from Upanighadic
passages like TTew fRT aggiyr wawy who condemns
Karmans as ooming in the way of emancipation. It istrue,
the Upanishads do manifest a certain degree of disapproval
of saarifices, as for instance when the Mundaka says ger
g gEr gEwaT.. But an estimate based exclusively on
such passages which come too few and far-betwoeen is
bound to be wide of the mark. How oan one afford to
forget that in the Upanishads therd are passages that
oevince a sufficlently high regard for Karmans ? Could one
imagine any tribute to Karman higher than the one paid by
the Mundaka when it says,
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TR TrTgaT: Fedd qUEw TRRRTAHTT a5 .
it sremiNegeaTsSa=a qF ¥ QU AT AGEvs:

In short, the Vedinta never denounces Karman. The
Karmans do hold a place, in the apparatus of emancipation,
a place far higher than the one to which they have been
consigned by Shakfiar&chirya in his dichotomy of
Parabrahman and Aparbrahman.

Once we admit the inseparable connexion between
Karman and Jiiana, it will be easy to appreciate how the
two Mimansds go hand in hand in the cultural progress of
an Aryan. When you undertake Karman and Jiéna, how
can you ignora the Shésiras that shed light on the mysteries
and doubts that are most likely to checkmate you in your
progress ?

It is very instruotive to study how the difference in
their subjectmattors has not entailed any difforence in the
interpretative methods of the two Mimadnsis. The
Pirvamimined is as mnch rationalistic as the Uttarm-
imanei and both could, with equal justice, be described, in
the language of the Gita, as ¥gwa. As sciences of inves-
tigation, they could not eschew Reasoning-that undeniably
effective instrament for probing into obourities.

(4)
Pirva-mimdnsi and NasyGyika- Vais' heshikas =~

This leads us to the question of the connexion between
the Pirva-miminsd asnd Ny3ys. No two systems have
greater affinitles th&n those between the Pirva-miminsi
and the Nyiya. The NyXZya trsces its origin back to the
Pirva-mimansi and could be desoribed as a ohild of the
latter. The history of the word Nyaya will furnish the
strongest testimony to the debt the NyAya owes to the
Pirva-miminsd. We find the word Nydya used to denote
the various maxims evolved by Jaiminl for the interpreta-
tion of doubtful ritual-texts. These maxims were based on
rensoning, and the word Nyaya stood for whatever was
essentially ratioalistic, When  therefore we find
Gautama's syllogism styled * Ny&ya ™ we at once recognise
how Gautama and also his predecessors must have been
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inspired in their methods of reasoniag by the instance of
Jaimini or, as is more unlikely, of his predecessors. If the
Piarva-mimansaka applied reasoning only to matters
sacrificial, Gautama and the Naiyiyikas made use of
reasoning in other spheres also. Reasoning which was so
far applied to explore the obscure spots in the field of
ritual came tc be employed in investigating matters not
relating to sacrifice. What was a ritualistic weapon in the
hands of Jaimini, came to ba used by Gautama as a logical
instrument.

Though the Naiyiyika system was thus a development
of the Parva-mim&nsa, there is hardly anything in common
between the works of Jaimini and Gautama. In faot it is
not until the advent of Kumarila and Prabhikara that we
come across any remarkable points of contact between the
two systems. These two figures were too brilliant to rest
satisfied with discussion of matters purely saerificial, and
we find them importing matters logioal and metaphysical
in the domain of the essentially ritualistic science of
the Pirva-miminsid. If both these luminaries were
Mimansakas through and through, it should npever be
forgotten that they were alao Tarkikas of great profundity. Of
course they drew freely upon the accepted theories of the
Tarkikas whether Naiydyikas or Vsisheshikas. The
following scheme will nmiake olear some of the points of
contact between tha two systems.

Naiyayikas & . Vaisheshikas, Plirva-MImansakas,

(1) Admis the seven categ- (1) Prabhikara admitted
ories :—Substance, Quality the first four, and Intimate
Metion, Generslity, Parti- Relation, Potenoy, 'Simi.

cularity, Intimate Relation larity, and Number,
and Nonexisteuce. Kumarila admitted the
first four and Non-existenoce.

(?) Admit nine substances, (2) Prabhikara admits the
Barth, Water, Light, Air, game substances.

Ether, Time, Space, Boul, Kumarila admits twe
Mind. more ; Darkness and Sound,
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twenty-four
qualities: Colour, Taste,
Socent, Touch, Number,
Dimension, Severalty, Con-
junction, Disjunction, Remo-
teness, Nearness, Gravity,
Fluidity, Viscidity, Sound,
Knowledge, Pleasure, Pain,
Desire, Aversion, Effort,
Merit, Demerit, and Impres-
sion,

(3) Admit

(4) Admit Motion to be of
fivekinds :Throwing upwards,
Dropping downwards, Con-
traotion, Bxpansion, and
Motion in general.

(£) Admit Intimate Cause,
Non-intimate Cause and
Instrumental Cause.

(6) Admit Non-existence of
four kinds: Antecedent,
Consequent, Reciprooal, and
Absolute.

(7) Admit four Means
of Proof Direct Perception,
Inference, Comparison,

Verbal Authority.

(3) Prabhakara omits Merit,
Demerit, and Sound and adds

Manifestation and Tone
which merely reveals Sound
which is eternal. Number
he regards as a separate
category.

Kumarila also omits Merit,
Demerit,and Sound and adds
Manifestation, Potency,
Tone. Number he regards a
quality,

(4) Prabhakara and
Kumarila botl: follow suit.

(5) Prabhikara seems to
admit this division, Kumarila
oannot admit this division
because he docs not admit
Intimate Relation.

(6) Prabhikara does not
admit Non-existence.
Kumérila admits it in iden-
tical divisions,

(7) Prabhikara admitted s
a fifth, Presumption ( Arth-
patti ),

Kumiarila admitted still
one more, Nonapprehension
Anupalabdhi ),

These points of contact between the two systems will
make the olose relation between them sufficiently clear.



(5)
Some tmpertant theories of the Purva-mimansaka :

(1) There is no Creator. The world develops by a
natural process of growth. There.is no Creation nor
Dissolution of the world

{2) Though there is no Creator or Paramatman, there
are infinite Jivatmans or Individual Selves that are eternsl
and all-pervading.

(3) The Vedas are eternal. They are Apaurusheya,
produced neither by a divine or human agency. Hence they
are infallible in authority.

(4) Performance of Sacrifice is the only thing to which
a man should devote his life.

(5) The deity to whom the sacrifice is offered is not to
be credited with the power to yield fruit. This power is
possessed by the Aplrva or Unseen that results auto-
matioally from the sacrifice. The deities exist only in
the Mantras. This makes sacrifice powerful in itself to
vield fruit.

{(6) Unless the soul is freed it gets involved in the
oyole of births and rebirths.

(7) Freedom for the self follows upon its freedom from
merit and demerit, which results from abstaining from scts
bad or good. Even good actions performed with a view to
some fruit result into bondage of the soul to the world.
Such aotions do mnot result into bondage only when
performed without an attachment to the fruit,

(6)
Purvamimansd and Dharmas hdstra (Law):—

When the ancient MIménsakas set about evolving their
maxime, they were in all probability, ignorant of the im-
mense potentiaities of the Instrument they were forging.
Though originally intended for sacrificial purposes, their
doctrines were destined to be of singular service in the field
of Law a field which though more secular was nonejthe less
less ambitions, That the presence of a Mimi#insaka was
coneldered essential in the assembly ( Parishad) of the
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Jurists is by itself a splondid tribute to the utility of the
Pilirva-mIm&nss to golve legal difficulties, One has only to
skip over the pages of any scholiast to get convinced as to
bow deeply imbued with MIm&nsi-principles he was
Viifisnes’hvara’s Mitikshard is bristling with discussion-
based on the Mim&nsa® principles. And so are the writing:
of other writers on Law.

The reasons for this tendency are not dificult to fine
out. Mimansi had hammered out priciples of interpreta-
tion that were based on reasoaing. By their very natur
they could be utilised in solving problems raised by the
Law Texts, for, Reasoning can illumine the dark corners ot
any. department of knowledge. Here were adumbrated
prinociples, flawless in the extreme, that the scholiasts
promptly ocaught hold of and deftly barnessed in the service
of Law.

The Parva-miminsd rendered service to Law in one
more way. When it fervently appealed men to place
implicit fath in Dharma, it indirectly furtheroed ths cause
of Law whioch is Dharma amplified. Though the Dharms
of the Mimansakas was confined to sacrifice, we must not
forget that the performance of it entailed striot adherenc:
to precepts of morality. We know how the MIm#&nsaka i:
emphatic in enforcing a meticulous abstention from thing:
that have been prohibited. This waz no mean contributior.
fo Law.

(7)
Phrva-mimdnsgd, its Past and Future.

Max Miiller remarks: “We may wonder why Plrva.
mim&nss should ever have been raised to the rank of a
philosophical system by the side of the Uttar-mim#nst or
Vedanta, but it is its method rather than the matter to
which it is applied that seems to have invested it with a
certain importance . Ever since the time of Jaimini, the
Pirva-miminsd has been elevated to the position
Dars’hana. Though it is true that essentially the Purva-
mimansd has made no ocontribution to our Philosophy, it
cannot be gainsaid that ever since iis inception it has
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played an impcrtant part in the culture of the Aryan.
From the discussion of its relation to other Shistras it
must have been made abundantly clear that the method,
though not the matter of the Pirva-mimansd has been a
permanent source of attraction for the school. Originally
ritualistic as it was the system has made its influence felt
in other spheres also. Even from the sacrificial point of
view, it was no small contribution of the Pirva-mimansa
that in the hands of Prabhakara and Kumarila it became a
tremendous force that stemmed the tide of Buddhism. If
Shankardcharya’s service in the cause of the orthodox
faith was of paramount importance, that of Kumaiarila and
Prabhikara was not less so.

To-day when matters more secular hold us under their
sway, when the kindling of sacrificial fires has become a
matter of antiquarian interest and when men have become
of too worldly a bent of mind to repose any faith in that
exalted Apirv a of the Mimainsakas, the system of the
Pirva-mimansi has ceased to make any effective appeal to
us. But we must not forgest that the Shastra has
furnished us with an instrument that can still be used
with advantage in exploring fields other han ritualisic,
Particularly, one can never minimise the importance of
Mimansd methods in glving the final and definite form to
the Ilindu Law which, through lack of a precise under-
standing of tha spirit of the sacred texts, has been left to
the mercy of the interpretative ability of the judge. It
will bo Purva-mimdinsd that will emancipate Hindu Law
from subjective interpretation and give it finality. As
Colebrooke says, A well ordered arrangement of
Miminsi principles would constitute the philosophy of the
law, and this is, in truth, what has been attempted in the
MiImiansa.”
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ENGLISH TRANSLATION.

Having saluted Vasudeva the beloved Lord of Rama,
Laugdkghi-Bhaskara compiles the Arthasafigraha (compen-
‘dium of the MImansd Topics), for the initiation (of the
student) into the system (Naya) of Jaimini,
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(1)

To begin with (Aths), the revered Jaimini, inspired by
extreme sympathy (for the Ignorant), composed the Book of
Twelve « hapters (Dwadas’halakshani) for a diseriminative
understanding of Piety (pious deeds), and introduced at its
beginning the aphorism urging an enquiry into Plety, viz.
! Next, therefore, an enquiry into Plety." In this aphorism,
the word ‘ Next’ conveys the immediate sequence (of this
enquiry) to the study of the Veda. For, the word ‘Therefore
adverts to the fact that the study of the Veda has gota
visible purpose to serve,
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For, in the injunction, ‘One should study- the Veda’,
it has been settled that the study thereof has to serve the
visible purpose, viz. the comprehension of (its) sense,
Consequently, immediately on the study of the Veda, an
enquiry into Piety that forms the quintessence of the Vada,
(should be undertaken,) for the reason that the study of it
(i.e. the Veda) is meant for the visible purpose of the com-
prehension of its sense. The words ‘should be undertaken’
have to be supplied. The word JIJNASA means by impli-
cation (Lakshani) ‘enquiry’. Ilence the sense of the
opening aphorism of the Science becomes, ‘This science of
investigation into Piety should be commenced’.
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1f it is asked, “What is L’iety ¥ What is its definition,
we reply ‘—Sacrifice and such other :acred pexformances
alone constitute Piety. It is defined as follows: Plety is
1 matter which is taught by the Veda, has a purpose and
yields an auspicious result ( ARTITA ). Thy words ‘ whieh
has a purpose’ are inserted in the definition to prevent the
purposns itself from being included in the definition; the
phrase ‘'which is taught by the Veda’ is used to exclude
scts like eating from being included in the definition; the
words ‘which yields an auspicious result’ have been in-
cluded to prevent the definition from comprshending rites
like the S'hyensa which are evil because they result in evi/
things.
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It should not be argued that there is a conflict between
this definition and the one contained in the aphorism (of
Jaimini): “Piety is characteristically an impulsion,” on the
ground that the word “impulstion” means (only) a portion of
the Veda viz. the ove that is in the form of injunctions.
Because, there (i.e.in the aphorism) too, the word ‘impulsion’
signifies the Veda in its entirety ( MATRA), for, the
whole Veda teaches i’iety that constitutes its purport,
(TATPARYA).
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the part of the agency bringing it (i.e. the thing) sbout. It
is of two kinds :—Verbal Creativity (YHABDI) and Purpo-
sive Creativity (ARTHI).

(4)

Of these (TATRA), Verbal Creativity consists in the
peculiar activity, tending to make a person act, on the part
of an agencybringing iv (PURUSHAPRAVRTTI) about.

That again is expressed by the Element of the Potential
For, on hearing the Potential, one, us a rule, gets the idea
that the person (using the potential) urges him on to
aotion, that he possesses aectivity tending to make him
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(the hearer) act. Whatever is apprehended, as a rule, from
whatever word, is the expressed sense of the latter. As, in

the sentence, * Bring the cow, ” the word “ cow " expresses
“ cowness. *’

This particular activity, again, so far as a worldly
gentence is concerned, consists in the particular intention
(ABHIPRAYA) of a person (to make another do a thing).
But in a Vedic sentence, as there is mo person ( who makes
another do a thing) it (i.e. the activity) abides in the word
itself such as the potential-suffix. It is hence styled
Verbal Oreativity.
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This oreativity again depends (for its exi-tence) on three
nts : the objective, the means, and the process, (that

are answers respectively to the questions): whai should be
brought about, by what means should it be brought about,
and how should it be brought about. In this regard, the
Purpogive Creativity possessing the three elements,
which will be detailed out later, answers the purpose
of the objeotive of which there is an expeotancy. For,
owing to both ({e. Purposive Creativity and Verbal
Creativity) being understood from the same suffix, there is
Common-Element-~Text (SAMANABHIDHANAS'HRUTI).
Number and such other elements, though they are
conveyed by the same suffix, cannot yet be construed as
the objective by reason of impropriety. As regards the
expectancy for the means, the apprebension of the potential
&c. answers the purpose of the instrument And it bscomes
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the instrument not by producing the (Verbal) Creativity,
because it has been present in the word even before the
apprehension is had; but by intimating (the existence of)
the (Verbal) Creativity or by cre.ting the effect thatis
to be (ultimately) brought about by the (Verbal) Creativity.
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As regards the expecta‘ncy for the prooedure, the approved
nature (of the action emnjoined) to be gathered from the
Missionary Assertions (ARTHAVADA) is to ba construed
as the procedure.
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Purposive Creativity consists in the activity having for
its object an action brought about by the desire for a
certain purpose. Again it is expressed by the element of
verb (AKHYATANSHA). For, verb in general expresses
an activity.

It also depenas upon three elements : the objective, the
menns, and the procedure. (which are answers respechvely
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to the qnestions : ) what should be effected, by what means
should it be effected, and how should it be effected. As
regards the expectancy for the objective, heaven and other
fruits are to be construed as the objective. As regards the

expectancy for the means, sacrifice etc. is to be construed
as the means. As regards the expectancy for the procedure,
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the several constituents (of the sacrifice) like the PRAY A-
JAS are to be construed as the procedure.
(6)
If it be asked, “What is the Veda ?”, we reply: “Veda
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consists of sentences that have not originated from a
person.’”” It is again fivefold, being either Injunction
(VIDHI), or Incantation ( MANTRA ), or Designation
(NAMADHEYA). or P-ohibition (NISHEDHA), or
Missionary Assertion (ARTHAVADA). Of these, Injune-
tion is that portion of the Veda which conveys a matter
not (known by other means of proof). It enjoine such
a ‘matter as is not established by any other means of
proof; and by enjoining such a matter it becomes
useful. To illustrate: the Injunction, “One aspiring to
heaven should offer AGNIHOTRA,” enjoins a saorifice
with heaven as the goal, whicn is not established by any
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other means of proof hesices The sente to bo understood

from the sentence 1s * Heaven should be realised by means

of the Agni-hotra sacrifice’. In c¢ases where the {(sacri-
ficial) astion 1s established «n a separate authority, (the

Injunction) enjoins only a subservient thing with regard to
it (i.e. the sacrificial action). To illustrate: In the Injun-

ction, "One st.ould sacrifice with curds,” only (u.ds is en-
joined with regard to the sacrifice, the gense being “The
sacrifice should be created with curds;” because, the sacrifice
is (already) established by (the injunction).” One should
offer AGNIHOTRA™.

In cases where neither of the two 1is established,
the Injunctinn lays down a qualified thing. To 1llustrate:

In the injunction, ‘‘One should sacrifice with Soma,”
neither Soma mnor the sacrifice is established, and

hence there is enjoined tuerein « sacrifice qualified by
Soma (as its material). By interpreting the word ‘Soma,’ by
Indicativn (LAKSHANA), as “one charscterised by Soma”

"the sense oonve&ed by the sentence is that the desired
object should be realised by a sacrifice with Soma. There

results no Diversity of Statements (VAKYABHEDA), if
both aie enjoined; fur 4oth are not individually (PRA-
YEKAM) enjeined,but one only as qualified (by the other).
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It should not be urged, ‘‘Let it be an irjunction of the
subservient thing only, viz, Soma,~that the sacrifice should
be realised with S>ma-with regard to the sacrifice which is
(already) established by the injunction. ‘One aspiring to
heaven should offer the JYOTISHTOMA sacrifice.” Where
isthe use of the Indication of Posse<sion, (MATWARTHA-
LAKSHANA) (then)?' For, being an Injunction of

Comﬁatenr:e (ADHIKARA), it cannot possibly be an In-
junction of Origination (UTPATTI).
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If it were urged, “Let ‘JYOTISHTOMENA etc.” be also
regarded as an Injunction both o¢f Origination and
Competence, like (the injunction), “One desirous of cattle
should offer the Udbhid sacrifice,” we demur.

In the instance for illustration, the injunction has been
admitted to be of that (two-fold) description for want of an
alternative (ANYATHAN UPAPATPYE),; as there is no

separate injunction of origination. Moreover, if JYOTI-
SHTOMENA otc. were admitted as a Double Injunction,

there w111 reaulb a glaring Dlverslty of St&ﬁaments owing to

farrERRIE | aﬁﬁummwamﬁa fAdecqrafarce sqang-
ax, ITuRATARRAET o HHN: GRANAT 98 daeaqsAe-
mﬁnﬁ FHATH | TUT * ATHATSHHNS) Wl * Aageqarf-
fafeazy wdw: EieTRETRY Hawd ¢ AyuiATaTEat @
HWT T 7 g4 (@91 (HT4 I qEMTSRRATIIRT Ao
fyfanead | dEIEATCI R AN Al SaTee wa |

ag ‘Them B agEa’ @ A sdfEmeeieEn-
FACUAUATASIY T B TS EAST N A G
AR AR T A G R A —— AT g | BN g -
SRR TR AR AT T TETT A eI | HH01: EETATAReRo
qET FSUAANTAGITE TEA JFA IR ST IR wH T
FEqIRAT | 7 © SARSHA wOERl R d AR RREEiE
R TR T AFLSAMAT PIAARAIIFACARY B JUSqIT 7@~
SogisaRITaTaEe IR —hagngan | IR ¢ 1 Sw-
TIPS AERAEE  Aa@d: | SRshR EeE R TN



QQ
20 SIFAE: |

YA @ el AFANG: | agl WHIE Headewmar
fatifaay |
[ N N ~ -
faftragi: aiEi—fAETER- TRwERRR-sar-
TRMAR |
(<)
Q - - ~ ~ o~ o~ ~ Ny
AT FHEEMAT TR FACIGIHAET: | g1 ¢ SR
the same words having to convey the sacrifice, on the one
hand, and its connection with the fruit, on the other.
Therefore, it is better (to say) that this is a qualified injun-
otion, py interpreting the word ‘Soma' as indicative of
possession,
There are four kinds of Injunotion: Injunction of

Origination, Injunction of Subservience, Injunction of
Competence, and Injunction of Performance.

(8)
Of them, the Injunction of Origination is what conveys
only the nature of an action; To illustrate: ‘One should
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offer Agni-hotra’ (is an iujunction of this description).
Further, in injunctions of this kind, the action is to be

construed as the means, the sense of the injunction being

‘one should realise the desired object by offering the
Agni-hotra sacrifice.’

If it were argued, * A sacrifice has two aspects: the
material (offered) and the divinity. And when neither of
these aspects isaccordingly mentioned,how can (the sentence)
*One should offer Agni-hotra,’” be an Originative Injune-
tion ? As for the word ‘Agui-hotra’ it is a (mere) Designa-
tion, according to the TATPRAKHYA principle, '’ we differ.
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realised through (its) instrumental, 'with the sacrifice, the
sense being “ One should perform the sacrifice with curds.”
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Further, in an Injunction of Subservience. the root-sense
is to be construned as the thing to be effected. In some
oases, (it is to be construed) also as the abode. Ts illustrate:
in the injunction, “ One should sacrifice with curds for the
Yajamina wishing to have strength of senses,” (the sense
that we get is that) one should realise strength of senses
by using curds as the means. And when there arises an
expectancy as to where that (curds) is to abide, it is
answered by construing as the abode the sacrifice that
oocours in close juxtaposition.

(10)

There are six muans of proof assisting an iniunction of

this kind: Statement, Import, Sentence, Topie, Position
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and Appellation. Assisted by either of these, this injunction
conveys subservience viz. that a thing is accomplished by
the action of one who is active in pursuit of something
different which is the same as its (i. ¢ of the thing) being
intended for something else.

(11)

Of them, Statement is words (RAVA) that do not depend
(upon any intermediate steps). That again is three-fold :
that which lays down, that which asserts, and that which
enjoins subservience.
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Of them the first 1s one consisting of the Potential ete.
To the second class belong statements such as the one
relating to rice-grains. The text enjoining subservience
is one on the mere hearing of which a relation (of subse-
rvience) is apprehended. That (1ast) is again of thiee kinds:
in the form of ¢nses, in the form of statement in one suffix
(EKABHIDIIANA), and in the form of statement in one word
(12)

Of them, subservience by ocase-text is illustrated by
* One should sacrifice with rice-grains,” where the text in
the instrumental (prove«) the subservienoce of rice-grains to
the sacrifice. That tov is due to the rice-grainy forming
the original substance of the sacrificial cake, just as
the sacrificial animal beconies subservient to the sacrifice
by being the original substance of the oblation like the
heart sto.
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In the sentence, “ He purchases Soma with a cow
ruddy and one year old,” even redness becomes sub—
servient to the purchase, owing to the statement in the
instrumental. That too ( takes place ) by defining the

material viz. the cow, and not directly, owing to the
incorporeality (of redness).

The sprinkling as enjoined in ‘ One should sprinkle
the rice-grains™ becomes subservient to the rice-grains

FLISTT TG A7 FARMRANEANRE TR EZIAAAT 41917 7 Aren-
GO | [HRS A9 AMEE 99 WA AT a5 B 1hadorer fiae
Tieat: R, PIREA TAarayed A0 14 qFA a9 75 I g3 -
Td A g as zmRvsiaa agta ®Ed o gdmilwmiEsea @9
T IFFIVIEARAI—ATEUERGTATATIIAT | © HENA [UFIeur wsgias)
g AR fAafEnE gaseagnedod: | #Rgad gy O
AFITRAG, | WARMIEAISEWA g qer AR agweany
‘argdiAEfvonEmET R RE A sk
auaEep AT | Arefiesaeg UrsanE@oniagsiaas Wi o
gR s R TR R e E: | Y 7 Al AgdwdiaER Ay
RATTIRAAAT=TETFAGAA AT JAeAw wgazatand dEed HamandE
(e srgmasgeEeimey BRI GymmiagRa amsgnEdsh aer
THEAAALIAENA G A FEUATAE  AEIEHIIAAEYT | kg @
FIMALI ATNEHACIIERT QA | AAIE  WEWAA A AT FT-
eftmar wEmt  FyEaaEegeEme AR AaFANsSTAAEId  adr-
QAR YN INGAS @A QIARIMATAATG R AN AT A 94T
REIL QUi FE WAl wEgImAY A, G [FRIEN PREEAEE—agdia
Fgandesd: |
Gelaredt ARG o agrEta—FidieTiaand | agi@ | Sigues
frawd S4T 0 ARgegEdAaAsgERadaeg: | ded Al



¢ UG |

TUFEA1| AT el 7 ARSI, G 79 AT |
fETgTmaranTRy | AFNET TGS )
TF FAHEIIHATE e |

A AR IR AT A=Y (& 8.509-39)
TR AR RFEerRReEgay |

by the statement in the accusative. Again, that sprinkling
is not for ( producing ) the form of the rice-grains, for
it (i. e. the form ) is accounted for even without that
(sprinkling). But it is employed as a means to the invisible
potency (API—J'RVA). For, the invisible potency does mnot
arise if the saorifice 1is performed without sprinkling
the rice-grains, Thus should be understood the subser-
vience of all ( similar subsidiaries ) as meant for the in-
visible potenacy.

Similarly on account of the statement in the accusa-
tive, “{One should take up the horse-bridle, with the incantan-

tion IMAM AGRBHNAN RAS'HANAM RTASYA," the
incantantion is subservient to the horse~bridle.
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The AHAVANIYA is (stated to be) subservient to the
sacrifice by the statement in the locative, “ When he offers
oblations in the AHAVANIYA.’” Thus is to be under-
stood subservience by statements in other cases also.

(13)

In“ One should sacrifice with an animal,” oneness
and maleness become subservient to the particular case-
relation (KARAKA), in consequence of the Common-
Element-Text (and it beaomes subservient to the sacrifice
by the One-Word-Text). In YAJETA, the number expressed
by the element of the verb (AKHYATA) is subservient to
the Creativity (of purpose) in consequence of One-Element-

Text itself ; and it is subservient to the sacrifice owing to
the One-Word-Text.
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It should unut be argued, " How can that which is
incorpureal  be subservient to Creativity ? " That is
accounted for through ils (i e the number ) defining the

agenut ['he agent, again, is made ou' by inference, For,
verb expresses Creativity ; and since it is inexpllcable in
the abseuce of an agent. implies him.

(14)

This Statement i~ stronger than Import and other
neans of proof In Import and others, there is no statement
directly enjoining subservience but one has to be assumed.
And by the time they (i e. Import ete. ) lead ( us) to infa.r
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the statement of subservience, the directly expressed state-
ment will have given effect to subservience, eventually mak-
ing their power to lead to the inference futile. Hence it is
thatin “By the Indra-Re, heshould worship the Garhapatya-
fire,”’ owing to the statement in the accusative GARHA-

PATYAM, (the Re) is meant for the worship of the
Garhapatya-fire.
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Import is the power of words. Power of all words, as
they say, is Import. This power is nothing but the
conventional sense (RU]?III), which distinguishes it from
Appellation. For, Appellation, based on the etymological

sense of a word is different from the Import based
on the conventional rense. In virtue of it, the lncanta~
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tion “BARHIR DEVASADANAM DAMI" is sub-
servient to the trimming of KUUSHA, but not so subser-
vient to the trimming of ULAPA and such other grass.
For, owing to the Import of “BARHIR DAMI"” the
incantation possesses the power to signify the trimming of
it (i. e. KUS'HA). Similarly is to be found subservience, on
the basis of Import, in other places also
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This Import is more powerful than Sentence and othe:
means of proof. Hence it is tnat the incantation, SYONAM
TESADANAM KRNOMI, is subservient to the preparatior
of the seat for the saecrificinl oake, from the Import
of SADANAM KRNOMI but not from the Sentence.
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Sentence is wutterance in close juxtaposition. The
utterance in cloge juxtaposition is possible even in the

absence of the accusative and other cases. In faot, it
consists in the uiterance, side by side, of words expressing
the subservient and the principal. To illustrate: In “ Who-
goever uses a ladle of PARI‘_TA hears no disrepute of
himself"”, owing to the very utverance in close juxtaposition
of PARNA-ness and the ladle, the former becomes sub-

servient to the latter.
18

It should not be urged that it is futile (to enjoin Parna~
ness of the ladle), as the ladle could be prepared even
otherwise, For, the word “Ladle” indicates the invisible
potency to be brought about therewith. Thus the sense
‘to be understood from the sentence is “ He should realise,

the invisible potency to be derived from the use of the
ladle, through its PARNA-—nesa, by holding therewith
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the oblation that is divided off (from the balk)". So, “ If
the ladle is made of PARNA, then only the invisible
potency to be brought about therewith is produced, not
otherwise, ” is the sense that is understood (from the
sentence)., which shows that (the injunction re.) PARNA-
ness is not futilee The words * by holding therewith
the oblation that is divided off ” must needs be used (in
the explanation) Otherwise, PARNA-ness will have to
be admitted in the case of SRUVA and other utensils also.

This PARNA-ness, though enjoined without reference
to any particular sacrifice (ANARABHYZDHITA) is to be
construed with all the archetypes (PRAKRTI) alone and
not with the derivatives (VIKRTI). For, since it obtains
there (i. e. in the derivatives) by the Rule of Application
by Protraction (CHODAKA), there will be the contingenoy
of repetition.

B S —

aiamatﬁm%mmﬁﬁmai%ﬂ T iméfirﬁ'f s | ewaa
e e 3 e o O | SRR - S TR
HU AR xS G0 PR RARE AR g o

Ag WA SRR e arta ofy S%
Rty anfEReE —AgHEEq | EEREEE—a
Rl | & felitaerd: |« Fg@aE | PReReR: s
JrrraRaRRAERNEY: | AETHENANRE | SasidmRen: |
-AGFEIRR | TE ArsEwen’ { mfdvw dvere-
SRR |



BIEWQE | R

(R) .

T ARIATET: WOAFR: T qA@WETR: | A

O FAlEIEE | 9 A AW a1 AFR: | 9w

Arife: | 99 FRTOFARREIA A | SO IR
AWFAET: | ‘

(%)
AR AT TRTOME S 7599 | @ v ‘Tl 78 g
(19)

That is the Archetype where all the subsidiaries are
gpecified. New and Full Moon sacrifices as others are
instances in point For in the topic relating to them
(. e. New and Full Moon sacrifices) all the subsidiaries
are stated. That is the Derivative where not all the subsi-
diaries are specified The SAURYA and kindred sacrifices
are instances of it. For, there several subsidiaries are
obtained through the Rule of Application by Protraction
(ATIDESHA). An Ipjunction without Topical Connection
(ANARABHYA-VIDHI) is one that is common (to all
sacrifices).

(20)

This Sentence is stronger than Topic and other means

of proof. That is why the incantation ‘ INDRAGNI IDAM
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HAVIS, * etc. is subservient to the New Moon sacrifice,
but not so subservient, from considerations of Topic, to

the New and Full Moon sacrifices doth,.
(21)

Topic consists in mutual expectancy. To illustrate:
In PRAYAJAS and other kindred rites, owing to the
absence of the specification of any particular fruit in the
sentence, “One should offer the Samidh offerings’ ete
as soon as we apprehend the sense, * Ore should realise...
by means of the Samidh-sacrifice;’ there arise the
expectancy about the thing to be helped to be effected.
to wit, what (is to be realised). In the sentence enjoining
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the New and Full Moon sacrifice, on the other hand, as
soon as we apprehend the sense of “One should realise
heaven by the New and Full Moon sacrifices,” there
arises the expesctancy about the thing that would help (to
bring about heaven), (IPAKARAKA). Thus on account

of mutual expectancy, PRAYAJA and such other subsi-

diarles become subservient to the New and Full Moon
saorifices.

That Topic is of two kinds: Major Topicand Minor
TOpiG-
(22)

Of them, the Major Topic is one connected with the

major oreativity. And on account of it PRAYAJA
etc., are regarded as subservient to the New and Full
Moon sacrifices.

This ( Major Topic) is possible only in the case of
the Archetype, where there is scope for mutual expec-
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For, it is enjoined, with the words ¢ He, for whom knowing
this, the PRAYAJS are offered, drives from these worlds
his enemies; he should offer them for triumph, stepping
near (the fire),” after some rite is enjoined in relation to
PRAYAJAS with the words, “From the UPABHRT, he
should pour out ghee (TEJAS) in the ladle. etc”* Immedia-
tely after that is laid down another subsidiary, with the
words, ' He who knows the pair of PRAYAJAS 7 eto.
Thus the Stepping-near Ceremony laid down between two
subsidiaries of PRAYAJAS also becomes one like them,
For, when we gat the sense, * One should contribute to the
sacrifice by bringing about the invisible potency by means
of PRAYAJAS™, there arises the expectancy sbout the
procedure (KATHAMBHAVA)-How could these bring
about the invisible potency? And this expectancy is
satisfied by b#e Stepping-near Ceremony along with others
that are specified in the Clasp
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Nor is it that the minor. creativity does not possess
the expectancy for procedure; for the latter is possible
even there (¢ ¢ in the minor creativity), owing to its
having the common feature of creativity.

(25)

This Topic determines directly the subservience of
action only, while it determines the subservience of
substance and quality (indirectly) through it (. e action)
To explain: In “ One aspiring to heaven should sacrifice,’
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when there is the expectancy about the procedure relating
to the objective-creativity, the set of actions that is
specified in close context (with the creativity) and the
fruit of which is not stated answers the purpose of the
procedure, owing to the expectancy about the fruit they
(i.e. actions) contribute to bring about. For, in worldly usage,
it is seen that action alone is construed with the expectancy
about the procedure. Just as in the expectancy about
the procedure, in the (injunctory sentence),' One should
lop with the axe, ' it is not the hkand though it is raised
that is to be construed (as the procedure), but only the
raising and lowering (of the axe)-because by raising (the
axe) with the hand and lowering it(will the injunction be
carried out). The hand is construcd (with the procedure)
only through them (¢, e. actions). This is the experience
of all men.
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This (Topic) is stronger than Position and other means of
proof. Hence only the attributes of gambling etc, specified
in “ He should play at dice,” “ He should conquer & king,”
and such other sentences, though stated in close context
with the ABHISHECHANIYA, are not, by reason of their
Position, subservient to it; on the contrary, thev are
subservient, on the basis of Topic, to the R-AJASUYA, as
they say (ITI)
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Position consists in ha.flinz; a common place 1t is
of two kinds : Textual Commonness of Position and Rita-
alistic Commonness of Position. Position and Order are

synonyms. Textual Commonness of Position again, is
of two kinds: Text in Respective Order and Toxt in Close
Context.

(28)

Of these, subservience by Text in Respective Order
is illustrated by the following: When the sacrificos are
enjoined, in their respoctive order, with the injunctions,
“ One should offer the Eleven-Potshord-Offering in honour
of Indra and Agni” and " One should offer the Twaelve-
Potsherd~Offering in honour of Vais’hwanara,” of the
VAJYAS and ANUVAKYAS wiz. INDRAGNI ROCIIANA
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DIVAH ete., the first and second incantation-become respe-
otively subservient to the first and the second ( sacrifices ).
For when there is the expeotancy about the purpese
(KEAIMARTHYA) of the ( incantation ) cited first, it is the
action mentioned first that presents itself, owing to the
correspondence ( lit. sameness ) of Place. Similarly with
regard to (the expectancy of) the second incantatiom.
The subservience to the Derivative of the subsidiaries
of the latter ( i, ¢. Derivative )—unless the subsidiaries
are laid down with reference to a subservient act of the
archetype or occur within a clasp results from Text in
Close Context, as in the case of the AMANAHOMAS.

For, when there is the expectancy about their utility, the
fruit viz. the invisible potenecy of the Derivative is

rolated as the matter brought about, because it stands
in olose proximity. If they had an independent fruit,

there would arise the contingeuncy of the futility of thwir
specification in close context with the Derivative.
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is that the Cleausing Incantation is subservient, owi to
Textual Commonness of Position, to the SANNAYYA-

Ves-els, but not, owing to the Appellation PAURO-
DAS'HIKA, to the PURODAS'HA-vessels.
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Appellation is a word deriving its sense from its
etymological constituents (YAUGIKA). That again is of
two kinds: Vedic and Worldly. Of these, it is by the
Vedic Appellation HOTR-CHAMASA, that the Hotr
!becomes subservient to the drinking of the ocontents of
CHAMASA (cup) The ADHVARYU becomes subservient
to the various details (mentioned in the ADHVARYU-
KANDA), owing to the worldly Appellation ADHVA-
RYAVA (relating to the Adhvaryu). This is a brief

outline (of Appellation). Thus have been examined, in
brief, the six means of proof, Statement and others.
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The subsidiaries that are enjoined as subservient
(VINIYOJITA) by an Injunction of Subservience assisted
by (either of) these (means of proof)-as for instance, when
it is laild down that the New and Full Moon sacrifices
should be performed with (subsidiaries) like the Samidh
contributing to them-are of two kinds: Those that are
of the form of accomplishud things and those that are of
the form of actions. Of these accomplished things are
such as Generality, Substance, Number. They have only
a visible purpose to serve. Those that are of the form of
aotions are again of two kinds : Minor actions and Major
actlons. The same are otherwise called Cumulatively

Contributory and Directly Contributory ( ARADUPA-
KARAKA).
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An action that is laid down with reference to 3 sub-
stance ete. forming part of a sacrificial action 1~
Cumulatively Contributory. Thrashing (of rice grains.
sprinkliog etc., are instances of the same. Again, it may
have a visible purpose or an invisibly ‘purposs or both.
Of these, that having a visible purpose is illustrated by
thrashing (of rice grains) ete., That having an invisible
purpose is illustrated by the sprinkling ( of rice-grains } ete.,
That baving a double purpose is illustrated by tha
saorificial animal, the sacrificial cake ete. For, such axn
action conduces to the unseen when judged from the aspect
of the offering of the substance, and to the seen viz the
remembrance of the deity, when judged with reference ic
the deity.
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-\n action that is laid down by itself, without reference

to substance etc, is Directly Contributory. PRAYAJA

and similar actions are instances of the same. Directly
Contributory action is useful for the production of the

highest invisibls pofency alone. The Cumulatively Contri-
butory act on is of use even in the matter of the form of
the sacrifice through consecrating the substance or deity.

This same is again variously called Action with reference
to the Substratum (AS'HRAYIKARMA ). Thus has been

briefly examined the Injunction of Subservience.
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Injunction of Performance is one that conveys the
proximily of performance. It is no more than the Principalk
Injunction forming unity of statement ( EKA¥AKYAT-
APANNAH) with the Subservient Injunctions. Forr
enjoining as it does the performance of the principal along
with its subsidiaries, it enjoins the proximity of ( their )
performance which is the same as ( APARAPARYAYA)
absence of delay. It should not be argued that there is
as well (AP[) no authority for the absence of delay in
performance. For, if delay were admitted, the close

connexion between them (i. e. the I rincipal and the
Subsidiary) as understood from the unity of statement of
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the Subservient and the Principal Injunctions will be
unaccounted for, since the usage of close connexion-This
one is closely connected with this other—is absent between
things that are performed delayedly. That absenco of
delay, again, follows when a definite order is resorted to.
For, otherwise, there will arise distraction in performanoce,
as to whether a particular thing should be pertormed after
another or after a third, Henoe the Injunction of Perfors
mance itself enjoins, in order to bring about the proximity
of performance it wants to lay down, a definite order also

by way of an attribute of things. Therefore it is that the
Injunctinn of Performance is also defined as the injunction
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that teaches the order of the subsidiaries ( of a sacrific ).
There, (in this second definition) Order means a particular

exter.sion, or rather, it is, in nature, the relation of Priority
and Posteriority.

(36)

For establishing it ( Z. e- order ), there are six means
of proof: Statement, Purpose, Text Seriat m, Juxta-
position, ( Order of ) the Principals and ( Order in) Con-
tinual Performance.
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Of these, Statemeny is a text specifying order. It
is of two kinds: that specifying pure sequence and that
specifying a matter qualified by that (i.e. sequence ). Of

them, Statement of pure Sequence is illustrated by * One
should prepare the Sacrificial altar after preparing the
Veda;" for the preparation ete, of the altar is established

( already ) by a different text. But the statement’ “The firat
draught pertasins to the VASHAT-KARTR™, specifies &
Thing Qualified by Sequence, in view of the impossibility
of laying down, with a repetition of draught, pure sequence,

for fear of violating the unity of the particular idea.
(PRASARA)
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This Statement is stronger than tte other means of
proof. For, the latter become authnritative as regards orde:

on the basis of the supposition of a (corre~ponding) text

That is why it is said that the cup to the As hvins should be

taken in the tenth place on the strengh of the text, “The

one in honour of the As’hvins is offered (GRA[I) 1n the tenth

place,” when there was the ¢ontingency of 1t being offered

in the third place in virtue of its senial place in the text
(39)

Order by Purpose exists in cases where the =equence ie
determined on tbe basis of the purpose ( served by ths
matters in question) An instance is ( the order observed)
( in the performance of ) Agrihotra and the preparation of
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barley—gruel, in reference to the injunctions:“One should
offer Agni-hotra ™ & ** One should cock the barley—gruel s
For, here the barley- gruel is intended for the sacrifice
{Agni-hotra) and as such, in virtue of the purpose it is to
serve, its preparation precedes ( the performance of the
Agni-hotra),

(40)

This (Order by Purpose ) is stronger than the Order by
Text Serzatim. Hor, if the acta are performed in the order
in which they are stated, there will result, { in some cases,)
the annulment of their intended purpose and they will have
been performed for an unseen result. Since, the preparation
( of the barley-gruel), if undertaken after the sacrifice
( Agnl~hotra. ), will have no vis!ble purpose to serve.
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The order in which the sentences conveying cGifferent
matters ( relating to sacrifice ) are given is Order by Text
Seriatim. And on the basis of it the order of { such
matters ) is resorted to. For. sentences when read. produce
an apprehension of their sence iz the tame order in which
they are statede And matters are performed as they are
apprehended. Text Seriatim 1s of two kinds: Mantra-text
and Brahmana—text.
(42
Of these the order adopted in the performance of the
sacrifices in honour of Agni and Agni-Soma, on the basis
of the text of their respecive Yijya- and Anuvakyas is in
accordance with Mantra-text. This Mantra-text is again

stronger  than Brihmapa-text. being more vitally
connected with the performance ( of the sacrifice ) than
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the Brahmana~- text. For a Brihmana sentence, standing

aloof from the performance, has its funection fulfilled as
soon as8 it has conveyed that a particular thing is to be
done. The Mantars, on the other hand, are employed
at the time of performance, owing to the order of perfor-

mance depending upon the order in which the things are
remembered. The order of PRAYAJAS which is based
upon the order of their text —“One should sacrifice to the
.‘:;AMIDHS "o One should saonfaca to '1‘ANUNAPAT "
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is in accordance with Brihmana-text. Though the Brah-
mana sentences have their purpose fulfilled as soon as they
have enjoined a certain thing, still, in the case of PRAYA-
JAS and others, as theve is no other order-reminding
agency, they (i e the Brihmana sentences ) themselvs are
admitted as 1eminders of order.
(43)
Juxtaposition is position in proximity. For, it is just
reasonable to perform a thing first because it alone pre-

sentr itself first on performing another which (usually)
precedes it, when in it region a set of things (YAH) along
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with this other is performed THence it is that in the
SADYASKRA, when the sacrifices of tho AGNISIHHOMIY A,
SAVANIYA, aud ANURANDIIYA animals are performed
together, in the region of the SAVANIYA, the sacrifice of
the SAVANIYA animal tnkes place first and that of tho
other two afterwards.  In that region, it is the SAVANIYA
sacrifice that prosents itsell first on the conclusion of the
taking of the cup to the As'hvins.
(44)

To explain: In JYOTISHTOMA, three sacrfices are to
he performed:—the A(JNI:}HUMWA, the SAVANIYA. and
the ANUBANDHYA. Agnin, they have difforent regions,
The AGNT@ITUMIYA (is performed) on the AUPAVASA-
TIHYA Day, the BAVANIY A at the time of the pressing (of
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Soma), while the ANUBANDHYA (is performed) at the
end. SADYASKRA is a particular sacrifice. It is a deri-
vative of the JYOTISH'[_‘OMA on account of its tacitness.
Eventually, all the three animal-sacrifices obtain in the
SADYASKRA by the Rule of Application by Protraction
(CHODAKA). But (CHA), it has been expressly stated
(S'HRUTAM) that they should be performed together.
Their performance together takes place in the region
of the SAVANIYA, since it is in close proximity with
the principal event ( ¢. e. Pressing of Soma) and because
the transgression of places is equal. For, if the
sacrifices take place on the SAVANIYA Day, the AGNISH
OMIYA and the ANUBANDHYA transgress only
their own places and there results their close proximity
to the principal event. If, on the other hand, the sacrifices
of the thraa were tc takvu place in the regxnn of the
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AGNISHOMIYA, the SAVANIYA will tranasgress only its
own place. The ANUBANDHYA, on the other hand, will
transgress ite own place as well as that of the SAVANIYA.
8imfilar, it should be seen, is the transgression of places by

the AGNIS‘HOMIYA if (th. macrifices take place) in the
region of the ANUBANDH A,

Thus, when the sacrifices of all (the three ) have to be
performed in the region of the SAVANIYA, the SAVANIYA
hae to be macrificed first. For, immediately on offering the
Oup of the As’hvins, comes the place of the SAVANIYA.
As in the archetype the SAVANIYA bas been laid down
immediately afier the offering of the Cup of the As’hvins,
by the injunction, “He should touch the SAVANIY A animal
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after offering the Cup of the As’hvins, and after passing
three cnils of thread round the sacrificial post,” so in the
SADYASKRA also after the Cup of the As’hvins is taken,
it is the SAVANIYA sacrifice that presents itself immedia-
tely; hence it is proper, as it has been said, to perform its
saorifice first and that of the other two afterwards.
(44) A
The order of the subsidiaries according to the order
of the principals is known as the Order of the Principals.
For, if the subsidiaries are performed in the same order in
which the principals are performed, all the subsidiaries
will be separated from their principals by equal distance.
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If, (on the other hand,) they are performod in a different
order, some of the subsidiaries will not be at all separated
by any distance from their principals, while others will be
separated by a good deal of it. This is unreasonable as it
would bring about tho annulment of the proximity
(SAHITYA) (of the actions) gathered from the injunction
of peiformance. Hence even the Order of the P’rincipals
becomes the basis of the order of the subsidiaries. That is
why owing to the Agni-sacrifice preceding and the Indra-
gaorifice succeeding it, the ghee-sprinkling of the obla-
tions to Agni, subservient to the PRAYAJAs, takes place
first and afterwards that of the ourds in honour of Indra.
Thus the distance between each of these two sprinklings
from its respective principal becomes equal (in the two
cases), the matter intervening (between the subsidiary and
the principal) being one (only in both cases), If the sprin-
kling were petformed in the reverse order, there will be
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absolutaly no distance between the sprinkling of the
Agni-oblation and the Agni-sacrifice; while the distance
between the sprinkling of the Indra~-curds and the Indra-
sacrifice will be doubled. And, as it has been already
said, this is unreasonable.

(45)

This Order of the Principals is weaker than the Order of
Text ( Seriatim ). For, the apprehension of the Order of
the Principals is delayed owing to its being dependent upon
the order of the principals which, in its turn, depends upon
another means of proof. The Order of Text ( Seriatim ), on
the other hand, is not so owing to its depending upon the
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order of the Vedic statements that do not depend upon any
thing else. This Order of the Principals, again, is stronger
than the Order in Continual performance. For, in the
Order in Continual Performance, many subsidiaries happen
tobe far removed from their principals whereas they remain
near in the Order of the Prinoipalis.

(46)

Order in Continual Performance is the order of the
second and the following (subcidiary) matters which is
based upon the order of the matier done first, wnen the
subsidiaries converging towards the prino.pals which are
performed simultaneously require to be performed by
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repetition. 'Che subsidiaries of the animals belonging to
the sacrifices to the Prajapati are a case in point. For, the
sacrifices to the Prajaipati are enjoined to be performed
simultanecusly along with their details—as is clear from the
direction in the Instrumental by the sentence,‘They should
perform the sacrifices to Prajipati after they offer a sacri-
fice to the Vis'hvadevas”. It follows therefore that the
proximity between them and their subsidiaries like
UPAKARANA, NIYOJANA and others has to be secured.
And that becomes possible by simultaneously sacrificing
the animals to Prajapati on account of the deity and time
being agreed upon. But (CHA) their subsidiaries like
UPAKARANA and others cannot be performed simultane~
ously. Hence their proximity is to be secured by uninter-
rupted performance. This proximity is to be secured by
performing the UPA"KARAL\{A of one, then of a second
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{and so on ). Subsidiaries like NIYOJANA also are to be
performed likewise. Thus it is Order in Continual Per-
formanoe in the sacrifices to the Prajapati that having per-
formed one (act) in the case of all the animals beginning
with some one of them (and proceeding in & partiocular
order) the second and the subsequen. (acts) have to be done
in the same order. This is weaker than Express Statement
and other means of proof. Thus, in brief, has been examined

the Injunetion of Performance through an examination of
the six kinds of Order.

(47)

Injunction of Competence is one which conveys the
ownership of a fruit to be produced by some action. The
ownership of a frult to be produced by an asction is the same
a8 becoming the enjoyer of the fruit tu be produced by the
action. It appears in the form, “One sspiring to heaven
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should sacrifice.” While enjoining sacrifice with a view to
heaven, it states that one who aspires to heaven enjoys tke
fruit to be produced by ( performing) the sacrifice. The
injunction, “ That fire-maintainer whose house is burnt
by fire should offer the eight-pan sacrifice to the hungry
{KSHAMAVATE ) Agni,” while enjoining an act on the
ocourrence of an accidental circumstance like fire, states
that one who is in that circumstance becomes entitled to
the fruit viz. destruction of sin to be produced by the
( sacrificial ) action. Similarly,“ One should offer Twilight-
Prayers, every day ” conveys the ownership of the fruit
viz. removal of sin, to be produced by offering the Twilight-
Prayers, by one who lives a life of purity performing his
duties at the prescribed time.

(48)
And that ownership of fruit belongs to him only who is
qualified by the competence. Competence is nothing but
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whatever is stated, in the injunctory sentences, as the attri-
bute of the person. To illustrate :-The desire for a fruit in
the case of an Optional Act, the determination of a circum-
stanoce in the case of an Occasional Avt, and the attribute of
living a pure life performing the du'ies atthe prescribed time
in the case of a Necessary Act like Twilight Prayers, ( are
instances of Competence.) Hence it is that the injunctory
sentence, “ A king aspiring to heaven-rulership should
saorifice”~though enjoining (RAJASUY A), with a view to
the rulership of heaven—does not state that he who is only
an aspirer to the rulership of heaven will enjoy the fruit of
it (i, e. RAJASUYA), but exclusively one who, while being
a KSHATRIYA aspires to heaven-rulership, because even.
KSHATRIYA-—hood has been stated to be an a attribute of
the person competent ( for the sacrifice ).

(49)

In certain cases, however, something which though not

expressly stated as an attribute of the person becomes the
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qualification of the competent person; as, for instance,
knowledge established by the injunction for study of the
Veda. For, the injunctions for sacrifices being dependent
upon an apprehension of senss are applicable only to one

who possesses the knowledge of the sense a natural sequel
to the study-injunction. Similarly, in the case of acts to be
performerd with holy fire, to boe provided with fires, a sequel
1;9 maintaining them, (is an implied gualification). For,
gince the acts to be performed iu fire require fire, the
injunctions relating to them will be applicable only to one
who possesses fires in consequance of maintaining them.
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Thus capability also (of the particuiar person is an implied
qualification ) acocording to the principle, “ When stated

words ( AKHYATA ) are to be interpreted Power should be

taken help of ™ for, an Injunction applies only to one who is
capable. Thus has been examined [njuuction.

(50)

Incantations (MANTRA) are rominders of matters
intimately connected with the performance (of sacrificial
aots). And their utility consists only in being remindors
of matters of that nature.- Their recitation, in fact (1'U), is
not for an uuseon purpose. For, it is unreasonable to
imagine an unseon f{ruit when it is possible for a thing to
have a seen ons. 1t should not be argued that the Vedie
prescription (AMNANA) for iucuntations is futile, on the
ground that tho visible fruit of rominding (one) of matters
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is possible in other ways also. For, the restrictive injune-

tion, that by means of incantations alone should (matters)
be remembered, has bean acknowledged (on all hands).

(51)

‘When with regard to an action that can be performed
by various means we are likely to resort to one means
(EKASADHANA-PRAPTAU), the injunction  which
enforces (PRAPAKA) a different means iz an Injunction of
Restriction (NIYAMA-VIDHI). As they say —An {Original)

Injunction is one which is present in cases of absoluve non-
obtainment; an Injunction of Restriction is one thatis

present in cases of alternative non-obtainment; and an In-

junction of Exclusion is one which is present in cases of
obtainment there ( in the particular case ) and elsewhere.

Its meaning is a8 follows :—An Original Injunction is
one which enforces a thing not obtained by any other

means of proof. An instance of it is the injunction, * One
aspiring to heaven should sacrifice’””, because it lays down a
sacrifice for heaven, which does not obtain by any other

means of proof.
WRFAAEIER AT FTRRAIEY A st @dey IRy -
AAEUT g MERi dRet—aEegrigarn |

A Aol RaaREEH ARG Twsa] SvId g
AR REgEaR—qEATErIA | 95 Sl -gagRia | @ -
AEqTY TITFAAT | T REREFTASRIT STRTREHT, S-SRt
WO | SRR JESEAITHE aeva MoR A Af: Sisgfi-
Read: | earEtIE—aAlE | FengafIfiS RgRe—Tgaitd | EndEeH




w¢ IMETT: |

QST MTHRT  AOTAEaEee | g9t ¢ Sfaaged 2
m"a' | Fomen qi‘xsqmrarﬁxﬁ%l%ew | KA AT

e A s REg | g |
mafm{{mq | argww {7 TRMIEETAFETATE 9R’-

Y INAFAL ﬂ%’!@qﬂ’qﬂ, CHERICIRIEIEEIRIFRIEEILS

An Injunction c¢f Restriction is one which enforces a
thing not obtaining in one alternative. The injunction,
* One should thrash the rice-grains,” is an instance in
point. If it be asked,  How does it enforce a thing not
obtaining in one alternative ?*’, we reply, * Thus, Varily,
this injunction) does not state that thrashing is meant
for unhusking, for, that (2. e. their refation as causo
and effect) is gathered from positive and negative insta-
nees. But restriction (is stated by it). And it consists in
the fulfilment of the element not obtaining For, as
unhusking can be effected by means more than one, when
one, leaving thrashing proceeds to adopt a different
means, then, thrashing not obtaining, this injunction
only effects the fulfilinept of the nonobtaining element
of {. e. its performa.nco Hence m an Imunction of Hestri-
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ction, the sense of the sentence is mervely restriction
vonsisting in the fulfilment of the element not obtaining.
It is the same as laying down thrashing that does not
obtain in one alternative.

When buth (alternatives) obtain simultaneously, the
injunction that excludes one of them (ITARA) is an
Injunction of Kxclusion. The injunction ** Five five-nailed
animals should be eaten,’” is an instance of it This
sentence does not aim at (laying down)!the eating of the
five-nailed animals, since it (i.e. ea.ting) obtains voluntarily.
Neither does it aim at restriction; since it is not that
the eating of the five-nailed and other animals does not
obtain in ons alternative, for both obtain simultaneously.-
Hence this (sentence) aims at (laying down) abstention

from eating animals that are not five-nailed and is, there-
fore, an Injunction of Yxclusion,
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Again, it is of two kinds: Expressed and Implied. Of
these, Injunction of Expressed Exoclusion is illustrated by
“They should insert (new words) only in these. ” For, the
word “ Only "’ expresses exclusion of songs of praise other
than those praising the PAVAMANA. ( the flowing Soma.)
* Rive five~nailed animals should be eaten, ” on the other
hand, is an Injunction of Implied Exclusion, on account
of the absence of & word expressing exclusion of other
{ animals ). Hence it is that this is vitiated by Three Faults.

(52)

The Three Faults are: Abandonmoent of its own
axpressed sense, Suggestion of a thing not expressed, and
Anpulment of the thing obtaining. So it iz said:
“ Exolusive Injunction suffers from three faults, owing to
its abandoning its expressed senre, suggesting a sense not
expresseu, and annulling the thmg «nol obtaining " that
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is to say, owing to its abandoning (the sense of) the eating
of the five-nailed animals that is expressed, its suggesting
abstention from eating animals that are not five-nailed, and
annulment of the eating, which obtains, of aniiuals that
are not five-nailed. Of these three faults, (the first) two
relate to word while the annulment of the thing obtaining
reiates to sense. This is the cut-line.

Those incantations, on the other hand, which cannot
possibly remind us of matters intimately connected with
the performance (of sacrifice), are sssumed as meant for
an unseen purpose, for want of a better alternative. Thus.
they do not become useless.

(53)

Designations are useful by way of marking off
(PARICCHEDA) the thing to be performed, To illustrate.
In “One desirous of cattle should offer the UDBHID

sacrifice,” the word UDBHID is the name of a sacrifice
and marks off the thing to be performed. To explain;
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This sentence enjoins sacrifice, not established (by any
other means of proof), with a view to the fruit. Since, it is
not a sacrifice in general that is enjoined (it follows
that) only a particular sacrifice is enjoined. When there is
an expectancy about the nature of the sacrifice, from the
word UDBIID it is gathered that the sacrifice is UDBHID
in form. For, the designation is construed as standing in
grammatical co-ordination (with the word YAGA)—By
the UDBHID sacrifice, cattle should be realised.

That (such words) are designations follows from foux
circumstances :—(1) for fear of an Indication of Possaession,
(?) for fear of Diversity of Statements, (3) owing to (an
independent) text exiating to describe the subsidiary (TAT
= gubsidiary), () and through comparison (VY APADESHA)
with a particular thing (TA'T).
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(54)

Of these, it is through fear of Indication of Posse
ssion that the word UDBHID in *“ One desirous of cattle
should offer the UDBHID sacrifice” is taken to be
the ‘Designation of the sacrifice. To explain: It is not
proper to hold that this sentence enjoins sacrifice with
a view to the fruit and (also) a subsidiary thing in
relation to it (i. e. sacrifice), for this would give rise to
Diversity of Statements. Moreover, if the word UDBHID
weore admitted as describing a subsidiary thing, in view
of the fact that even the sacrifice is not established
(on any other authority), it will have to be said that there
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is enjoined (in the ,injunction) an action qualified by the
subsidiary ; and then the sense of the injunction will be
“One should realise cattle by means of a sacrifice with

UDBHID.” And it has been already pointed out that in a
quslified Injunction thore abides Indication of Possession,

(55)

In “ One desirous of cattle should offer the CHITRA
saorifice”, the word CHITRA has to be interpreted as a
designation for fear of Diversity of Statements. Ta
explain: It is not possible to have hers an injunction of a
sacrifice qualified by a subsidiary thing. For, it is unrea-
sonable to have an injunttion of a saerifice qualified by the
subsidiary thing when it (ie., the subsidiary) is enjoined
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by the sentence, “ The sacrifice in hgonour of PRAJAPATI
is accompanied by curds, honey, milk. ghee, barley, water,
and rice ” If it were the relation of the sacrifice with
the fruit and the subsidiary thing that is enjoined, there
would result Diversity of Statements. Consequently, ihe
word CHITRA is (decided to be) the designation of the
rite. In this way, there results no Diversity of Statements
owing (to the word CHITRA) being construed as standing
in grammatical co-ordination (with the word YAGA)—One
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should realise cattle by means of the CHITRA sacrifice.
Owing to many substances being used in the sacrifice
under cons}deration there is a propriety in its being styled
as CHITRA (Diverse).

(56)

In the sentence “ One should offer the AGNIHOTRA,”
the word AGNIHOTRA is (assumed to be) the designation
of the sacrifice, in view of the fact that there is (another)
text to describe the subsidiary thing (TAT). What is
meant is that owing to the existence of a text describing.
t.e., enforcing that, 7.e,, .the subsidiary thing, the word
AGNIHOTRA is (to be interpreted as) the designation of
the sacrifice. If one asks, “Why should this not be
(regarded) as an injunction of a subsidiary thing,” we reply,
“ It cannot be. If, by assuming the word as a Looative

Compound to be explained as a sacrifice in which oblations
are offered in fire. (one urges) that it is the subsidary thing,
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viz., fire that is enjoined (in the sentence) as the abode of
the sacrifice, this would result in the futility of the injunc-
tion relating to fire which is established by ( the other
text', “When he offers the oblations in the AHAVANIYA”.
If, (again) someone were to urge, assuming the word
as a Dative Compound, and explaining it as an oblation to
Agni, that the sentence enjoins the subsidiary thing, viz.,
Agni the deity, we demur. For, that deity is established
by a different text.

(57)
If one asks, “ What is that different text?,” we reply:
According to some, it is the passage,“That he offers to Agni
& Prajapati an oblation in the evening’ while according to,
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others, the incantation, * Agni is light, light Agni, SWAHA,
itself enforces the deity, viz., Agni.

It might be argued,”If Agni is specified in the incantation,
He will be annulled by the deity Prajipati.For, an Incanta-
tion is weaker than a Dative text. As they say,‘ Wherever
the Deity is enjoined by a TADDIIITA, a Dative,or by an In—
canation, each succeeding alternative is weaker,”” We demurs
In “That he offers to Agni and Prajipati an oblation in
the evening,”” we have not purely an injunction relating
to Prajipati, but an injunction relating to Prajéipati
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side by eide with a reiteration of Agni obtained from the
incantation. Thus there arises nmo annulment, for, it is
not only Prajapati that is enjoined. It should not be urged,
“How is it that here we have no injunction of bhoth only ss
combined ' For, it is less labourious (LAGHAVA) to

enjoin only Prajapati and, side by side, to reiterate Agni
than to enjoin both togetner.

Similarly, the deities like the SAMIDH, eto., in the
PRAYAJAS being obtained from incantations such as
*O Agni, let firesticks after firesticks relish the ghes ”,
words like SAMIDH in sentences like SAMIDHO YAJATI

are (assumed to be) designations of the particular rites,
in view of the (separate) texts existing to describe them
(2.e, the deities).

(58)

Inthe sentence''One whointends to practise black magic
(ABHICHARAN) should perform the SHYENA, the word
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SHYENA is the name of the sacrifice; on account of com-
parison with that (i.e., SHYENA a falcon). What is meant is,
that this is owingto VYAPADESHA,¢.e.,, comparison which
cannot be accounted for in any other way. To explain:
Praise pertains to whatever is enjoined. If the falcon
were enjoined here, then the missionary passages will be
praising that only. In the present instance, the missionary
assertion “Just as a falcon swooping down catches (its prey),
s0 this swoops down upon the hating enemy and catches
him ** cannot (be supposed as meant to) praise the falcon,
For, here is praised by a comparison with the falcon a
thing d:fferent (from the latt er) 1t is not possible to praise
the falcon itself by compaTing it with iteelf. Since, the
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relation of standard and object of comparison abides in
things that are different. When, however a sacrifice called
SHYENA is enjoined, then can the missionary assertion
praise it by comparing it with the falcon. Thus the word
S'HYENA is a designation owing to comparison with it
(i.e. the falcon).

(59)

Some hold that the greater strength of the subsidiary
enjoined ( S’HISHTA. } in an originative injunction is the
fifth circumstance for ( interpreting certain words as)
designations, as, in cases like “Ong should offer the VAIS'H-
VADEVA.” Here, because, Agni and the other gods
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If it be asked, ‘“ How does the prohibitory sentence
inculcate abstention,” we reply as follows: So far as the
radical sonse is concerned, it is not connected here with
the sense of the negative, for, though the sense of the
negative stands in proximity (to the radical sense), still
the latter exists as subservient to the crestivity signified
by the suffix. Y¥or, whatever is subservient to one does not
enter into connection with another Otherwise, even in a
sentence like ™ Bring the King's Officer”, the King will
have to be connected with the action ( of bringing ). Hence
only the sense of the suffix is connected with the sense of
the negative There too, it is not the Purposive Creativity
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expressed by the verb—element ( that is connected with the
sense of the negative ) ,—for, it exists as subservient to the
inclination expressed by the sense of the i*otential ~but the
Verbal Creativity expressed by the element of the Potential,
for, it stands supreme in relation to all.

And it is vthe nature of the Negative that it conveys
the antithesis of the sense of the word along with which it
is stated. Asinthe sentence “ There is no jar'’, the negative
staied along with the word “is’ conveys the non-existence
of the jar, which is antithetical to its existence, so ( TAT ),
in the instance under consideration, the negative stated
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along with the Potential conveys only abstention, the
antithesis of inclination which is the sense of the Potential,
as is gatheied from the apprehension (one gets) on hearing
an injunctory sentence that the enjoining person ( AYAM)
wnclines him ( ¢. ¢ the hearer) (towards a particular
thing ). Therefure, in the case of a sentence of prohibition
abstention alone is the sense of the sentence. When ,
however, there is a circumstance coming in the way of
( BADHAKA ) the connection of the sense of the suffix with

it (7. e. the sense of the negative ), then it is the radical
sense itself that 1s to be connected therewith.
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(62)

Such a circumstance that comes in the way is of two
kinds: (1) the beginning with the words “ His vow " nad

(2) the contingency of option. Of these the first is ( found)
in sentences like “ He should not look at the rising sun”,

for, this sentence is stated after a beginning is made with
the words ' his vow’. And thus we have to admit Exclu-

gion (PARYUDASA) in the present case. To explain: since
the word “ Vow ™ is conventionally used to denote a thing
that is to be performed, with the words ** His Vows *’ comme-
noe the vows to be performed by the SNATAKA. When

there is the expectancy as to what is to be performed, the
words “ He should not look at the rising sun’ ought to
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convey only such a thing ag can be performed. Otberwise,
there will be no coherence (EKAVAKYATVAM) between
the first and the later sentences. Consequently, the sense
of the suffix is not connected with the sense of the negative
for, it ( this connection ) will not convey a thing to be done.
For, such a negative will only convey abstention, the
antithesis of inclination signified by an injunction and
that (i. &. abstention ) is not a thing to be performed There-
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fore, in “He should not look at the rising sun”, the negative
states, by implication, the thought of abstaining from seeing
which is the afntithesis of the radical sense, for that is
possible to be performed.

The sense of the sentence is “ He shouid realise...by the
thought of not seeing the sun ”. Then when there arises
the expectancy about the thing to be realised, the destrue-
tion of sin made out from the remaining part of the sent-
ence “From so much sin does he get free’ is to be construed

as the thing to be realised. Thus, of course, is fulfilled the
coherence between the first and the later sen-ences. It
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should not be argued, “ When even a different thing is
possible as antithetical to the radical sense how is it that
only the thought of not seeing is construed with the
creativity.” For as it (/. e such a different thing ) does
not possess the capacity to be performed, it is not suited
for being constrned with the creativity.

(63)

The second circumstance (coming in the way of the nega-
tive being construed with the radical sense ) is that when in
sentences like “He should utter ‘YE YAJAMAHE' in saori-
ficial formulas but not in the ANUYAJAS, " owing to the
eontingency of Option Exculsion has to be admitted. To
explain: If in this sentence, the sense of the suffix were
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oonnected with ithe sense of the negative, then in the case of
the ANUYAJAS there will be prohibition of the incantation
YE YAJAMAHE, to the effect that it should not be uttersd
in the case of the ANUYAJAS And that ( prohibition)
necessarily presupposes establishment, for, only, an esta-
blished thing can be prohibited. The establishment, it
should be said, results from the text “ He should utter ‘YE
YAJAMAHE' in sacrificial formulas.” And when there is
o prohibition of a thing established by a text there results
only an option but not an Annulment. For annulment
of one text which is the basis for the establishment, by
another, as in the case of passion that forms the basis of

establishment ( which is however annulled by a text)is
unreasonable!

WIHENTR | G T WA AR ST ol S eyt T
A A gy gEniast FadeRy, aar ¢ gy AgeE w0ArR areRaar-
IS TARERANRT ¢ ¥ g * fy W agedl ST gl
AN SERAeT Joamey ‘¥ aamg ’ 3 aesmee-
FARG WA TR’ AFIRG JTARE R 716 FAqIETANT 7 AT
T ETRE SE—STAITRY | I e gf A | aegeTTEERa | ¢ Y
FAWE * o AANRISTAR, © JRY Y B TSR
¢ TGN ARG FAA FEE SNSRI TR -
Frmferd: | TIRAEES SARRA ATA: | QU JAT ARSI S~
fiReeer e ARt I AT ERIRTSSTATR AR
it A g R FARETRENSR SIS SEiRegeE «-
ARt we ofy W | 9 FHRAEIRA ARt sgwd AR, AngeEd-




leR m:l

TR R 7 (X4 e-amemd ) [ Rlvaon ‘i
TR Q. 1. 9-5-u—v) T ¢ AT W ‘qainy
TN FOAPEERT A TRl Uy | R
Y TSR | 93 § et
ARA TR ATRRTTa | 139 g Fyrame A
TTEF ¢ TAAY ATAWE ! FEAEHER (SO |

It should not be urged, “ Just as the text‘ One shouid
make the offerings in the AHAVANIYA, is annulled by
the special text * He should offer oblations at the (seventh)
step;’ so the text ‘ Not in the ANUYAJAS ‘' will annul
the text “ He should utter ‘YE YAJAMAHE, in sacrificial
formulas.” For, the relation of the annulled and the
aunulling subsists only between texts that are mutually
independent. For, the text regarding the step does not
depend upon the taxt relating to the AHAVANIYA for
specifying its objeot and is hence independent ( of the
latter). But, in the instance under consideration, the text of
prohibition, because it hag to depend upon the text * He
should utter ‘YEYAJAMAHE®™ for establishing the thing
forbidden, is not independent,
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Therefore, it is only option that results when one text
prohibits what has been enjoined by another. But that is
not reasonable. For, in an option, the text becomes alter-
natively open to unauthoritativeness. Because, if in the
ANUYAJAS “YE YAJAMAHE" were used, the text “Not
in the ANUYAJAS” will not possess authority like the text
relating to barley, when the sacrifice is performed with
rice grains. Again, the Unseen will have to be assumed
twice, for, the Injunction and the Prohibition are both
intended for the betterment of the Person (and not the
Sacrifice). Hence, in the present instance, Prohibiticn
should not be admitted but only Exciusion, on the basis of
the connection of the ANUYAJAS with the negative.
Thus, the sense understood from the sentence is that the
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incantation “YE YAJAMAHE" should be used in sacrifices
excepting the ANUYATAS, Since, the negative is used to
indicate (LAKSH ) whatever is different from the
ANUYAJAS. Thus there is no option. And in this sente-
nee, it is not the the utterance of “ YE YAJAMATE * that
is enjoined, for, it is already established by the sentence
“He should utter ‘'YE YAJAMAHE' in ascrifices’ Rut by
a reiteratiun of the utterance of ‘YE YAJAMAHE"” obtai-
ning from the text of general application, its (7. e. of the
utterance) application in cases other than the ANUYAJAs
is enjoined. Whenever in sacrifices one utters ‘YE .YAJA-
MAHE’ it should be in sacrifices other thin the
aNUYAJAS.
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If ic be urged, “ In this way, Exclusion will not
differ from Restriction which oconsists in restricting
thing obtaining from a text of general application to a
pariicular oase ', we differ. For, Restriotion is intended
for the restriction of a thing to that ( case) only, as the
division into four parts ( of the sacrificial cake ), obtiining
from the text of general application “ He should divide the
sacrificial cake into four parts” is restricted only to the
saorificial cake to Agni, from the particular text *“He
should divide the sacrificial cake to Agni into four parts .
Exclusion, on the other hand, is meant for restricting a
thing to everything else but the particular case. Hence it
18 different from Reatriction.
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In certain cascs, though there is the contingency of
option prohibition has to b: admitted, for want of an
alternative. Sentences like “ He should not take the
SHODAS'HIN at the ATIRATR A ** are instances in point.
For here, though there arises the contingency of an option
owing to the probibition of the taking of the SHODAS’HIN
obtaining from the text “ He should take the SHODAS'HIN
in the ATIRATRA ", still Exclusion is not admitted owing
to its improbability To explain: If inthis sentence the
sense of the unegative be construed with the sense of the
word SHOPAS’HIN, then th. sense of the sentence will be
that in the ATIRATRA one should take a thing other than
the SHODAS'HIN , which is improbable for it conflicts
with the direct injunction “IHe should take the SHODAS'HIN
in the ATIRATRA™, Ifit( i e the negstive) were coms
strued withthe sense of the word ATIRATRA, then the
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sense of the sentence as apprehended will be *“ He should
take the SHODAS'HIN in rites other than the ATIRATRA”,
which is improbable because it conflicts with the injunction
for it. Hence, for want of any other alternative, ( here)

is ( assumed ) Prohibition against taking the SHODAS'HIN
whthatich obtains from the text, It should not beurged
that there results the contingency of an option, for it
was just to be expected, any way.

This much, however, is the distinction that though
by option a thing is prohibited, still the thing prohibited is
not a source of evil, for, (there) both the injunction and pro-
hibition are meaut for the betterment of the sacriflce. In
those oases, on the other hand;, where there is is no option,
where the obtainmont is voluntary, and where the prohibi-
tion is for the betterment of the person, the thing prohibited
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is & source of evil, as in the case of eating poisoned meat
(prohibited) in “ One should not eat poisoned meat’; for,
there only the prohibition of eating is conducive to ihe
betterment of the person. It should not be urged that
there arises the contingency of Option from prchibition by
“The consecrated should not give ( gifts ) nor make « ferings
etc” of gifts, sacrifice etc. that are established by the text.
Forwhen the prohibition of gifts, sacrificesetc. which them-
selves are ( generally ) conducive to the betterment of the
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person, is not so conducive (in the particular case ) to the
betterment of the person, the thing prohibited is not a source
of evil as to approach one's wife in the course of a sacrifice
( is not a source of evil ), for, there, as the prohibition is
meant for the betterment of the sacrifice, the thing prohlblted
brings about a deficiency of the sacrifice

(65)

A Misslonary Assertion is a sentence devoted either to
approbation or reprobation. With the help of Indication
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does it result in giving a sense with purpose. To explain:
Verily, the sentence of Missionary Assertion, becauss no
purpose would be served if it were to convey its own (. e
primary) sense, conveys, by Indication, the approved or
reproved nature of the thing enjoined or prohibited. If it
were to convey barely its own sense, there will arise the
contingency of its futility. For, the Veda is meant for
sacrificial actions. It should not be argued that it is after
all an inevitable (ISHTA) contingency. For, it is improper
to assume that the Missmnary Asgertions are useless in
view of the fact that the injunction “One should study the
SVADHYAYA”, which teaches that the whole Veda should
be studied, has been assumed (CPATTATVENA) to suggest
that the Veda in its entirety results in gising a sense with
purpose.

It is of two kinds: (1 ) that subservient to Imjun-
ctmn and (2) that subservient to Prohibition. Thus,
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the sentence * Viayu is verily the swiftest deity etc.””
which is subservient to the injunotion *‘ One desirous
of prosperity should immolate a white animal in aonour
of Vayu" is purposeful in that it intimates the approved
nature of the matter enjoined. The passage “He howled.
He is called RUDRA ( the Howler) because he howled,
which is subservient to the prohibition * One should nog
offer silver on the sacred grass” is purposeful in that it
intimates the reproved nature of the thing prohibited. It

should not be argued, “ Missionary Assertion is without a
purpose because the intimation of approved nature ete. can
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be of no use.” For, such an intimation is useful in so far
as it creates an inclination in the person who ( otherwise )
may be disinclined (to do the particular act) through
reasons like idleness.

(66)

That ( Migsionary Assertion) again is of three kinds,
So it is said, ” It will be a Figurative Assertion when there
is a conflict; a Reiteration when there is a confirmation
( by other means of proof, of the thing stated); an Assertion
of the Past, when they ( ¢. e« conflict and confirmation ) are
wanting. Thus, they hold the Missionary Assertion to be
of three kinds.” The passage is to be explained in this
way : Figurative Assertion is a Missionary Assertion
involving confliot with the other means of proof, as for
instance ,'passages like “ The sacrificial post is the sun.”
Sinse, the identity of the post with the sun is sublated by
Direot Perception, tiis ( passage ) conveys, by Indication.
the attribute of brilliance similar to that of the sun.
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Reiteration is a Missionary Assertion that intimates a
thing apprehended by other means of proof, as for instance,
“Fire is a remedy against cold.” Since, the opposition
to cold as abiding in fire is apprehended by Direct Percepti-
on, An Assertion of the Past is a Missionary Assertion
that teaches a thing which neither confliots with nor is

established by any other means of proof, as for instance,
*“ Indra raised his thunderbolt against Vrtra' and others.
(67)

Thus is proved that the whole ¥eda comprising senten-
ces like “One aspiring to heaven should offer a sacrifice
teaches, directly or indirectly, Piety like sacrifice etec.
This Piety , when practised, results intothat with a view
to which it is enjoined. But it results into the Supreme
Bliss when practised with the intention of renouncing it in
favour of God. Nor is an authority wanting for thus per-
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forming it with the intention of renouncing it in His fav-
our. For, the BHAGAVADGITA , a Smrti ( which says )
“ Whatever thou performest, whatever thou eatest, whatev-
er oblation thou offercst, whatever thou givest, O Son of
Kunti, whatever penance thou practisest, renounce it in
my favour” is itself an authority. For, in the chapter
(CHARANA) relating to the Smrti, has been decided its
1. e. of the Smrti) authoritativeness due to its being founded
on the Shruti. Amen
This Compendium of the Topies of Jaimini has been

oompiled in brief by the very intelligent Bhéskara, for the
easy understanding of the young students.
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Thus ends the manual called the PI—IRVAMIM.S.NSK—

ARTHASAMGRAHA compiled by Mahimahopidhyaya
T.augikshi Bhaskara.
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P. 1 srwme: The compendium tha tdeals with the
topics ( ards ) treated in the gas of 3™ in 12 spaws, It
may be pointed out that the sfdsgsi concentrates his
attention only on the important questions discussed by
S@f.  For a summary of 3fiR’s topics read maa’s @3-
QUG | FRACET SATEAT T | SRR RERAEEE: |
TIGRISITRT G-I FATA: | FAY A a9 gaERan: F9 1

Read uisuiyg for an explanation of the topics in fuf:—
@ (o ) faR: sred felan) GES A Bela:
gt Rt Agaitaa: | 9g¥ sgugwgsar 9 waeiat aian Al )
YSRSRATRIAITHIGAFA! A0 | 0 ARAsA R e SRR RET |
|EN SFTANGIRTFA FEr GrAraRRR FefE: | Sk sraTar A
fRwifder: | @Y sEagiReA sl RraaRiasEE SERRmEE-
R aphrnd Yaarfad o Baw Aedt waaiaesa waraRr s
fisia: | qad fed Agwngat wEaEEt 5Ba aEEmEt GE gs-
iRefFAmeFEa a freia: | wd adwERsgwEAwal aggaw -
AcEAfEFATgIERE 075 (REI0aH | GRA FElFIgTeITIEIRer aEa-
SHAMEREASFAREYTHEN: ST (Asfia: |

The treatise is a summary of the contents of the
witaramsesE ( @naedl ) by seRa (circa end of the 17th cent,)

FIGId WAHI+E: again saluted by our authorin the
‘gddigdl o work on Logic. Some see in the words Im@iw
and @1 a sly reference to @, s parents. But this view is
uncorroborated.

The propriety in invoking @1g%a in the benedictory
stanza consists probably in the close connection of fimy
~who is the same as aig¥a-with Sacrifice, 8o often descri-
bed in the Brahmana literature Cf. = Zammaar s awm: »
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s (R sy RaigrdRifeaa sai9: ) maxim, principle,
dictum a7 or =g denotes, 80 far as the g &, 18 concerned,
the several principles that were evolved in order to ride
over the apparent inconsistencics that were found in
certain Brahmana or Sutra texts or to clucidate certain
obscurities present in them The inconsistencies and
obscurities had a bearing upon the performance of sacri-
fice (Cf. The definition Fmefidgarad st aqrd: =n%:)
that forms the central theme of the Brihmapas and
the S’rauta Sutras, As these 735 were based upon
reasoning the term later on cumvc to be applied to all
reasoning, whether it had to do with Sacrifice or not,
Amfaay gasug It should be noted that &’s srddmg has
been quite a popular work on the g4wiar and gives a
clear outline of the subject.

(1)

P. 2 =xw: maiks the hegmnm"’ of the treatise,
The word is supposed to be aubpmwus Cf. silwnminea
FEd mmm: 9O Fd [ 9l araemg@wgd cited in the
amdl.  qeEEEiE-Ta, of whatever subject it may be,
plunges the &g into troubles spiritual and material It is
to rid &13s of their ignoranee fraught with troubles that
high-souled persons like 3@ write works which, hence,
are an outcome of their sympathy for the sufferers.
Sfuf's sympathy is for those who arc ignorant of ad, Cf.

I@aﬁ-g -38 Y WEHQTIR a1 A7 A qyiE g -
FUIYISAR+] [Fa39 AN ete.

gufags: To diseriminate w8 from e, It should
be seen that the term «& as used in the g, @, is of & more
limited apphcatlon than in the Wa?ls. In the qEaiwia it
is defined as ¢ awmfRa wi: * while in the wigas it covers
the whole sphere of ‘sacred laws’ of which performance
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of sacrifice is only a part. Cf. the definition of & in
the afiguwigs: - gRCRRRS w@: | age AR Sam |

greT@euii= gealnai (savi=fRvy) Cf. ~rm@m:— s s
v | qur SMufgiegsat mbwg R Some take www to
mean a chapter, gxgmra= g shaRa@d Cf the defini-
tion of gy:—EETegwai= aRAFaaIgen | stdivcTad T G AR
fag: 0 [#=psw ] @naa= Substantial, containing essence,
fradigd:— of universal application. sw&i¥:— without redun-
dant words.

st untgnar This is the opening @x of the
wigas also, But as said above, the spheres of = in
the wigss and the g, . differ. =2r%=In the gz ‘ s’
ete. Jawaagwa: what is meant is this, The word =g
in the gx in question shows that immediately ( env=aq )
or completing the study of the Vedas the Student is to
undertake an enquiry into w# for which the giaiatar is use-
ful. =1a:... Sa:-The study of the Vedas is to be prosecuted
for aseen purpose viz. an understanding of the sense of
the Vedas. In other words, when a student is asked to
study the Vedas, it naturally follows that he has to study
them with the ulterior purpese of preparing the ground
for understanding their sense, Mere recitation without
&9 is of no avail and hence is not s=m. Note qres’s
remarks: enopd weg: e wdi@ 3 T Rl s
o=y must result in erigs, hence the propriety of under-
taking adfimrar, immediately after ¥&=r@, ¥ heing the ond
of the Vedas. [ Note how the #iafe®s hold that in
g is to be found the quintessence of the Vedas ] So
the sense of the Sutra is ‘After the study of the Veda is
completed, because such study results into srigm, ome
should investigate aa.’

P. 3 wgregra: lit. muttering to oneself: The study
of the Vedas cf. el a3 RERASHM | TEAASATT:
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from gamga, XI-5-7, 1-10 fafy Injunction which
is marked by the potential ( srda=4: ) srlgmaGUEISFHAT
eqgeargAarq The idea is:-It is possible for an objector
to argue that mere repetition of the Veda is what
is enjoined by the R@, wrandisFesg: + If anybody
asked the objector what purpose is served by such
repetition without understanding the meaning, the
objector might answer that the student lays in store so
much merit (Unseen) by the study. This argnment of
the objector is set aside on the plea that the purpose viz.
merit which isassured ace. to his reasoning is something
unseen (&2 ). It will be decidedly better to admit
the seen purpose viz, @dmA as having been intended
by the 4% than to rely upon something unseen as its
purpose,. For the rule is

SR B 2V ARTIHAT |

When a seen purpose can be advanced why depend upon:
an unseen ? When we can say that srgqa is meant for
siga, why argue that srwara is meant for g=r and do away.
with the necessity of seigma ?

qAeq Jgr9eg :-Note how the datass hold wd to be
the essence of the Vedas,

TSETar. ... & ~seon is the power of implication,
oneof the three (ace. to the s, two) powers that s word
possesses, the other twobeing aifirar and sqsswi, When we
cannot get a coherent sense from the literal sense of a
word (#i1r) we have to resort to sgm, Thus in a sentence
like n¥wi 99: (s hamlet) to bring out a coherent sense
we must interpret 7§Tto mean 7FdR, though literally agr
means the ngsag. Here 7wt is said to mean wgtdi by @,
Similarly, in the sentence fSayarsdsar, fSrar is to be taken to
mean far, fauar is wgfiesr; and 981 is spontaneous and
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ot effected, (w81 ). Therefore fgiar #3=a1 does not yield
a coherent sense if we were to stick to the literal
sense or primary significance of the term g, to effect
3=3t being unnatural. So by s@m, fgar is to be taken
to imply @&aw,

(2)

P. 4 @aqoi Definition. armifda: =1k includes such
holy observances as s which also are sdisad and 3gsfaTa.
3 excludes quam-relmlous acts like worship of trees,
which are not Jgxfdaita. gegfaqrar:—a= includes the #fgars,
the smms and the saf@wzs. The afatas is particularly
conecerned with the mmms thn.t teach the cult of sacrifice.
Read s view on 9:-% (3 49€%(: § (4 dHIRRAAT | HIH-
AR | @ R maafeR & @i oY ewEEd.. 4 3 gE [
Ggafn W ETERATIR | A B99 arF, BS99 g FaE
YR SAAFAERTS FRREEATE 4] aRIaara |

gqaisAsfazqiarcong ete.  Lf the word sn?raaa* were
eliminated, the definition will be agwitam: aq: wd: This
definition would comprehend sAeas like @at ( Cf. sdrfdet-
W @aalaa ) which are gufiorg and @ (an auspicious
thing ) but are not =i, For, to take the gtock inst-
ance, sAifagia is #; but @, the gaisE is not =, INESA is
Eaﬂﬂa‘taaaa @ 1s not sAwag, being itself the saiwa.

ﬁraar&r FEqidare =@ If the epithet agmidarg were not
uged, =¥ will amount to saisaaz ard, Then worldly acts like
Arsa wluch have sdtsi like a=ia and which are Lot evil
(o) will be 1ncludu1 in the defimtion. But they are
not &d; jor a @i must be ¥R also. While Aisw
ete. are not aqsnaqm but vaag, veluntary. AAARS -
FHeAFAI N...9 gra:—If we were to drop the word =g
from the deﬁmtxon g8  will be 3zwRq@: sdwwmaz, This
will bring calamitous rites like #m, which lead their
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performer to hell, within the scope of the definition.
Rites like $+ are ?rqsu'aqm ( Of. Raar¥=sadia, ) and  siswaa
(the seiw@ of W% being sf¥a:=ugad: ) but are mot =i
because they are ata'fﬂg [ ey wowakad SR FR ee: ]
For R and such inauspicious rites lead their performer
toaw Cf, The commentary: Fwaes TFTIE WEATHAA-
arsAIsy agi; @Y ¢ 1 Read how the wHintgmiwmr accounts
for the insertion of thefm in the Veda:- iisfmE=my
WERRA ¥ W FeAE | Fe & GO\ (g FOYRE daEE Bid
AR Reram

$47:~ An imprecatory rite intended for andER
i, e, wgaw.

P. 5 q=...uwwidqiggcaq The question at issue is
whether the definition of &% as ¥gafurdl sHwmea stk wl: is
substantially the same as the standard definition of w€&
given by the dfmtarEr, SffMwho defines it as aizareem: awi:
gi: In other words, is aguiRamm the same as =gamew ?
Is the 3% exclusively =igarms ?

The objector’s standpoint is this: IHe says digar
(which means @, like sQRSIHA w@i&dr 33 ) does not
constitute the whole of the Veda, The Veda contains
besides &, amtiry, F9q & sdfa.  Thus =igar is only a part
of the Veda (%%a ). Thus when Ifft defined w8 as
dgm@ga he decribed it as something embodied in @ part
only of the Veda and not the whole of it, while you
define it as 3g9@wa which amounts to saying that it is
embodied in the whole of the Veda, Thus while 3Rf’s
definition embraces Fzar only, yours comprehends #s,
amag ete. besides sigar. Thus your definition is subs-
tantially defferent from the standard definition of ¥R
This objection is refuted by @, #. by pointing out
that the word Srar in the @& of . is not to be taken in
a limited sense. It comprehends, says &, w, not only
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@MW but the other portions too viz, # =ma, ete;
because, all these portions are as much wdsifa® as the
=g portions, #3, 3z etc. are wAsazs because they are
subservient to Agw. How they are subservient to Jigar is
proved in the respective sections. Thus the definition
3gNi%9r: wd: is the same as Sgarea ai: FNIATSHU: THE
(3. g, )ik is AR, Cf S siadea ARAHEIRA: | Qiag-
2qnaGy: Dissolve: i ( samier ) azaues I @T: |ia@eon-
The definition in the g, <igamadr =d: agsyw: The
definition ¥gx@war: =d: =gAr...qad: a8 includes besides
qga, q=, AAAT, (374, AT, FATA=S0HAGIS,

FAEEAI—Signifies the whole 3. The word sigar
as used in the gz of S s.gn.fies <igar and also ¥, 3w,
Y & sma, SR wants to define w4, He cannot do so
by confining his definition to [igar because #% etc. are
also gus@was and as such must be included in the defi-
pition. Thus <&, 1 ete.  which collectively form the
37 are wAN[wEs. Bodt out of deference for the 3g7a whose
claims will be ignored ace. to this interpretation
remarks: SAAITHOTITEWANRAL: | 39 7 F@AANEIT: |

I WM ANEHAT—Even a3, s¥ag  ete, are
subservient to % and are hence wdaigda: , A being
siarsaq acc. to all. See the Sections on IR ete,
where their subservience to a4 is proved.

(3)

P. 7 Here is explanied how Vedic Injunctions
make us perform @ through the two wWm@als present
in the Potential. megg:—Suffix a in 337, MEFARX—
The element that gives us the notion that a
particular thing is or was or will be gffected (RR-
7@ arwa ) or that a particular thing did or does or .will
exist, This is to be distinguished from the radical
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element which is a9 in the instance on hand. The
radical element varies with each root while this snewm
element does not vary with the roots but is constant e, g.
In the forms zagm and sR@ the radical elements are
different viz. &iand #% : but the svewa element viz.
F1q is the same in both, & gdin and a7 Fia. In brief,
#negra element points to the e or ww@ underlying all
verbs. The word stema dates as far back as aes who gives
it is as one of the four grammatical divisions of words,
amegra means ‘a verb.’ in ek, {eeg The element that
points to the potentialmood (of the verb.) snemas ges-
FICHTHIL0T : —eqiad 18 an element that is cammon to all
moods and tenses. There 1s 1o tense or mood that does
not describe the weg@ or #¥a of the root qualified by it.

TIRHT:  #  Dresent 1 7% Aorist
faz.  Perfect #z Conditional
z  First Future l

gz Necond l'uture |
@2 Subjunctive r
@rz  Imperative '
sz lmperfect, |
Potential )

foga—ae: The clement that points to. the
potential is present on/y in the potential moed, while
enema element is present in !/ moods and tenses
IARTAGTEGT 1. e, simng and &7 elements of the sam,

3w
oy

It should be noted that, according the dmtags, in a
sentenc: it is the suffix of the verb (sma) that is
most important in determining the senscof the sentence,
That is why they are described as sopuyesfRasmessia-
an3dq: as distinet from the Jgm@s who are utﬁﬁ‘g@q-
fsraezaaiza: (1. e who assign importance to the root
of the verb in a sentence) and the 34135 who are *¥dges-
" ARsmsmegieaiza: (1. e. who assign importance to the
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subject in a sentence). Thus to illustrate: if we took
the sentence 3ag%: qaf, according to the datas, it is the
s, {4, in =i which is the most important part of the
sentence. Acc. to the &Fmaws it is the root s while
the Jan¥ss say that it is 39g9:, the subject.

That is why the #diafas enters upon a discussion of
the f¥gge in faf¥s. To him it is the most important
part in a @@, In the injuction s%a w@iwm: the creative
power possessed by the words in the Veas to ke a
person inclined { 737 ) to perform sacrifice is m=gramEar
or Verbal Creativity because it is possessed by
the words which are the wa3y and secondly, it is

what induces the production (#3a) of the s3a® (w&Eg) of
the person,

The creative energy with purpose (sndiwmEs),
or Purposive creativity consists in the inclination
to perform sacrifice in all its details, which is
conducive to the production of &, and hence can be
described as wiig: (&wiey ), waagge: wadg: ( gmEg: ) sqieR-
@w: Thus sefeaaar rests in words while the sudfamar
rests in the person,

4

P. 8. ynaggeaasme::— when a 3¢ orders his &7 with
the words ¢ ammag ', there is waar abiding in the g5 which
makes the &1 undertake mama, in other words makes
him s39 for agmaa. the walg in this case is the 7% The
#@Ag is the saf@. This wmar is the same as 3w which is
the cause of the 537 which latter is otherwise termed
iR,

P. 9. wmwRtq ete.  This general rule is given to
ear out the tatement @ = REyA=ad, MawEgey Meag—Ilt
should be noted that the #iatg®s are Faesu®a3e that

2
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is those who hold that a word expresses the genus of a
thing : as against these the Wan%%s and aigs are
FawsiRnaes and sRERizsn®agds respectively, Thusthe
import of the word @i is M@wia ace. to the Hniass, Wea
acc, to the S7fiws and AafRizsarm ace, to the dlas,

g&Niqs: enwgrEsm: Thus in the instance of
791994 cited above, the sifamiz of the gt i. e. his intention
that the R should bring the cow is the wm@ar that
corresponds to the mmsirmaar of the Vedic Sentences. A
Vedic Sentence which is a gsg—like a5a @i®m:~ does the
same function with regard to the s3% of the wiwm, as
the words of the 98 with regard to the 3ra’s saf,

A - o
AFFHFAFY g geuTATaE: Because the d@iatas holds that
the 33 is sritd, not the work of a person, not cven god.

P. 10. @1 wrasr ete. Beeause wiaaris o samqrfAdy, it re-
quires, a8 211 smas do, @, @gq and g¥%dsgar. To take an
instance, WA requires a &7 viz, the BREar (cutting of
the tree), a m9a viz, the wy and an F&wdsqar viz, the wnole
process preceding cutting, consisting in the raising and
lowering of the axe, g5t |@rsgm@I=eNAT ete. the meaning is
that the @1 of ausiwaar is the swiiwma i, e. 3™ which
also has @ -7, @rga and z¥53=aA of its own,

The following scheme will make eclear the wumar
theory of the #Himigss. :

BEG
f
ag (91 ) a (5T )
eIy fegq '

‘ "

srdioen (k) e (=dom)
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CHNGIIRGEH.. g5—The sentence is a reply to a
possible objection against taking emfiwaar as the @y
of wsghwmar.  To develop the argument an objector might
argue: why shoald you particularly take amffmaar ex-
pressed by the snemata of the serq as the ary of the susdhar
when you can as well choose the wra¥ as the &a > Thus
in the instance of 33, why should yau take the e
element in the %@ as the arg when you can take am
( rt. 39 ) as the arg 2 In other words, why do you adwit
the intermediate step of 5% (expressed by the sueziata)
instead of straightway admitting = the final outcome
itself as the ey ?

The #wia® replies by pointing out that amw and
eIl WA (the 53% ) can be both args, no doubt.
But we must bear in mind that the g, viz. snenatats-
wiEr is nearer the @Ew of which it 1s arg than the wiad,
For emearara is comprised in the same saa { sa9= sneamtg+
fefn) while the wiad is a different unit from the s
and as such farther removed from the fZw than the
smedratn, When different elements are comprised in the
same 579 there is found what is technically called
AR 9 the same as gaifaas® or Common-Element
Text. This is to be preferred to uswyR that would
result from construing the ™x with the @i,

HEAAT... 1 angeaarsgy:= Here is an answer to a
possible suggestion that number, tense etc. inasmuch
as they are elements present in the s@s q, are as much
entitled to be the @ of the mmsfraar as the smeamata,
The dHdmig® replies saying that though they are elements
of the s, still they are quite incapable of being as,
For, s and as@cannot be given asreplies to the question
® wrda. Nobody can- say &1 wada etc. They are mere
conditions of the sn&gmta and no more, But the et~
zites wdiaraar can well be the ars,
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fzrEarnt: et includes suffixes of other tenses and
moods, gTA as soon as we apprehend the Potential we
proceed to do the thing enjoined upon us.

|ryATRiei: ... stwai@ The energy ( 3wn in the case
of ansdfiwaar ) works out its effect viz, s@® through the
use of the Potential, just as the Imperative in wmEy
makes 3339 wga for maaa. ’

P.11, aea « wToed...|@=ad. Theapprehension of 37
etc. serves as the w1 in the production of swétwaar (i, e.
s’y ) by informing us ( F19% ) of the msdtwaar ( viz. 3w ).
which is already there just asthe Imperative sag in
wiwg becomes the % of the namzmsa® of the 13sy, only
by indicating the 3w which is already present in the
7% The @57 1. e. the Veda, in the present instance, is
already keen about our performing the sacrifice and it
evinces its keenness by the use of the Potential, The
knowledge of the Potential urges us on to ‘perform
sacrifices, Thus FziRwd becomes the Fwm of the andi-
wmay ( % ) by making us aware of the mzgiwraar.

P. 12, fisg MEARNqHET SEFMAATHIEWTA Heqq qT,
Thus RwfEy= is gras®sw of smsstarawn but =& (the same as
fdds ) ®tn with regard to sndiwmar which is the effect
(¥eg ) of the wwdwmar,

It may be pointed out that the question of feiRma
being the gvewtw of mselamaar is quite out of place, For, we
are to discuss the wtw not with vegard to the w=siwaar the
cause, but with regaid to the sndi wiam, the effect. For,
at the very outset ®u1 has beenexplained ss answering
the question of ¥a (@i ) #a¥q (w#¥ ) In the present
inetance, we are not concerned with the gnestion of the
production of aiamar but the production by wisgiwaar of
the emfiwaan its @, And a reply to it is to be found
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only in mgwawEIRdcFRA Bz @@, Thus weamessw
is irrelevant, ; |

The passage as it stands will give a decidedly better
meaning if instead of ar the particle @ were used. Then
the passage would show how by becoming the musg
of the ar=giwaar, fg becomes the smwig ( or fAddwag ) of
sndimaar Of, ftaiamqitarar~ a5 qusaieaaaraaid, sepmEe
fee}: FWEATETE, AMEITTAR™FITAEANTIE, RGN A S7-
Fgafiean sqamar g3 g9 Cf  again strq3ai:— seonsiami
RziRmd OET TRId | G T WO A WEAeREST %5
WaAREAAaEaRa | e @ ssgaEamseihaal FISa 2R @
=PI | AT (TR B |

gawmagar... 3teqid « Here is the description of
the R&genar of sedmmar. To revert to the instanece
of the g8 and the &y, the wnamgas3a™® of the Ry
resulting 'from the gg¥s 3w is accomplished by
the Imperative mood™ through the consciousness
present in the mind of the R that the execution of
his Guru’s orders is calculated to prove beneficial to him
in his Studentship, because the 7% is as good as a god.
( Of. snarRdr wa ) Correspondiug to this consciousness in

the 37, there is a consciousness present in the s=am that
the action he performs is bound to result into sormething

good for him, for, he gathers from the anfaig that it has
been approved. An sag of the type aigd &Rer 3aar { wy
is the quickest deity ) awakens a consciousness in the
mind of the gwam that the offering of a white animal as
enjoined in the R% (awed Aswedd uRwm: ) is swe,
approved by the Veda, which eulogises” the arg in the
spfiz.  Thus g helped by the consciousness of the
svred to be gathered from the siags results into the wy,

FITE T T] FAHIIA 1| RIRE  TEEEEAR | s
AT W FOTANN: TH AT QoA A RS TATNG @iy
For sz see the Section on snfaigs.
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‘ (5)

P. 13. sHistar=s1iea ete. when the gsma performe
the sacrifice, the sa¥ (snfiwaar) is a sy (wafes) which
has for its object ( a7 ) the ¥ viz. g which is the
outcome of a desire for &t (¥@ista), .

Dissolve si\si=grsidar fn fw: &, sdem,. Avq: =&
s, FATAsgeA9r. in plain words, means that the incli-
nation (3% ) is towards the performance owing to the
desire for a goal like heaven.

snEgIaeais: one of the two constituents of the
suffix, the other being f¥a. IveqTagmArgEq : Dissolve.
smemiaid g and not enearamt m for we lave seen
that smewd element is the same for all tenses and
moods. etema is called @wmr for it is FyeETRT

s : note that misfiwiamr and amdiwEm  are both
AAEF TS, ATEYTATHTEY... qiiend: Since the
snena element refers tothe #itaw (effectedness) it 1s a19%
of smar ; for, #itg@a denotes =R,

PP. 14-15. wA%e Enqaawaia: note that e
is the wrw and @@ is the @mw, SqTst:~ ansy Libations
whieh form part of the s@sha or introductory ceremony
in a Soma Sacrifice and are generally five in number viz
iy, aqaar, ge1, @f: and eI, At animal sacrifices
their numper is eleven corresponding to the eleven suf¥s,

(6)

SieRy I1y 43:—This is one of the most impor-

tant theories of the #dwie®s. ( See Introd. )
(7

qo:—UERAY Y A SHVATIRTYE conveying some-
thing that is not conveyed by any other means of proof.
To take the instance of i@ we learn about it omly
from the AR, wiidy ggur @iwwm:. No other swm, o
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Car

orgArE, 39H1 or 1Ay could have given us any idea of the
existence and performance of sufigls, It is only this &%
which is by the by a sub-division of @5z that enlightens
us about sER.

g 9 aeng@isw ete. The wording is a clumsy
imitation of sisddr which reads: as Af: srwagd Faaa #4-
T\ @ [iarged 33 1 ete. Construe as uoaifieg directs: &
ICICH znair QAT AATE VAR ARG B\ T T e@EsHeaAT-
R ST

aEnagewasaiaaa ete. The emphasis is on
sam=n sy, | Lt 3% had laid down something that was
sAtEaasie, it would have become superfluous and as
such fwds. But because the @y lays down something
beyond the scope of other sams it becomes afar, (useful).

This @fr is called sa@@@ to distinguish it from
qiERy and RIS,

gAroFacongra:~ The dmtass admit the following
sais or legitimate means of knowledge, (1) mau or
Sense Perception. (2) sigam or Infereme (3) =™ or
Knowledge by Comparison, (4) =z or Verbal Authority
(5) sefiaRy or Presumption. The school of Zmifi® admitted
besides wigwaa, the s@m for comprehending swis.  Read
GIZAGGTIT : TAGAGAA T TN T | SATWATT  GZ ANy
SRR 0

NS Read zeisesga:— smd Emax R aghiRs 1 aafkm:
QA L Argard gEsEaard =) Z0d Radisy) agn s g
STd: G4 g3 | agEAl aWEgReE | R W | A sA 9w aige-
HEEIFET FaERAEN HuETERRETgARIwEaat qusa aa-
ASHTGY AT (AR9H \ HHAWY: | MERT: WA sngasia: )
UNTHI A1 qeeAs SR | TS SIS M@ ES 9 sidaimda:
wien: 1agaigm1 (1) w@: (2) g™ (3) @ (4) o6
{5) e (6) wgen (7) AQua; (8) wmiwq, (9) aaqj
( 10 ) @
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P. 17, grawador qig: refers to the other @A that has
alreadylaid down the %34, rite. guwrs: only what is sub-
servient. W is subservient to sihig which has already
been enjoined by si#dis ggug, the amravi.e.  different au-
thority.

Therefore, zmgdi@ only enjoins the use of g in
the course of the g@. Such &%s are called wufafys
because they lay down things that are subservient to

the 83, In these, #iFs are already stg, the gw only is
stmg  This is what distinguishes them irom RREfRs
where both %& and 4 are 3. See fAREEE below:

g9y i e. gwand &AA, the same as [T-A/T, &w
g, WAAY= AARRT w9 Is not obtained by any other
authority. In the injunction & g3 both the @7 and
@@ the qm are obtained quite apew; unlike FmagifY where
the &w viz, «fidi was established already by a separate
injunction ( =gl ggaiq @ism: 1 g only being fRa by
the @ (SRR ), @47 3% enjoins hoth @ and Fwr,

&R I ncludes a variety of sacrifices in which
& or its substitute is used. Thus, @@ of which
IR is o varlety, arsgy, Uwgy, 3wuq are all dmay gws,

W9y Headenuar.. qiFqaRra:— Here is refuta-
tion of a possible objection of a qiaf@q, The gaaRT
might urgs that the Sacrifice is not @afEEe but @,
In other words, instead of saying that the sacrifice is
qualified by @it should be said that the sacrificeis Soma
itgelt, for thereby we resort to the @fimr or primary
significance of the word @w. This argument is rebutted
thus. &7 is a &% to be used at a sacrifice and as such
cannot be identified with the sacrifice itself with regard
to which it is a mere s§, Thus the afiar or geaw of
@ cannot give a coherent sense in the sentence, Con-
sequently we have to resort to @i in interpreting the
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word &, which (s5m) operates when there is gemiam (1,
gerrdary sgm-maz ) and interpret @i as Siad just as 1n
the sentence g=u: sfxfd, we resort to @gur and interpret
it as FiFa: s@afa (the lancers enter ). Aeauieeyon:
The @y (Indication or Implication) by which a word
signifying a particular object is interpreted as signifying
what possesses that object. It is so called because
“ Possession” is conveyed by the use of the suffix uq.
This is sgmeror s that includes the primary sense
and adds something to it. The Sk. Rhetoricians
admit three powers of words,

(1) afF or asfin : Primary significance
(2) sem : Indication or Implication

(3) susr : Suggestion, The aif#s and probably the
wita®s dispense with the third. Thus fifys are, ace. to
this division, broadly divided into swaffy, gwRy and
e, |

T WwgEAeE. Afweds fumg: The gdaRm
might urge: If &% z%a enjoins two things viz,
(1) The sacrifice and (2) the use of & therein, we
shall be confronted with the 9% of aadc. In other
words, one sentence will convey two senses which is
against the accepted principle that one sentence must
convey only cne particular sense. ( Cf, Sfafy :- s¥izaiys
a7 1 ) The R refutes this by pointing out how
in €% 733 two things are not individually or separately
laid down, What is laid down is aw as qualified by the
gndm. And as Raqw-RAswa leaves no scope for T,
80 WA i, if interpreted as Swaar 9w g8 Wiy, does not
leave room for awrrdg.

P. 18 & 5 sqifadtim. . Feqiwiiafurenwang An objector
would be inclined to treat the case of &% 3@ as being
3
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similar to that of of a1 gR. Just as ur /R is merely
a guRly with reference to wfidid wgwa ( not wfimw
ggara wiwm: a different AR ), so @@ qda will be, ace,
to him, mere quiyi with reference to the san@fly, shfgida
i@ gwa. This will, ace. to the objector, enable
him to interpret the word @in by @fimr as @isw@ which
is always to be preferred to =gwm acc. to which
“giy’as used in the @A™ means singg. The RS
repudiates the suggestion by pointing out the fact that
SRS @iEar a%a and @FYS ggaw are not cases of
gimilar @%s. While the former is merely an sfymrRfy
because it stresses the weurars (aif¥er ) viz. @imid, the
latter is an w@RfAfR., A gwld® is possible only where a
«corresponding swffafy exists. g gfF can be regarded
as a quAry for there is a corresponding w@™AMN viz.
afgid gge . But @i#7 #9@ cannot be interpreted as a
g for want of a corresponding iR, SHifaERW
witert 930 being an s aud no more, Therefore,
in @97 g%t we must find not only ywiwwm but
also smffdam ; hence it is a giRRDwRAR which is other-
wise given the brief name fARsR®. 1t should not be
supposed that the designation of @%@ a¥%@ and NS
o &Rt by the dwiar as AR and wfrewffy respecti-
vely is only of theoretical interest. Their distinetion
becomes sufficiently clear when one bears in mind the
fact that the Smsa ams form a wide class of which
wWiqda ie only one variety, emu, Usigy, and some others
are @wgms but not wHifSws, sdFSws are performed for
heaven, asqy for kingship, swayw for increase of relam,
and so on, So, if we take sUIRSNT g%a wilem: as an
R in relation to A% Ha, ewdw, gwgw and other
s would be left out,  So @1R 43 itself is taken as
s i and iR both, thereby including within its
scope not only @2 but all other ame performed with
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Q. syifagin < The later ritual texts give seven varieties
of this:- afign, s@sw, IFs, GeRF, ada, & and
sgeia. It should be seen that atsde, srm@siv, and ewimia
are not regarded as si@siw in the older @fRars like the
AR’ —Keith. The following description, from the
mgFega, of afrgia will give a general outline of a
sqitagi.

FNASHA @EA IR AFERa AR IR -
AEAsHYar A | &7 B JGe: | aNHSKT ey snfzantiE | 5
;| 3qaT FEARAIGT: | TS OIS | AME FE W 4 g 2
HAGAN: } FENU: | ¥ SEGNOE | § W qmidAEd: | SwHiEe e
BdaRay machagnr: Ameasmd T 1 ad GdugiuagaRady sawe
WAHIS A S QEHAFAFNGEAE, | AgARA AP AR -
TR, | GRANT XA GRS SR B | @ TR, |
QT W SEM: A9al: SR | AN JRUAIU (AN IF@SIHRN |
FFIA IGUA ATERFa=E Redmrgd SvageaRRe® qrend-
guegwIfy | &ed) widFq: (earthen) | aa s Sr@arEe™ GFRE
FoEe (Ao SmAde W: w0eM: | 9 QEiETARR eTRAugInT:
(awdta ) sz | @F i EIREnI | SO arafiamaaan | o g )
AEEgRTIaa | § N8 WA AU AR IS: SIS :
T | G ATGHAIRE | GRASGEEEEgAT
qd: SgAtanRIRAEAT 4 | G T TEARAY JGEN HAeA | AeGHHIAIN-
SRATTEHIE? |

Qiwag qrrs : From the standpoint of the period
required for their performance, W sacrifices are divided
into three broad divisions. wsig : One day sacrifice,
oidia : Lasting more than cne day and not more than
twelve days @w: Lasting for more than twelve days and
upto a thousand years.

P. 19 7g 3r¥gam... ARmERaeE The objector wants to
repudiate the suggestion made above by the Rmm®m

that for want of an SaRmAR. @@« g9 cannot be taken as
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a gquRl, The objector suggests that sAfuSHa wrenir
73 should be taken to be both an wfmdf and swiefrfy
He cites the case of the injunction for the sf#g sacrifice
(9= @ agem: ) which has been admitted by the fzfaq,
to serve a double purpose viz. that of an s and an
sftrsa®.  Similarly, be urges, saitg@a ete. should be
regarded as afs@Efy and swifE both, This would
enable us, says he, to interpret @ifa 7@ as a AT there-
by resorting to the primary sense (sf#ar) of the word &m.
The faznA argues: The case of sfzqr ¥ agy®m :
is quite different from that of saidsidw ete. In the
former which is really speaking an si@w@Ed we have
no other @@ which could be taken as swiRE® and,
therefore, even against our principle that one and the
same &% should not, as far as possible, be taken to be
hoth @fy&R and SaRRY for fear of arp¥z, we are com-
pelled to admit it as such, for want of an alternative.
( w=rgaeed ) For, when the @ has not been enjoined
where is the use of the &ifumix ? In the case of w=ifSHn
ete, we have the other &, @ifw ¥3%a which can be taken
as the safffE- So it  is unnecessary to interpret
SRS a8 wivsi% and Swid@T both, Secondly, says
the @i, such an interpretation of =g ete. will
make us open to the fault of @sqdg. The same A%
will have to be supposed as giving expression to
diverse statements viz, those relating to sy and
sitrt, which is against the wiwiar principles of inter-
pretation, It is true s ete. is also open to
the same charge; but there we have no better
alternative, If somebody were to argue that
gra g9, if interpreted as a RREAN will give rise
to R viz, guRwa (8w ) and SaRuEw (mﬂ), the
il will reply saying that there is no gma¥x in this
interpretation, ace, to which @w has been admitted to
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be a Rfgu of the i, am. Thus owing to the fidew--
fierg between @ and wm the possibility of ameRk
is safely set aside. Read emddi:- 7 = GWa RN
TR EAE AN 7 i A SRR | AR ¢
T R AR AdgwfRE: |

P, 20 agt...[afsfarsa It is better to resort to =gm
which is really a w23 than to ae¥ which is a sy,
So rather than admitting the a¥a9%g resulting from
sqRiEwT ete.  being interpreted as an @A and sfv@R-
7 we should admit segm resulting from the interpreta-
tion of ‘ G’ in 4% F%a as Gwadl Read smqddi:— wgon
f§ oz AFrEEg AFARIN: | SEAFAAAINE 9 T QINHAAAT IRAA'-
| QUSRS S |

SFag:- Shway agwenid awE. A sacrifice performed
for securing animals,
®)
AX= =gl faehat a9y,

©

FReTEaHTIATaE:— The Wword =y is intended to
exclude such f@®s as enjoin fruit (%= ), subservient
acts ( gus ), sequence (%" ). Thus am excludes &@eim-
e, sfsA® and s9mR®, What should be the class of
s like o%ar a3t ggsm: the so-called wafAfds ? vame Ay
says they are primarily wftsrE@s and swf@fs only
secondarily, for want of a separate saifaR. Cf sz
¥ qgEW 37 A TAAEAETET | SARAEE g SrEeE.
fAersaa i @ qg—a, G,

FHeasq note that the form of the rite is twofold:
g and ¥qar.  So normally whatever @& enlightens us
about the two jointly or separately is safmfy. Thus
amMATsTBTR WAy is sy for it enlightens us about the
seEas (a sacrifice in which ghee is offered in eight pans)
being offered to = the ¥sar. Sometimes a z51 may be
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enjoined, Thus 9@ a5 is an R, There are cases-
where neither of the two is enjoined explicitly but ia
“only implied and still the AR is saRfa e g. stk
‘@R See below.

P. 21 ot3 = . .. woredwt owag i- The =7 or Ay of
the SR’ is to be construed as the s or the inetru-
ment of the thing aspired to, This rule has been
envolved to avoid a misunderstanding re. the ®¥T,
which, on account of being stated in the accusative,
is very likely to be interpreted as the @y If a %
like afglx were admitted as the @ it will clash with
what has been elsewhere explicitly stated to be the
are of the & viz. @ in the case of eikg ( Cf. =fivrd
ggaa ertmm: ). To surmount this difficulty of & clash,
they interpret the i in smiifaf¥rs to be a & in relation
to the @y Again, it is obvious that s rite like
& can never be an end in iteelf; it can only be a
means to an end. From the agw of switfy it is
evident that this variety corresponds to the smafai
( Cf. «figid ggara ) and REeAR (CLf &7 a%a ) of the
firet division of fifis, srrafafr quify iRy,

7 qUTET A...qaqeaG® g | The objector takes
exception to the definition of SRR us weewsHiws by
pointing out how it fails to embrace all smitifds.
He points out how sf§ri gar cannot be erevmas for
it does mnot enlighten us about either of the two
admitted w18 of a Iwr, 757 or Faw. In witiget ggam we
have no muftaw at all. Is there any ¥mafiws then ?
No, says the objector who effectively anticipates
anybody catching hold of the word & in sfirgis and inter
preting it as Qamfdw (sm3 3= ). This he does by citing
the authority of ¥faft.who, in one of his s or maxims
oalled the acrezaa, establishes that in the word mini



%3

‘we are not to read sifiRgadam but only the nomenclature
of the particular sucrifice. The fagfa rebuts this
argument by pointing out how the definition w¥E®I-
aeg® must be interpreted more freely than has been
done by the qauisr, who requires the &@sr to be
explicitly expressed. The g1 says that the @e7 may
be sometimes expressed; but it may be occasionally
implied too. Thus the&®7is expressed in srm=issEae wak
or in @A Ivr but it is implied in s#@% @R, If, thus,
we were not to interpret the dig of sdgres as implied or
expressed and if we were to insist upon an ezpression
of the ww®q, the fgi~am urges, we shall be confronted with
the undesirable contingency of having to admit gufifas
like = gt as Soiiaitrs because they exzpressly stale
either of the &@wus (%57 g in the present case ), making
anomalous the position ot fafys like @f#@s g which
merely imply the @& and thus do not come up to the
standard set up by the q;-mﬁ What' function is the
@R, going to assign to such fafs ? Nonme, He will
have to discard them as useless which is definitely un-
reasonable when, acc. to our interpretation of w@ewds
as expressed or implied, they cease to be useless, being
ngen the eminent posxtlon of Swftffys, Again, an empha-
sis on expression of Fiexwd is bound to land the g,

~ into difficulties. This criterion will compel him to
- admit gRfrs like = SRl as Imifafys for there the ®a
(s )is expressly enjoined, If g @@ were admitted

a8 an IR, ATRH FER w111 be useless, Thxs m an
andesxra.ble alternat-lve : :

In plain. words, ifin & R neu:her of the wus .is

o ment:oned they should. pe. supposed as implied, thereby
. muking the fft useful. After such a A% becomes useful
8 Sﬂfuﬁﬁ the other ﬁﬁs whxch expreasly mte the L
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or ¥ should be regarded as yufdfys only. Thus in
cases like siftifis 98t and z=n ggug both the ffés become
wda and we need not discard either as useless. Of course,
had there been nofAf like wfigit @gif the R would have
straightway admitted.gear ggary as IQ®RE just as he has
admitted 97 wxa to be an suRRAR Cf. viparfing:-aoars ok
T A A TR AT Sl | ATETSITY 1 is a term
givenin q, #i. to the several maxims evalved, particularly
by ¥ffa, for the interpretation of the ritualistic Vedie
passages, d@medwN receives its name from the
gt (% 1 4. 4) woed arqmed, in which JRf states
that the injunctory text (wmw) declaring (sew) the
divinity (@) required for the wft@x is different from the
text #REH g, MR 9gad, ace. to MY, does not give
the gwan of the @@, The text () that gives the Fuar
is REIRAM: @R @y . «Hds ggaa gives us only
the arrr ( name ) of the rite, ace, to AR, wqrwARSCTE
That is, though &1 is not explicitly mentioned (we)

it is implied, suggested ( witad ), in e FER. ;

wy almost a technical term to denote the essentials
of a sacrifice, Cf. the citation in the fgw of 3 : 1. 16.
R, IO T AR A gl sRme G = ey

9)

P. 22. RffwfAf corresponds to the qwia® of the
first division, Both the terms are used as synonyms by
our author, Cf. ymfedi = wrader ete. occurring in the
course of the sagw of AFARTA.

P. 23 & f§ gfiqar... Qraasesd @AW :-A word in the
Instrumental is generally @mwm with regard to some oy,
Thus zar the instrumental of R shows that the latter
is a @w7 in relation to the @=r signified by agum .
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And as a @ew is always subservient to a are, %X becomes
the i of the §in ( i. e. s#@™ ) signified by Fga .

P. 24 goend... arg&meag:-The significance of this
sentence will be appreciated by recalling the statement
made with regard to SRR : s v AR Tw: WOUAA == :
In saffiaf, the sread (i. e. %% )1s to be construed as
the @M@ (%) to the . In RAFGWAN, the w@ad
is S0 be construed as the @=. Thus while in the
TR, AR IR, M means g ¥ wmdg in the
A, T GRS, I means Fq weda. Thus in  the
former ( i. e, €7 ) is conveyed the idea of www ( @w );
in the latter ( 3% ) is conveyed the idea of 3 ( ar. )

WIAWHTRANG ... SrHgAw=a@ In some cases the
wiaa conveys the sense of smwr. What are these cases? They
are where 7uis like zf are enjoined as instruments ( & )
to the production of () a particular ®® In other
words, these cases are cases of what are technically
known as %erg Juaas a8 typified in the R, g1 greres
W In the instance on hand, zf#& is the s of gixavmam;
the use of the zfir produces %3, So g1 FHTEHE IgIA

_prima facie means T= gx4 W9e. But this is not the
total sense for it ignores the wed (g ). The s in such
oo args is s, Thus g gewmer wga means
& ( s ) ge g wada | What makes us read emu in
the wrand is the wmigr about the place where, to take our
instance, 2 is to be used for producing g, This et
is best satisfied by taking the radical semse viz.
which is quite handy ( @%@y ) as the wpwr, With this
way of construing, we achieve a twofold desirable result.
(1) We make usefal the words g@@em which wonld
have been’'thrown aside as useless if we had emphasised
% as @y by interpreting the Y us gwn 35 wwkg, Thus

we do not diacard sny constituent of the 3R as uselesa,
4
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( 2) We satisfy the expectancy as to the place where
R is to be used. It should be seen that this expect-
aney is a sequel to our admitting 37w as the arg. In
the guiafy, = ggur this expectancy had no place, for,
there s was the &w for accomplishing the %™, gm;
and the relation between zftr and &1 is too clear to leave
any ensigr. But the relation between gfir and g*wr leaves
scope for @mwraian, How possibly can gf& produce %3,
we ask, And we are satisfied when we hear that by
using g% in the sacrifice we produce 3=, It should be
seen that %@ quasy is not, properly speaking, a aufifer
and as such a discussion relaticg to it is irrelevant in
this place. werr quaRr ought to be regarded as a variety
of swywrfad. The only justification for its discussion
in the gufaf portions appears to lie in the fact that it has
as a constitutent a gu, Read avminy:~ sRRR a3 x=nRam-
SR oWETal SoaM RWd ot @ g gonady

T TRAFAE FgA, ~ RIS I B TR JHAA .

©(10)

WERIGANR ¢ Assisting, which are invariably

present in cases of R&if¥s of this type,

P. 25 stgeg is paraphrased by wgmwromsiarse
which means : the charac teristic of being per-
formed by the activity (#R ) of one who is active
in pursuit of the supreme (w) aim. Thus
saras, egawe and such other wws of at sacrfiice
are periormed by the person who is sy in pursuit o
the ®¥a viz, @? by means of zh. Read wwiwe Ry : -~ |
TGRS W W IR TTHIIRY SRy Joer piwre-
M T EFORRA  JUIRY  TNIEVER SRR -
sigerdiat gl st dga |

wpi fy also advances an alternative exphmtwu
of @Re. He says @ may also mean a ¢ different (®)
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objective, Thus & etc. which are the «fiws are the
® things intended to be performed. When z3 is to be
performed, the sswm performs samsete. which are
hence wiggmrmeim=r. Cf o waedl zmiRw: | aar = qawde
syogwefiaae wadi duf swag« The second explauation
appears better and is in harmony with srrxisweat,

qraegiqard :— Which is synonymous ( wuig ) with
¢ being intended for something else, ’

(11)

ax s @ gfa: A being direct statement

does not require any other sams like 5% ete. to prove

its object viz. subservience (fA@di). In the case
of ¥¥ etc. there is afem of xfd, which is assumed to

get a sanction for the @Ram, See below, under ¥
Cf. vtralivey @wlodvady sworacerQe: ox: « The  word
iy excludes the wmw, g which is @ but which is
not {4, for that too depends upon an assumed #fa.

fawrst, sitwvansh, and RS9y :—This is an analysis
of the constituentsor elements of a @A To begin
with, in RfAgiafify there is the element of fium conveyed
by the use of the potential etc. Again it includes
the element of efima (statement or specification)
when, for instance, the z=1 Af¢ is specified. Thirdly, it
includes the element of subservience when, for in-
stance, the Sigw is stated to be subservient to AR by the
accustive in stfiq SiaR,

P. 26 fgwmmamr =ik includes Subjunctive,
Imperative and other kindred moods and tenses,
The present tense in fai¥s like sifédis @i is to be inter-
preted as potential. ®|NG reference to @FANT element
described as Ri=1%! i in a ARAWRE. For tsifmm and
el see below.
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(12)

FAEgen Stdwt aengeEm g signifying st
proves the subservience to the wd. In HAifg%iSa, af
becomes the % of the s/, . Thus am is e, =HR
an oiF. a3 gOSTAEaaa: [t is not the A itself that
is used in the 7w but a product of the A viz. glem
So in the injunction under discussion ##iff has heen
specified because it is the material (5% ) of which
gier is made, Thus A is used w{war only in the sacri-
fice owing to its being the meft of gierm which alone is
used @a. QUEEL:- GUSH qga A0 g @ q qaemARied-
ReiAdm:- werweuga. It is FA1ER, ace. to anfyEs.

qu1 qun:... &famiaaqr :— Here is given an instance
of how sometimes the 5zfJ is specified, though it is not
directly used in the ., We find injunctions like agr
#%. Actually we do not offer the whole ag as the gia:
We offer only some portions of the ug such as gga, agy as
g4:, in accordance with injuctions like &w graeSisaaRy
o ama:, Just a8 9y is specified because it is the sl
( the materinl source ) of gg@ etc, which are the &, so
A is specified because it is the ¥® of gdwwm which is
the gf:. About the ug it should be seen that in the
ot the whole wg is offered. Cf. aw fg (g )
TioRTE ded wEed: Y cied TelagEwediy T Q.
fg. Needless to say the whole discussion is to prove
how wiatar g is also enjoined in some cases,

P. 27 weurgr...qid swiomd  Refers to the purchase
of &g a ceremony forming part of the &m sacrifice.
Keith deseribes it thus: Then comes the purchase of
g in which takes place a pretended buying by a
cow, but it is taken away from the seller ; there isa
clear mimicry in some measure of the winning of the
divine drink from the hands of the wwgs.
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The sentence awwar etc. occurs in the suiRemssw, sreow
red asgast ( @: @rga: gen: ) one year old. Our text drops
one more qualification mentioned in the original
viz, e tawny-eyed one. ongugediiy The word af
shows that this is an instance in addition to the one
given viz, ARAFRa. Where is the necessity of this
instance then ? A reply to this question is furnished
by agft #r¢q ete. the purport of which is as follows:
In #fRFE5a, A% being @ (1. e. corporeal, having
a form ) could be directly ( @wiang) subservient to the
g, For a wug thing can by itself serve as an &,

But there are cases where emg ( incorporeal, having no
body ) things also can be @Fs with reference to an
sffT . And such cases are illustrated by taking the
case of smpy specified in s ete. The word e
is in the instrumental and as such shows subservience
(gdar sy ) of aiwe to % (#wify ). But g being a
quiis ergd ( only 7= being 35 ). How can such an smd
thing be subservient ? In plain words, how can we
give enay and purchase @ ? The reply is that even
sgd things cah be subservient indirectly through
the medium of 5% things, the only difference between
the subservience of #d and omJ things being that
in the former the subservience is direct ( @igna) while
in the latter, it is indirect (wwar), Thus in our
present instance sng becomes subservient by imposing
a limit on the z4 cow (WemeraR<yzgw ). That is to
say, onwd becomes %uiF through the medium of the
g8 @wsw on which it imposes a limit (uaff=8% ) to the
effect that only an s cow should be used for buying aw.
We give sy through the medium of the cow and
purchase &%, Note that this principle is applicable
to the other attribute wwgweia also, For, being a gqu
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it is as much wgd as e, wA is defined as FrOTATEN:
A i. e. whatever possesses limited dimensions.
This is an attribute of some #7s only; gn and ¥ being

. Shorn of technicalities, g% conveys the ides
of being embodied.

qigorey HAimged fgainyear : —It should be seen
that stgm is #idr and not #HR =iwwmw. For here the
relation we are concerned with is that of desr and dees,
The <ewr is always aifgq with reference to @er which is
a%. In the case of the instrumental, however, the relation
is that of @ and @, @ being naturally subservient
to the @, {Feftaraean : — B showing i gives us
the object of the &ar or action.

P. 28 digoi @ Hifgeassqrd.. . Iqqer—7The idea is
that, to all appearance, &% continues to be the same
whether it is si&a or not. In other words sigw, does
not bring about any tangible change in the form of Afk.
The &f remains the same and thus its form has nothing
to do with the stew and can exist independently of
it (%9 fmsy: ) g sqFETaETyg® --— What is the
use of fga if it has nothing to do with velvaa ?
The answer is that something unseen (®gq%) results
from Mew in the absence of which the =iq% will not be
there and so the awt will be deficient to that extent.

=g :— Read - armfism: ewiRors: sam guils: |
d§ MRATWGIRR wview agfn | SRR dantae: 1w
w1 wesfi SRR | goaw Ry Qoftee: + Why  the
sintess admit 31gd will be clear from the following passage
Irom the sdwtafm: — afagrguad,  engafefeet
FAGAAAT RFIEITATIERARE I ¢ g 1| ARGt
AR RFSUTIAASITR S RAIREt ut srerarnirETaTTR
I S EINEAGE WY | qa AR ST W
g, | (See Introd. )
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U §AY 3iANY... e 17 Note that the adsigs here
only refer to some dwRs of 57 like Sigw for which no
visible motive is found. It should not be supposed
that all srFs are sigdwas.  For, certain aigs ure w@=id e. g,
s@ge@ has the 7919 of Ageastu.

RPN IIA1EaEg : — They caught hold of this
rope of law. (%aey gaFeardmingaU. W ) geps@rarimTes
The ssiar catches hold of the horse-rope ( am: sifirafay,
ag 95} 71 WA @ s ) The reference is to the pro-
cession of a horse, an ass and a goat going for collecting
the clay necessary for manufacturing bricks required in
a g called wim@. While catching hold of the horse~
rope the ssw@ recites the &3, gmamenagaraes.

Fdge.. erarigragead The o is epafimn
It shows that the ¥ is subservient to snf@ In other
words, the &5 is to precede the holding of s, (Note
that a=f=wo always precedes the particular act; because
the @318 are supposed to be reminders of the acts to be
performed. )

P. 29 anzadiges Sargeanw Here sigady is e and
not gM emeEwaiE, for the reason that §w is the @y and
not angadiy which is &g, already there,

ATETA G~ Mg M RARARRY | Meqengger d@d ¥ &Rwd
4 @ qmihEae- Teweigd. ofwy: fAfadgwi— refers to other
ff¥dm fraReyfs. Thus the dative in ¥meoy o sa=sfy
proves the subservience of ¥=Eew to gwewgW ( ¥AFEw an
assistant of the &g also called sag ) and the ablative
in @ qAidi gRMsTa proves the subservience of w
and @ of gfi: to srgia. Note that we should not mistake
all A%y whereever particular cases like the acc. oceur to
be R3amARs, sBEs @ and 8% I5a@ do possess the
acc, usative and inst rumental but they are not fRara-
fdXs. What we are to understand from the instances
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cited heretofore is that A4 can be conveyed through
the different cases.

(13)

CHEAYEAT: ... THQGYer: 9 grngeaw | What the
dmigs tries to prove is that we sacrifice only one male
animal because of the suffix element ar in the word ugmr,
in the injunction agwr 3@ How does this subservience
of @& and & to =« result? The process is as follows:~-
In the word ag=r we have two factors, the sz (the base
word) ggand the sy, a1 The latter consists of three ele-
ments It conveys to us &r%a, §&a and @Ea. [t conveys swwa
as every case termination does. [t conveys gea because
1t is the termination ot the masculive. It conveys wsa
because it is a singular termination. Of these three
elements &% or the relation to the action 15 naturally
the most important and thus the other two elements
viz &4 and vEE become subservient to it by vanaraygfy,
because the subservience takes place in the body of the
suffix (wAima) &, And as #@& is subseorvicut to the
&1 (viz. am ) g and v also become subservient to it
(i. e @) through the medium of the & This
subservience of §&a and g%d to the @ of g™, inasmuch
as it takes place in the body of the word uwgm, is called
useeyia.  In short, weead and 4&3 become ®w@mF because
all the three are present in the same factor of suffix
(Twfrerafd or swmIREAgR) and they become ammg through
the medium of the #7® which becomes yrmF on account
of being stated in the same word agm ( wwwsR or wyfd ).
Note that the phrase gawgs@r 3 aimmge is to be taken also
after s®iwEm, So the passage reads as g Q=g Cwa-
SERAT: ST BT, | TR ¥ AN |

FHICH:~ TN G 9 T GG DA T QRS
T 5 )
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ATEGEANATLANEIATIT WANFE  FRIanAaraga:— We
have seen before that the termination of the potentia
( Cf. w5 ) consists of two elements siem@im and e,
The fodar conveys the idea of the potential only. The
seqiain conveys the idea of the & in all its aspects and
ag such it conveys the idea of the t#a al<o in our case,
@ being a termination of the singular. Now as the
sregdlm  primarily signifies endlwmmr as we have seen
before, the t#@ conveyed by the same s becomes
subservient to the snvffwrgsr. Thus, @ becomes =¥ of
andiara because both are expressed in the same wrera
element of the suffix a (wamfiraEf )

THUFHAT I JUMGAH-T%A is subservient not only
to srfiwaar bat also to rT denoted by z9a. This is due

to the fact that @ being a termination cannot stand by
itself. It requires the help of a x#& ( base word ) to
stand upon., Thus & stands upon the root ag conveying
the sense of a1, And as @7 the i is 391 or of primary
importance the sndfiwaar one of the constituents of @ be-
comes &% of the 1@, and &3 by being an =¥ of the
amdiwae also in its turn becomes an &« of the xum, wry
i, e.gu. As this subservience is occasioned by us=
and 3 standing in the same word 39w ( To9% ) it is said
that this siwa is due to (w7 or briefly wyfd,

It is by the same method of interpretation that
in gg@ 93q the ts and g&3 become subservient to amr
by . cs@ and & become subservient to
$u% first py wafimasfi as being embodied in the same

termination . They become subservient to the f&am,
wwt by ¢®9e3Rl because a1 being a termination requires
a basis to stand upon, This basis is the ssfy, og

and by bringing together the sgfiand %@ we get the
)
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%, . As ug becomes subservient to am by being
the #w% owing to the addition of a1, g&x and gwa also
become subservient to it because they are subservient
to ®ws. Because this subservience takes place in
the body of the word agr it is said to be occasioned by
TEIRAR.

P. 30 7 = sro@iar. .. SRS agqea:- $en being
ag® is ®93 i e. cannot exist without an smw. So
how can it be subservient to the sniwm® ? The reply
is that it becomes subservient to waw through the
medium of the Agent on whom it imposes a limit
(uR=8x ) or, to put it otherwise, whom it defines.
What is meant is that, to take our insthnce of #¥,
the number one signified by the singular termination
limits the number of the Agent to ome, and as the
agent is subservient to the wmar, the number also
becomes subservient to it through the Agent whom

it defines. ( =amTeakgr ).

FAl W SRS, aMRaF :— The para explains
the propriety of sjwi=dzgw. When we are discussing
the subservience of @& to wwa, how should the =§
come in? By stating that the wsubservience of
dent to WAl takes place through the medium of the
% we bring into the discussion the #3. What
is the possible connection betweed wam and g ?
The %3 is always suggested by the wam, e being &
smaR 18 impossible in the absence of an agent and
thus suggests his existence. Naturally enough then,
there is  counection between wawr and %3 and there
is nothing illogical in the % coming in, in a discussion
relating to the subservience to wawn, 'But there is also
another and 4 deeper significance underlying the passage,
It embodies a reply, acc. toq. fig, to a Yarmm objector.
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Instead of saying that @i&ur of 33 is subservient to the
Wi by THIAE Y, could we not say asks the objector.
that gemr is subservient to the = by wwiNamsR ? By
admitting the former you take the ewema element to
consist ot wigarand d&@. By admitting the latter we
take it to consist of #§ and &&m. Our view is the inore
reasonable. For, we hold that the siremg element ezpre-
sses the &3 and dear the wam being obtained from the
arg.  So we leave nothing to inference as you do when
you say #di w@gitevs: Thus aceording to our view, I5q
ezpresses all the four %d, &, wia and =, while accor-
ding to your view it expresses only the e, war and
ar@d, the %3 being left to be inferred and to that extent
your view is defective, The fign?sq repudiates this
suggestion by saying that it is more reasonable to say
that sneard ezpresses the waar than the =d. ( sem ®
was=ry ) For seara conveys 5@ which is the same ag
waar,  Naturally, therefore, we have to leave the %§ to be
inferred. It thus the % is not expressed by the smerg ele-
ment how can we sayv that d@&aris subservient to the qaj by
g ? We should rather say it is subservient to
wiaar expressed by the smeama element through the medium
of the &g who is inferred. Read tduwifig:— 1 = FGIETA-
AR WA NGTHAS TN A= | FARG: T FIAT TN wae-
QAR SEIIFATAETa dga: ( BRE: ) sgUEHESTAwesyi

A | (14)

¥ PR: fFFiEa: 9T FuFaTHhegigaearg Here
is established the superiority of 5(d to % and other g
This is done by establishing the superiority of s to
o which latter is afterwards proved to be superior to
the rest. Thus is proved the superiority of %% to all
other smwis by wramsfwgorars. How is sR superior to
&% ? In giA we have the direct statement for the fafadgny,
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Jor doing a particular thing. In 1®F there is po
direct statement and hence we have to infer the exis-
tence of onme, before we proceed to fafdim, So #fd
produces its effect more swiftly than &% where we
have to go through the intermediate step of inferemce
of a =i, zft at once leads us to fafRdm while fowF
makes it necessary to imagine iy first and then, on
the basis of this inferred #it, leads us to fafam.  To
put it technically, 5@ proceeds to @Rdw in the order
of (1) enfasaiarm (2) R While feg, proceeds to
&5t in the order of (1) enfd¥gsfigga (2) =figear and
(3) g,  This will be explain why =@ was defived
as QR T

P. 31 @@ uden.. Ry R —An  ios-

tance to prove that ¥ is stronger tharn R In ‘®a1 3
R o eaR g FA MEIIHIRSY we have the R .
mgaergadsd, On  the basis of this st we recite the
4, which anomalously enough embodies the praise
of 7, at the time of worshlppmg the mgeer fire. Had
there been no R, wiswagesd, we would have made
use of the ¥ on “the basis of the fow¥ and because it
alludes to 1% we would have utilised it in {-mma
and never in wRwenweam. This shows how in the
presence of %% we dare not use Y@ in ¥Huerm on
the authority of R, but must use it in miasficem.
This establishes the swey ofgfét in relation to few,

#qram @l 3% SHRy qigy :—O0 Indra, thou art
never a destroyer (®Wi: ) of the liberai giver (qgRt )
but art gracious (&%) to him. wgqer :—igaRRlow:
¥ dgw: | Aaiiee: - @5%ega It might be wsked where-
is she propriety of the »f% insisting upon our using,

an A in opgena.  The question bas been discussed
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by 3w (ILL. 2 )in connection with another s, fdem:
guAdl agal - where % means #ft by mgw, Similarly,
&% is to betaken to mean @fir, in our instance, by sywr
and thus the use of the &% in spegweam is accounted for.

(15)

P 32 megammed (@§a—A 9% is said to possess
sense which may be either 4lfft%, &, @z or dtfiwea, The
sense is qfig when it is derived from the sense of
the etymological constituents taken individually
( #rgamrs ). Thus qra% possesses the fifis sense of ‘a cook’
based on 99 and the sgaas s both its etymological
constituents, The sense is #Ws when it does not
take ncte of the etymological constituents indivi-
dually, but is based on the word taken as a whole
( agzwmie ) Thus when we interpret 1 as a cow, our
meaning is based on the etymological constituents nat
taken separately but collectively. In the case of dmws
sense, we take into consideration the individual etymolo-
gical constituents of a word bfit limit the use of the
word, by convention, (&% ) Thus though dss means
‘mud-born’ we do not use the word to denote any mud-
born thing but only a lotus, In the case of difimes vense,
we take note, in some cases, of the individual etymolo-
gical constituents, while in others, we look at the word
taken as whole and thus we find the word sometimes
used in its etymological sense and sometimes in ite
conventional sense. Thus the sense of the word afig
as based on etymology we take to be anything that
shoots up and use the word occasionally in this sense,
Sometimes its use is conventional. Thus when wfirg
means a particular sacrifice the sense iz not based on
etymology but convention alone: for the sacrifice
has nothing to do with shooting up. Really speaking
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g ought to denote the power to convey any of these
senses. But we find the dwigss limiting 1ts use only
to the & sense which is the g sam ace.  to them.

|THLT qagEqri ete: cited from FaR®’s a=aids (Tth
Cent. A, D.)

AT GATCHAISEST Wy: :- aneqr is based on the i
sense while & 18 based on the &g sense.

P. 33 3 aic¥q...gadar The word aid: ( ghst
gl ENGREREI: SOOIl Qe giged: - saegiiead )
primarily denotes any one of the following species :

A T WeATIH QU SETA
Asw AR 0 i gRATa: 0

In other words, these are the gexr wf§s. Sometimes
the word aiq is also used to denote other varieties of
grass less sacred such as 3y and others which are only
secondarily signified by the word ai§g and are hence
called, #wagy. Now, when we want to decide the iR
of & #3 on the basis of fex we decide it on the scere of
the primary significance of the word and not its secon~
dary significance, That is why we decide the @fAqtw of
the #=, af{fage T to be at the time of trimming (&)
ga and such sacred grass and not grass of any inferior
species like 3#3. In other words, we determine that the
#%, wWigdeagd Fifit | is $w@aaw and not SemwaRIw

Had we decided the fifRaiw on the basis of smen we
would have used the @75 both at the time of zmiR=aaiF
and gzuieraer Read w. frg:~ sieaunerdifidnga wism-
wgayd af: @Ay Bavgamsly, aRFTeE Tl wewg somar
réeTt geqaidtt SANEAE A g SAREIRl qNEETRgeaRETgoLaT
Moafist sawaiaed:

wERery  RAfER e —RiRdw when it s
to be ascertained on the basis of fé% must be ascertained
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~

thus i. e. by taking the primary significance into
consideration. Thus when we want to determine the
Aiwam of the @, awd g8 fdwf on the basis of ¥, we
determine it to be at the time of making a libation
to Agni.
(16)

P. 34 srauawgis...argqq Herein is proved how
¥ is rcgarded as superior in strength to asa which
latter will later be proved to be superior to s#wm and

other mams. The superiority of @& is proved by
adverting to the fact that in deciding the @@ of
the &,
Wi @ Aaga g | gaE IRAT G FTH
afens iz I siafig | Aot A9 gaagar:
we pay heed to the Rg and not the ama. The
47 contains one sentence constituted of twe clauses,
The first clause is &9 & @ga zud ga@ 9wal @3% ST
and the second clause is aitamiiy @y wfay Hgot aw
gaegare: . We regard both .clauses as forming one

sentence hecause in the second clause is wused the
proroun afed the cerrosponding noun for which viz.

€54 is incorporated in the first clause. The use of the

pronoun in the second clause for a noun used in the
first  proves that both form :ntegral parts of

one sentence. If we had paid attention to the ammwaw
we would have used the wholesds containing the a@r at the

time of @ ™ und would not have split it up into
two parts as we do actually. For we utter the first
two 91gs Wi, %@ at the time of preparing the
seat for the gterm and the remaining two wigs at the
time of placing down the Wwm, This splitting of
one ¥ we do because we want to pay heed
to the ™% of the #x. The first two wgs of the

4% mean “I prepare an excellent sest ( @ w5 )
for yow I make it worthy of being accepted
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(@& ) with a stream of ghee”. From their im-
port we judge that these two 9gs are to be used at the
time of agasw when we pour ghee on the spot where

the gliem is to be placed. The last two ags mean “Sit
on it, be firm on that immortal spot, with good cheer,

oh essence (#g ) of AR ! ” From their import we judge
them to be meant for use at the time ot giemenw. Thus

we see that we split up one sentence ard use parts of iv
at the time of different ##7s. Had we any regard for

amy we would never have split the one aFa as we do.
We would have used the whole of it, at the time of

@33, This clearly proves that @i%7 is inferior to %,
It should be seen that @ operates with regard to @s
for the e of which there is no % and it determincs
the subservience of &xs aloue.

(17)

P. 35 gaf¥eqran : aafemg to speak in close juxtapo-
sition, Note how the word has been paraphrased as agmmo,
rEgEiRar as-Gaamasn  orfe argmEaiimaad 1 Prof.
Paranjape prefers the second reading for the following
reasons :—(1) Because it is the reading in the sneg@l and
(2)because it clearly brings out the difference between
aReaae and aEyaam,  For, according to th's reading,
FEYsA exists Fgrnnd, only in the absence of cases like
the BMar and farys like Y= mgweaqe@ed and Ay are &R -
AREfYs un virtue of the cases or FwsyRsam. If Bdeaa-
#Hsf were aceepted, even the @ilas will be brought

under @FsA™,  For it means that anffengr is possible
not only where the cases like the ‘v are present but
also where they are absent. But this choice unnece-
gsarily limits the sense of the word ammr. We find the
word a4 in almost the same sense in which a Yamerw
uses it. mwwnfid, for instance, defines amer as geinayy:

i

4y . And our limitation of the sense of s by accepting
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the reading °R@urwa therefore becomes unwarranted.
How even sidsz®r did not want to limit the sense of

the word becomes clear from his citing & 8 ggd etc. as
an instance of 71# while proving the superiority of &g to

|14, ¥ 4 984 Mt ete, is not at all Batmemy gafimaER.
The cases like #drr are there. Again our author’s

explanation of @aAREIRR as FQa: ADWAERA:  GI=W
also strengthens ttis conclusion. Hence it is better

to admit the reading Fdm@wEast even though it
conflicts with the snddt, Cf. Hatenfang —agraEaiEeRy
AT | T S Al BAN | o SREwaa 3 AN W aEe
el | gg1 SmAgETHEYa oW gstwawlai  ugEi
FAdndiRARaFsaaaETRaiTEey | Read 3t on Jafs’
7 WIRASE AR gl SRR we c-—cwd:  wEmy and
A% T Fusamwrd wrEky o WA 1 e Fedmw giEeR - sbwER
3ia = A awigeafdd = gs1q 1 Note again, how zag on.
3. 3. 11 says that smar oy is a @,  Thus by accep-
ting the reading Barmawas® we do not unbecessarily
limit the scope ot amasw, But still there is one
difficulty. If gdflr and such other cases also are
accepted as coming under aiFy, where is the difference
between aFgmmm and FaRegRsww 7 The reply is that,
really speaking, faRegs do come under the class of

as9 . How the two could not be sharply distinguished
is evident from the fict that the same instance smwar
wga=al ete. is given by some like the sn@mgsR as. cne
of @i while by others like the =natamremsr ( after
the 7th. century A. D.) it is given as one of .
The truth is that where in the sentence there is an

explicit statement of @AAm by the use of cases, itis
Ay that exists; where, on the other hand, there
is no explicit statement ot fRfANT by the use of
cases, but the @RQWw is implied, it is amgsam that
exists; though both are amgs.  {@diam@ : Refers to the
w1 cases other than the nominative

6
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fedtarerarasia  Even in the absence of #R® cases
@3 by aFq is possible. This is illustrated by : u
et ggla 7 @ wd Bis gana (J § 3-5-8). Of this
only gwimit ggiaid is relevant to the topic on hand.
R @ is Rdemawash eafiemg.  Here guimdie is sub-
servient to . Thus the aft in Fdmmrnasi includes
the possibility of famim being proved by nominative
and genitive also. qu @@ : disrepute.

o quiargal : gafEgrERrd c— The sense is:
Because guiar connoted by wuadi and ¥ ore awtAEd,
@ becomes subservient to the @ . In other
words, @ should be made of au ( i, e, @t ).

(18)

A AAGFY ... oqg@eyng Here is given the reason
why we should prepare the 3§ of o and not any
other wood when no visible motive can be seen in the
use of the vom 5. gg signifies the @qd that is created
thereby. In other words, the 3g is to be used for pro-
ducing sr@?.  And the power to produce @i is possessed
of by 9§ only when it is made of o7 and not otherwise.

P. 36 smwe@gwogrr The @ is to be used

for holding the portion of the oblation taken
off from the bulk of the material, say, zf¥.
(7| to cut off. sma%r). FAEfd...quiarqy: Here is
given the reason why the @ alone should be
made of @ the same as ey, emughmitw i. e. holding
of the oblation—portion taken off from the bulk-quan-
tity is done only by means of sig, So if the avimar smyer-
SERVEIY 1 i8 to be created it will be only by making
the 3g of @%. g7 and other sacrificial utensils are-not
sraaigaiond and thus wwdra is not enjoined in their case.
98 - | OIEEHAAST R Ra | wegwege, -
qaR gaRFAEIRR (qEaERAY: | 9geag. Note the stanza
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for the different varieties of wood used for preparing
different ?smﬂs:-—%asg;'ar g S aqrageel S | Tz TG
Qe gt wa: 0 ¥F  qoidr...qassegE:- Here is a
digression from the main topic, The principle enunci-
ated herein is that what are known as sawndia or ammy

fafqs function only in the szfmms. The fAgfams they
leave out of their scope, the Jg% or afaia producing the

same effect in them (i, e, @zRs ). What are the sfan-
wndiaiatas ? They are fafgs that occur in the %@ without

any reference to a particular sacrifice, and as such must
be the common property of all ams, If they are the

common property of all ams they ought t. be construed
as operating in the wafis i, e, sacrifices that serve as
models to others and also @%@s 1. e. sacrifices which
are performed on the model of the =3, But the Hmtar
view is that they operate only in the case of gxfas but
not in the cuse of A®fas. The reason for this resiriction
of waapdiaf@id to sHla is this. The several details of
the 55 are transferred to the &R by the sg#aza other-
wise called afgm or rule of transfer ( sEREBEzR:
#eq | ). The detail epjoined by smweadafiia also
could come in in the case of the f&s@ through
the medium of such Ag%. So while the Jg% brings in
the detail that forms the object of the srvandiafafe as
it does the other details,, where is the necessity of
supposing that the s@R¥mdIdiEa operates also in the
case of fagias ? It becomes superfluous, so long as
the dig® av is there to bring in all the details of the
gsd into the @sR. Therefore gWiar becomes wsig in
all sgfaams, through the @@, while it becomes mg in
the F@ams, through the Aigsa.

Read zai op 3. 6. 2. 3fy sl fAgal @ WAk, sid aq 95 ¢
S5 I SgEaa [FFH AN | qd A sAREREAHER | aen
AR, SALATAA T [y |
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(19)

P. 37 ax gwea...fAz@:—Herein are defined sz
and 3gRt because they were referred to in the discussion
relating to the smmvawiafifr in general and waid iu
particular. The following citation from aiwafs
gives a clearer idea of the two : a3 & ai swaw wnvar-
Ad SaEed @ SER: | 79 Adusadd wd9 wANREE @ dgh:

FNYORTH -— F3: Y CHFMITHIA TR g
I\ FAEAT | qggt B EeraaE aEteg: [ anmd 9 ()
siRmEETS (2) Ty (3) e ] @@ amm smaensgt
Fra=y H3=qT: |

qloinrg =— didmel WA gmRNE: | @ W grre: |
(1) sidmsemas  (2) sdgaw (3) ssdmdscesus It
should be seen that in both ams the performance extends
on the gfiag day also.

|agm  mentioned by the Rk, & = R
(%.4.2. 2 2,)=faym the same as =igs Rule of transfer
It is defined as wsey yordiem Guwsa: =z accounts thus
for the word, in his wrr on & 7, 1. 12, =@ swm ¥
e fARAr o' andicr ey dnf ¥m: U1 JEEEr WA g
afvguaia{idaadt ety g aig AN omeasiEmR  YageE
Ipedl ARG | BEAR IEET | TEARETT JE Ay
&% | YRS Y7 EndisRRe g Rer: 0
' Frediafaty is one which is &g =sifmmeda
afda: \ [ smtentI+@®  enww :- the sense of the word
¥mA a topic, &Ry to discus a topic | s intro-
duced when no topic was being discussed.

(20)

A T IR qeigularergey | :—The i
et ggiat sdtgdat wyealsEAIY occurs in the wdquar
a5 along with another sidmidg shrgvardiglal agrar-
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swar . Both these #%s are enjoined to be used at
the time of offering tufts of gWsin fire, The question
is whether both the s are to be recited in both the
s ¥ and Mima . And the conclusion is that ¢ zesh ?
etc. i8 to be used in the g% only and so* ssigiay’
ete, in the dlimeqm alone. This conclusion is arrived
at in this way. %t has decided (3.2 6) that spaiid
are the aars of dowra and g2nd of & . Since #zwAl have
been decided to be the Zaars of 23t & since g=iRssf: ete, form
one ¥ it is quite logical to make use of the & in the agfm
only and 8o do we use it in that @, Similarly, saaa
etc. we use in the q@iowrgam only This is a clear evidence
to the fact that awr is s@aa in relation to s&w. Had we
paid heed to sww we would have used both the #ss in
7% a8 ‘well as dira, deleting the mention of the 3= to
stit the particular am— dropping the words sufigiar in
zd and @l in A, But this we do not do for the-
simple reason that to us am is more powerful. Thus
beosuse gl etc. form one senfence we use it at the
gt only,and =T etc.  at the ddiarg am alone. gegmEi-
;- The a0 refers to the remaining portion of
the %=,

(21)
PP. 38-39 Inqusiag SHwony STt 43

Here is being defined s®m the fourth smm for showing.
RBAR or subservience. s#w is defined as Swamian which,
plainy epeaking, adverts to the mutual dependence bet-
ween the a1 and its sRiwdsga,  When a arv is laid down,
it is 8lso necessary to lay down how it is to be perfor-
med, its g@%exar (procedure). And thus normally the
T along with its gR&asgar forms an organic whole
which is called s%w, Through the %% runs a unity
occasioned by this igter-dependence of the constituents.
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That is why 5% has been explained by some 38 amFaay-
| TaEIH ( =1gEE ) and by e a8 sdqRitedsyarareie-
g=ad | Thus sarsfafys along with other @i¥s relating to
gaimdl and the MA@ together constitute one sww,
How there is interdependence ( 3wn®ig ) between sew-
fis and za@meR™ is made clear in the present
section itself. When fa¥s for the =i#s like the watsis are
given, we find that they are not complete in themselves,
When, for instance, the sarsiai, afdi g5tk ( he offers to
the ity s) is given. we ask, * Why isis to be perfor-
‘med, what is its object’ ? The & is silent about the
object and hence @#tg so far as the object is concerned.
There is ®sigr which is the same as svsaisiar, s and
sa@d (whatever is brought about with the help of others)
being synonyms, Then we look at the &, efiquiaranat
sdtEIey a3 and we are at a loss to know Aow gigmdl are
to produce &, In other words, there is zRwdsagwsim
which is the same as sumEsian, We see how the sawfils
require to be supplemented with a % and the afplaaRfy
with gfasderar and decide by the zwmwasar which advises
us to bring together two arwie things, that they form a
s, Once we admit two constituents as forming a
5%, it is easy to see how they are related as @& and
afft. That which is @sfa for the s which is the most
important aspect of @ is #rg of that which is @wmte for
the swdsaar which becomes the sfym. Thus sww also
proves Subservience. |firg one of the syms., s is
the name ‘of the sacrificial texts or invocations and of
the a7 oblations at which they are employed. They
are generally five in number viz. afiy, gewas, ge1,'sffg, and
argar. In @iy, the sisq oblation is offered to the sacred
fuel. The word smw is thus explained:— swm-
T, & §599 AR sy | Arqugdfidan,
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(22)

FEIWIAIEEIa. . FhquarEeng@as As W@ is signi-
fied by the sear of any verb, there is wamr signified by
the use of the s=¥, @ in 35 in zAQAMEAT I39 as much as
there is one suggested by the a in 33a (=¥ ) ot afrd
swig. Thus there is waar both in the s@s and the sfys.
The former is called minor (siFwm=ar or sErawwaar ) and
the latter major ( gegwEar ), Corresponding to these
wraers there will be smraFen and gesswor. Thus sEgwa@:
along with 571 ete.  form geasw@ and sms along with
its subsidiary rites like @fimmm will form asmrawaw,
Thereiore, it is by geysstm that saisis are subservient to
AT,

A= THAIE. . INGIHIAT Qg e i, e
sared This subservience due to s#w@sam is possible only in
sHfqars but not so in the @sfirms.  For in the @sfas on
account of the sifm ( wFiaEs: %dsa1 ) s¥wdgarstan can-
not arise at all, Neither is there @umtar or werstan
for there is no #wfAfy enjoined in relation to it, And
the @@ regarding RR ( say @) becomes fuwia or
{3 and thus no scope is left for 5% which presupposes

swmster.  In other words, in the case of s, there
cannot be s&tm which, as we have seen, consists ot sRFfify

and s, for though the awf™ ( say about @) is
there there are no sigfafts, When there is no s#w much
less will there be @f@eia due to s,

P. 40 srgargrai T [Ameg9e1:~We had just seen
bow swew-fAfAin is impossible in the case of #ws which

were transferred to the R from the ssit by afw
because there was no suwsig nor fFmreren, This was true

in the case of sigs found in common between the
s and feRl. But there are certain s=s which
are hot wPRwaRR@ and hence occur in the fR quite

a new (%gt.). Such #ws lare not &fRzw3x and
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hence there is amstgn present in them. Though there
is femstan present in them, there is no zuam e in the
fighifaiy, for, the =f¥a has silenced that e almost
completely. Thus there is no wwarsien and naturally
no 5%t also. When there is no 5% much lass can we
say that such wigdsins are subservient to the &R by
sww, Then the question arises, what mukes such
¥¥s subservient to the @#fa, The reply given by the
dintgs is that it is @pagam that proves the fafaiw or
o7 in such cases ( ®A3a @g@dan ).  Because both the
AR and sEAEAM oceur in close context, the latter
is said to be subservient to the former,

anﬁam an unprecedented % e. ¢ awiw, s ot
the fsfa, @i, not found in the & i e, zagowE.

Rpma—Rrarad .
(23)

P. 4] spameraaiey i—agas  that s implied
by the s in the verb of @nfifis like afawl gy,
Even sigs will have sub-ar#s both together fornung the

HAFRIEL,

SRFHAU-~A ceremony forming part of the sams,
[t consists in stepping towards the smgawiz fire while
offering the oblations, It is enjoined in the fAfk, wfiewd
s, Note araurad wisq :— siwesy aifiwres e Rege e
e O g S Qo ggan | akaREUE | AR=sEraEe,

sfvmn and  such other rites are subsidiary to
Sa by SRR . W §ITAG FIAA. . TAFEAGH
q means ARPRAVRY SETAFA. &3@ means textual clasp,
“tongs.’ We understand sfimww to be wnsug only
because @it is found mentioned between two cther
rites which also are sunws. To use the figurative
expressibn/ of“the wiaiass, wfwem is ddqeda, the wdw
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being formed by two @%s which definitely belong te
s, Because siivhawm occurs between two @iFs of wamr
or a3 we would now say, is ¢ sandwiched’ between
them, must be itself also wusig. But where is the
nacessity of looking for this feztual clasp to determine,
bo take our instance, afimww to be saug ? The reply
is that if this clasp were not there (azw?) all the
seremounies like sfimaw occurring in the zdpmasww
will have to be understood as ( sgusegi) being sub-
servient to the zugiwel (sawiw ) through supplying
the sRwdswar or procedure of the §&g or s
Because wifiknw is &%mmfd@  we construe it not
with the swwaar but with the sgwism or e, Ic
short, it is &% that enables us to judge that sfisyr is
not gRiAEF but smenE,

(24)

- i. e, in our instance, FRwIEd: SaITE-
aFignda Note the significance underlying @rgag. When
an &% is enjoined with referenoe to an wifiFy the latter is
merely reiterated, injunction relating to them having
already occurred.

WAAAYR FEGIJAAN ar—aie takes the ghee (@m:)
in the gg from the s7yq, In this &%, we find one ¥ of

the saw. Let us call it gamom, 4t & saremt Ryt g
knows the copulation of the waws, In this v fgaes,
is enjoined, sETSAt fYA: Here is s smm—metaphor.
The aqaaa—=ges: g@a: form one f@yw and affg-wgsa: afda:
form another, @muraid pointedly remarks: waer gerexr weeq:
Rt &% wala | aEraes MgTATER: | Iqyd-  eraEiRim
WEen 39 S B &R sgmRa JmOSEIM SURRW WMW-
aRyoreetag: Y ARaE STURRE R — slammieese. Bet-
ween these two 9a@a and Mygada occurs the wfvwrawinfy
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Hence it is 4&maRa garua and figadga being the sub-
#¥s of the arx, 5919,

P. 42, w&yd fAgw: SO0 Sged...gqd He who
knowing this ( i. e. expulsion of s1gts by the 3as with the
help of sniv) offers sarsis destroys hisenemies (srgeq). He
makes the offering stepping near (the fire) for his succéss.
This embodies the sn¥manfay. It should be seen that
§&q is present wherever more than two sub-smre are
stated, Thus it occurs only in an s wgww. It should
be seen that if efipsau is sarnw because it is dgmakwm, gar-
aqa and Mgage are waenws by there ezplicit connection
with s, in other words, by 5@ As this dgw takes
place in an sgasEwW it is seawE© that is supposed to -
be the fifRuisssam.

TATSRGE ... TUNGHRTE WAAG—5ASEGT  eans Sy
e ariaER WAa L But how is this emd to be brought
about, is the question. In other words, we want to
koow the gitwdeaan of sursts and it is supplied by the
gamae, @A and figRazafifs which thus are the wws
of the s/, And because sn@r presupposes swrqar, they
are &g of simyaar also. It should not be supposed that
s can have no gRwdsqar. For sfwaswar is not the
exclusive feature of wewaa only. Whatever sort of
W@ it may be, %% or 8%, it is bound to have gRrder
&c. Thus sifipeaw ete, satisfy the sRedsrastan ( the same
a8 Bdwarsien ) of the ergwnaan,

(2)

P. 43, g w&xdi not only emem  but gew
also. fgmr  fafedrest :~The  swwr  proves the
R0 of f only, We bave seen that the wdwmrstan
is satisfied by the oms of the gwmw, And it is these
w®s that are subsidiary to the gegwmt by swwm. So with



o1

regard to the sub-sme of an sw it is www that is
concerned with the sRiwd=mr. The szRiwdar consists of
actions only. How it consists of actions is made
clear from an instance within the experience of all,
When we get a command Fsitw fomma, its staseaar we
take to be the raising of the aye and bringing it
down with the hand, It is the action that answers
the question &% gaiq. It is neither the hand nor the
axe that answers the wiwarsier. Thus fstemamsta
being answered by the f&ar, 7 or @w can come m in
sRdeqar only through the fmm. They do not directly
answer the question #i g . 1fsRwdsmmian is answered
by @ and if s&m is concerned with sRmdsma, it is
easy to see how the &@aPa or thing enjoined by sww
a8 subservient can be only f&ar and not zs or o,

geq uw {ar :—Three broad categories. wdm...
famdegaraar=aa etc. The expectancy about the
procedure is answered by the various actions mentioned
in the close context with the s9m&® because these
actions themselves require a % (3% ). See the
discussion on Iugwen in the definition of swtw, =R
is one the & of which is specific,

(26)

P. 45 g =..usggrg@ia—Here is established
the superiority of s to & by adducing an instance
from the vwgassw. The wwga occurs at?. & 1. 8 and
of the several sms given there as constituting the
uwgy Ay is one, Near this sfi=dflz are the
injunctions eErdffeafy, T Ry, WawrAEER. The
question arises whether these 333, s ( overpowering )
and sreman are Uwgaws and not simaEws. The R
WUREHEA uwgda g9@ suffers from sawstm and this is
gatisfied by these ffs which suffer from sl
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So they together form one %, gy being sam and Y=
etc. subservient. Were we guided by wiasam we
would” have taken ¥wa., etc. to be sfid=digins. But
this we do not do. We know that afiadly is a RsRam
and as such has no symrsizn. How then can we connect
with it the ¥|a ete. ? Thus while determining
subservience of g etc. we are guided by the s@w and
not the @y,

usigg:—The Royal Consecration at coronation.
The preliminary ceremonies begin with the first day of
i on the 1st of wega., With the 15th., of the
month commence the observances for a year. After
these follow various libations and on the lst of ¥x
comes anointing, In Y follows the #eaww at the
close. wigiffsafa: He plays at dice: Read Xeith:
The position and prominence of the game of dice
which was played by the king are interesting. Tt is
possible to see in it a connexion with the foretelling
of prosperity, but it must have been made the more
natural in that the king was interested in the revenue
to be derived from dicing. ( p. 343 Religion and
Philosophy of the ar,s and the sufiugs ).

U= Rwrfas- Keith: A mimic expedition for booty
is performed; the king in his chariot goes against cattle
of his kinsfolk; at the time of the fees he plunders them
and they surrender their belongings.

(27)

P. 46 Jmramny. . qurEeqqaT e is first divided
into two classes: sty the same as qzaRy and sgEWEE
the same as srggaiR. Plainly speaking, when we judge
a B, or 717 to he & of something else, because both oceur
in the same context, or selate to the same performance,
it is on the ecore of wmsmm. The difference between
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qisgRy and sgpFERW should be clearly grasped. It may
happen that there may not be wzaiz but still sEzaaim
may be there. See below. wuraiam again is of two kinda:
Sometimes when looking to the order in which the
F9IA%As are mentioned, we decide their connexion with
respective aFs, the determination is based on Iu&EmE,
Thus we find, to take an instance, Y% 71w and JuEER
enjoined in order in the ¥y amgw. In the Fpaoh
dfRar, on the other hand, we find the &3, e,
U9 33: and Jqlisdiwaq in order. We know that the
Wwgefian, and @Rar presuppose the same order of ams
and, therefore, decide that since FE® @ is mentioned
first, the &% cited first viz. st G=sr Ra: is sub-
servient to it; and similarly because Famwm comes
second, the # Jgwissiswa occurring next is sub-
gervient to it. This is what is known as awsa. It
might well be asked, “Cannot this @&aw be due to fax
a8 well, because the &ws refer to @d and I
respectively. ” The reply is that it is not so. Were
we to work on the basis of &%, we would use the #zs
not only in the particular sacrifices mentioned but
also in several others where sacrifices quite Jifferent
in nature might be offered to the same deities. So what
confines our use of the &8 to the particular sacrifices is
ek not F. T BRI :—Here is an
instance how the srdagesr blindly incorporates sentences
from the smedft without taking care to see whether
they are proper or not in the context. In the s
the word %q has crept in into the section of &na and
therefore anaddl explains the word. sidmgsr copies the
gentence verbatim though there is no occasion for an
explanation of the word %1 which has not occurred
so far,
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(28)

P. 47 guwuizanss=y...3qfaga etc. These #xs (viz.
nees and sgaEnaEgs ) by the position they are given
in the series fulfil their %uen#tan by being connected with
the zris oceurring in the same order. The #=8 possess
Faarsian for there is no explicit mention of their RfR@w
aud we are anxious to know what sacrifice they are mesnt
for. (\%ad). Every 3, as a rule, we know is intended for
one sacrifice or another. JFarEar.. afafqraadwgTa -
FFaigs=The ags of a Az, The refercnee is to the
&dd siw of ufzd which is not present in the ssR, Such
Wy aiws of the fFd are subservient to the latter by
wmsam (@Rfas ). For their Fawiwiar is fuifilled by
the mg@ of the % itself in close context with which
they stand (S9Rwua ). snwadig is such on sg¥m in the
Rt giggl (also called wmgad ) in the W@ 4. Tt
stands in close context with &gl which is enjoined
with the words, aw3di emell igweeE: amgd is the

wamgia for its @@ is | mentioned  (m®am ). wmads
standing ip close context therewith must be subservient

to it; for the aceepted maxim of the Fatess is
weRaRuEss aggd which means: a fruitless rite menti-
oned in close contexst with another that posseses fruit,
becomes subservient to the latter. So it is eqamam that
determines the sm@ or AFdw of the i wiws of fFgf like
eRmEms.  But it is not all sg% aiws of the fsfy that can
be subservient by &@sam. There are two types of
sggwws of @5k which become subservient to the R
not by & but by s&wm. They are thus exceptions to
‘the general rule that sigd sms become cubservient by
& s, These exceptions aresi(l) When the sty
is laid down with reference to an sm that was already
there in the 58, which, in other words, is adevelopment
of the sgar (2) and when the sigai® occurs in s clasp

47
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formed by two sms which are taken from the sgft itself.
These exceptions will be clear from the instances given
in the snadft. Regarding the first the emuadi remarks
a7 AEdt sEagaRe Al g Sigmd @ Al R guEARe
A T, 4. There is a @sfigm called Sl (in
honour of & und g47) enjoined by thefifd, S Aameda
wawm: In this s three vietims are to be immolaled.
While immolating the victines are tied to a g1 which
accrues to the @midt by wiia. In other words, so far
as the 7 is concerned it becomes 3 in our @ AFER
by afdRz; it is not anwdAtE But this g7 used in the AFR is
not of the same kind as the one used in the =%, For
-the 7 in @ is made of ewat in keeping with the &%,
sfyvall 9@ %Al oceurring in close context with the -
M3, So the sNgmwa comes in our AFR as an sE@EF not
found in the szfi, But siigraea is quemEang fAfka or,
in other words it is merely a development of the g9 which
is wfdmmg and as such, ace. to the dmiws, siigwwa beco-
mes an & of the g not by, &na but by =swwm. The
second exception takes place where an siggert of the &z
ocouts between two &8 which are not =g, which in
other words, becomes &&dq@ or sandwiched, the #&m
being formed of SEwrg sms. The instance given in the
wiRd to illustrate this exception is of the smwagias them-
selves, Because smag@ins occur between the wws and
wgaw that become sm from the &R by wfRm, they
(i, e, wmagms ) are considered by snih to be subservi-
ent to the gimgdlamt not by o= but by ss. Note that
aRy gives wwEWs as an instance of wsTIRRAW
while the sdféng cites the same instance for weRfwm.
Thus one cites it as an exception, the other as a rule.
But it is only fair to remember that it is erdésmer’s
view that has the support of wites authorities whe
take wiwagis as illustrating e,
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TPAFTGIRA O oS@gdlRd, YqUUGa™i or g¥mia™i: on
authority of emsddr so closely followed by the srldsmsr
it is only proper to accept the readings o#wgaRs and
Gamaraal, STrHAR - consisting of three engis offered
with the #% emwaer smwmew Jar: ( Be gracious, O gods.)
in the course of afse@is or @iy which @em explains
as a means for conciliation: 7w GrmEa  wER: dmgud |
JaeafzEfa ar alggui. Ace. to . iy there was the other
reading snwAi@w which refers to the offering with
the @38, eww@ RN, Wiad @@, But possibly because
snwigw is not an w19y Agw, U, Fry says that the reading
is WIS Q3.

WAAREHA. .. AMSALAFIYA :— An objector might
say that siwegws do not suffer from Imwisegr. For
just as in the case of the fufsa @t we take for granted
@i to be its independent fruit, though it is not
mentioned in the &%, fMxSa@ @ so in the =mwmms
also some such independent fruit should be admitted,
thus making them a swagm. But the RRufaa says
that the case of fpafsr is different though it is without
a specifieation of fruit. If, stands by itself and does
not stand near another It whose fruit is specified.
Hence we could admit &t to be its independent fruit,
But anawgms, though they are without specification of
fruit, yet stand in close context with the gfugoflum
whose fruit is specified and hence the @& of wisgeht
becomes their %@ also by the rule weamifyrws oxw .
ST :— fafgied R RaSe 9Sdax oy
FEER 4 AANIGUNEN W wIed iR W we-
Ry | ¢ 9w RO o %6 T R oy ek W
o K SEEUE 2 1 - gahe-Sfbsaeed, I{ an inde-
pendent frnit were admitted in their case, their
position in close context with the FifewsfeR will
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“ecome futile, For Amfwam, Of. IR : - ¢ &t @m
w5 wRRwar 1 e loc. cit, ok R QET: e | 3
o | RS et 1 el AT s
(29)
P, 48 wm—-ﬁm Here is being
illustrated the variety of wm described as sggmear or
emgmasd. In the normal €ig  sacrifice of the type
of 3w three victims (9g) are to be immolated
on three different days, The smigidiaeg is, immo-
lated on the slqaawr day (or the day of the fast), The
-@wliy is immolated on the &itr day ( the day of pressing
@& ) and the wgee is immolated on the smwr day (the
day of bath). In the siRSimswwm are given the several
sacrificial details ( &ge= ) to be performed before immo-
lation, The chief of them are 3w and wiftEw, s
-cousists in touching the victim with the two %%s, sora-
wigmae ete. and @ 9gEm etc. TR consists in
waving, from the right, & fire-brand of s thrice round
the vietim, Then the victim is tied to the post. These
-are the various &wre or wis in the wwEm or eonsecra-
tion of the victim, The question is whether all these
wits are to be performed in the case of all the three qgs.
The reply is that they are to be performed - only in the
-onse of the srfikfiaag, Why ? Because these wis have
been specified among several things like the constric-
tions of the giwiwwwst und fear which are to be performed
on the eigres day. As on the slvawa day it is the
eefiiefiy victim that is immolated in sccordance with the
AR, ¥ ov e ( ewieia: ) og: StaweNysy srwstsa: all these
w8 are to be attributed to that victim only, Thus it
is the =ige, performance of the several thing on one
and the same day that haa determined the subservience
of the wis to the wififaisuy, The difference between
8

e
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sgymaR@ and gaRm will be made clear from from the
instance of the swfistdly gy itself. There is no wzeRw
between the esfiqiizag and the wis, For the R re.
the spfiMiataag occurs close in relation to @twmaw which
takes place on some day earlier than the sfigzga ‘while
the @ re. the wds occurs on the siwgws day. Owing
to the 3l above cited the asfidifia victim is immolated
on the siigg@ey day and the wds mentioned in the course
of details relating to that day naturally apply to the
sty a alone, Thus by sigemaszs and not uzaidy the
wie become sifdiary, sfigaaey has been explained in two
ways, (1) Day of fast or (2) day when the aswa stays
beside the fire ( sfredl Fonfnfdae: svw@: )  qgreEi:
Read zawen@a on 3-1-18 @ffa 9 igaal: surewl, 3w@Fd, sig-
qieey: gatadied, &g RmeafE@aagT: o sgdey is sacrificed,
QAU AR, SRR Segser el i EaoHasa
Aqefae, IqreTa:- EEde ag sRan o a3 3wl
T adi: gEAd affvamerer (@Y ) et ageRa v
g g ( eg: ) Awal SRElaEi SeEwiangEr  ssiadwigaar
T 9 IgI WY IR TIV 9 ) R OO |
( staagdfaEsT )

P. 49 anidmeatstanat... weqda dawgd These ads
arouse #wsigr, in other words, we do not know what is to
be achieved therewith. Then we at once conneet them
with the #ig§ which is to be got by theimmmolation of the
9g on that very day, which (wrgd) is the thing aimed at
on that day. In other words, we suppose that the ag by
undergoing the wis produces the i} expected of it.

(30)

PP, 49-50. arw ®ast... qURToarSTge Here is proved
the superiority of e to wmeur by taking an instance from
what, is called by the Ritualiste as the dldwimery in the
wigimrexsm, In this s are given all ffys relovant to the
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q&im. In it are mentioned the as for milk and curds
called sravaarys (@l ) and also w=s required for the
goem such as gew, Sg@w and hence called UL
In the same ®% ocours the wa, g 3surg w80 ( Be
pure for the divine act) which, from its import, is
to be used at the time of cleansing vessels, The
questian arises as to which of the two sets of vessels
is to be cleansed with this #=, @mmaEs or guemmaEs,
The #mtas has determined that the @ should be used
at the time of cleansing the @avaars, because it occurs
in close context with the f&f¥ relating to them., Thus
he ignores the consideration of the Appellation
(@wear ) of the wme viz, eims which would have
induced him to use the #occurricg in the dafazEce
only in the case of di%eiRm® vessels, This proves the
superiority of & to @mwar. dif%, as we have seen
before, is the word that gives the sense derived from the
etymological constituents taken individually (sreazaa).

(31) -

P. 51 3w} SifFwt = some appellations are found
inthe Vedas themselves; others are brought into vogue
by worldly usage. The term ggswa is Vedic ( Cf
YgQigama: anvea o, g . ) while the term smwada is worldly.
The former is found used in the Vedas themselves;
the latter is brought into vogue by the =m@®s or
Ritualists. wigAaaEasgong® Read udwivg - weue
ATRERT MATEIIG 05FEH §79: | '

/e (W owEd dR W gm EdsReReag: )
Vessel used at sacrifice for drinking the juice of Soms,
a kind of flat dish, pan or cup; {acc. to others)a kind ..
of ladle or spoon, Agc. to the amms these vessels are
generally of a square ‘shape, made of wood and



60

furnished with a handle, but sometimes also round
or of other shapes. Note that each of the
piiests had a @w@ of his own that varied in shape
from those of others. (M. Wms.) @gawa: refers
not so much to the vessel as to its contents viz.
armeg.  This is clear from the words =swawegw (drinking
the contents of the wwy.) oM@TIMT QAHICIAN: =R
designates the ¥9%g which is supposed to be composed
for the srad priest, just, as the %4 and =wag are suppo-
sed to have been composed for the ©g and swg priests
respectively. So to the different w®¥1s of the
I9¥ the @y becomes subservient by the same reasoning
acc. to which the §g becomes subservient to the wwg-
wgw See the remark of u, 3y cited above against * figane’.
WEqA: ete: a comparison with the various complex
problems, raised by sneda in connection with ARG
will amply justify this remark, The eidsg treats the
iRy with greater brevity than the wn~d#t. greea:
g%, : 90 etc. They are so called because, according to
" they were conveyed by the cattle at an opportune
moment ( g+ ) to &% who was weakened in the course
of his flight after g,

(82)

. P 52 uarewwdw SR (AIRET...... AT
ey Tra=Riaf® Here the s stated by a mRdmfuf

are examined. These si¥s can be broadly speaking of two
kinds: %2 and ara. When a 3w or sf¥ or #% is enjoined as
subservient, the o is e, Thus when an%a enjoined an
subservient to #7in ‘ st wwgwn ete. ' or when ‘the
wifd, 951 18 enjoined as subservient to @m in ¢ agwr g’
or when the z9, # is enjoined a8 subservient to aw 1

¢ RPN’ we do not produce these wws; we only make
use of them that are already there ( &% ) and are not to
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be produced anew (& ) as in the case of @y w¥s In
the case of the fimey sigs or arsy srgs like the sams ete,
we have to produce the surws etc.  They owe their crea-
tion to our activity, while #f, sy ete. do not so owe
their creation to our activity, i ¥ =malsyg: The
3 shows that these Rg®e iFs can never be ermd as
some varieties of arreq wigs are ( See below ),

gaTgitt When we use the 5 we see before our eyes
what part the#df playsin the sacrificial apparatus. When
we use the gy at the sacrifice, we see the way in which it
helps the sacrifice. In other words it is visible apparent to
us how these f&g things play their part in the sacrifice,
But when we perform some ar things like the sums,
we cannot see how they help the sacrifice though
in the case of some @iy things like smgwia we realise their
utility, srgea for instance being useful for unhusking.
Note that a gu like dem or emwa and =wi=r like ugw
become zrd through the medium of the z7 in which
they abide. Read w. fig: wifa: - qganRR: zst HwlR: e
R, du aweedvEnedt wlais | uERR : - S
( goer ) o) GesmEfy BaTRRTeN® quERTo | Ta eEaaRdfa-
a. Py, &M is the sm of the amr ace. to the injunction
AfRRYe.  In the injunction AfAwgly, sragaw she desR
of the & is the ywwdn. So zwewa is the action done
with regard to. a z= ete. which in their turnare
subservient, to another rite. SuTARMIO AL ToTEER-
WRE At SIEEAR | dW e sqesas are the
acts gubservient to the gemmwe smws, because they
are subservient to the gemwt viz, s, are sTwAs
( SM=HETHAAI. FAT 8 rite subscrvient to it.) wiTeRIG-
HIw ond SAIYEHEIGH —guedas like emgaa are called
Hiweaitasre  because they become helpful to the
sacrifice by directly coming into connexion with
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(ews ) s, 2. etc. The wasdqs like samws are
called suguEs because they help the sacrifice, not by
directly coming into connexion with the =4 ( wemEa-
gmegau SaEdAE ) ete.  but  indirectly (mmi}\: et )
Note that Edgerton gives quite the opposite sense
to the two words and finds fault with Jha, Keith and
others for their explanations which are opposed to
his. Ace.io Jha and others @fmamsrs and SUZIERE
mean Directly and Indireetly helpful, respectively.
Ace. to Edgerton, they mean Indirectly and Directly
helpful, respectively. The former would thus cxplain
the words : afge Tqife wava IvgARa 9 and s ¢ Rua
apsnReTran  sdd The latter, on  the other
hand, would explain them as swaleERsr  @&H
guogRaTFEFE and WA WA A g SRaE IeEs, It
may be pointed out that ultimately the outcome of
both yiews is the same, The difference in inter-
pretation is due to the different standpoints re,
gy, The former view is based on zemiFmsssq, the
latter on wegwea: dat@ailam gives definitions that are
clearer. Read : gwaqgifd  wgrdo @ gaadi {aarg agu
ageeagienf R SRR | ST A TR
S | TCATA HEqE FFATTA A GEEE 4 Sieptien 5T T L )

(33)

P. 53, mwiggsy ( dissolve wld wmimd) e. g
A% is egwes of the FAT=um and therefore Agagaw is
SAFTEIZAA ARA.  FeATY ¢ @ik includes e, B

FEr T RTHTAN S - S gurR TR SRR ArTerenREg | -
4. i wagaw produces the visible result viz, of unhue-
king the grains which must needs be unhusked before
_ they are turned into flour. In the case of sgm we -
cangot see any visible purpose as we could in the cnse of -
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wagad.  In the case of 9g or giemg the purpose underlying
their offering is unseen. We do not see any visible
effect when a victim is immolated or a glem is offered.
To that extent they are swed, They have also a visible
purpose to serve when they remind us of the deities to
whom they are offered. e. g an asfidiis 9y reminds
us of the Fars a1 and &,

(34)

P. 4. zeqmgiEsy unlike sRudivsns, wvms like
AggEgawhich are directly connected with particular z=s,
ete,AgIERE FaAs like the siarwis are not directly connected
with z=qif?. smgaa is connected with the =7 & but sywsis

are not so connected with z7, They are primarily
connected with the g,

qeATgareqi:~ The al‘{-‘! to be created by the main
sacrifice.

qrrEaRysi- Read iniiug:—- grwaedsfiaa afudn-
SR FAFANSEG AT SEREd ag=ad | o 1 A
& Reg gemRERdsE ag IIREgEIETATE 9 R |
Thus s@ge not only contributes indirectly ( wtwn) to
the main &gy but also constitutes a part of the form of
the sacrifice (et ), In fact by being a part of the
body of the sacrifice, it contributes to the main e,
grraed is nothing but the g3 and @ that function in
the arr, So afwedivar® F#4s become helpful to Irmasa by
geRaardesR which it is their primary funetion to do and
they become helpful to the si@@® only secondarily.
Read €. fi— qureq 7GR FFANTETAEICTY @8 IRRICARTY
e | §g89 1. e, GRTANERE only and not engvEE.
ST~ T, (i~ FoARFaEET: ( Senqut ) stpw: o swalansiy |
affen®® ( Technical ) aniirgéfy & « It should be seen as
against this that some sfwfess like aferfif say that
it is merely another name for wwsrt wiq,
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(35)

P. 55. argurg Immediacy, Proximity. Immediacy
i.e. between the performance of the subsidiary
and the principal acts, It should be noted that
as it is the =ws that go to form the sww and
there is no w9 independent of the w=gs, the
immediacy between the s and the sins boils down to
the immediacy between the ##s themselves. Then why
should we not style the stg:a as sigan: sigwa: ? The only
reasonable reply seems to be that since the sms when
they are performed are performed as contributing to the
s, their immediacy is supposed to be in relation to
the sam. Of the other definition srgmt waaiqst &AM:

| 9 WFAEdE.. TaWEnRa- The idea is  that
s9rfary is not an altogether new class of @f@s, It is one
of the three 3™, @S9 or sn¥®. But in it we view
the sana@i@ as forming an organic whole ( gsarrm@r ) with
the sgtw.  In other words, saffy conveys us the total
idea ot sequence to be detived from wsum and eF s
taken together. The uzamaw between syamqs and swm-
s is due to the 3Iwmsign or mutual dependence
between them,

| R g A .. ARTgAE Ay The samfaf

because it enjoins the &¥s and wwms, also enjoins the
immediacy between them. As there is no authority for
a delay intervening the performance of this ¥ and that,
it naturally follows that the s@wfi¥ while enjoining the
st¢ and the 59 also enjoins that they should be performed
in close sequence.

faest swmorararg  There is no actual authority to
the effect that there sbould intervene a long period
between the performance of suw and w¥.
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q ¥ ayfeTas... enfeearguate :— An  objector
might urge, ¢ Well, the surm is as much absent in the
case of sg=wm as in the case of Gww. Why should
you then decide in favour of afiwwm only ?’ The reply
to such an objector is given by pointing out how
there does exist asmw for @ewwm. The sam consists
in our admission of wsamyar between s and TEREAS,
This gwamaar always proves @iid@ the same as ag=d
between the several constituents of the ama, as in the
typical sentence wAmy, we see how @@Sd subsists
between @ and oA ®ar. When we admit wewd
between the mqra and ergrs on the basis of THaEgar we,
as a natural sequel i. e. by (e™ia® ), admit e
between them. For is it ever possibls to have =g=d
between things that are fg@w®sa ? Thus we find that
there is sww viz, swiafr for «@@a while there is
none for R,

P. 56 g wraewl...qqdERmoragt (ag—TFhe next
question is how this #fiesa is to be ensured ? The
reply is that it is ensured by the knowledge of the
definite order,®a of the &ws. If we proceed to per-
form, say, z@am without a knowledge of the #n to
be observed in the performance of the several
s¥s like wnx we naturally cause delay in the
performance due to our hesitation whether one
thing or smother is to be performed first. It follows
therefore that $0 ensure =faww one must have wmym,

Thus not only does a sAFfRAf enjoin sEiwngA™ but it also
enjoins a definite % which is the means thereto ( s
sgardaed ) saiasq:— Distraction in performance. .
Rrg interprets it as aisds and cites in support deRwaAr

fmf from the M, FgRGASA=HmHeAR,
9
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qIIETERIEUAqT:- s are the different %&is. An
objection based on the principle of ydw and wda@ is
repudiated hereby. Someone may ask, ‘How can the
od %A be @Ra? As ARa things are meant to be
performed, how can agd % be performed? The reply is
that though it is true that % cannot be performed by
itself, still it can be brought into performance as an
attribute of the particular act ( @ ) that is enjoined.
In other words, #a is given effect to by performing the
particular act in the particular order. UWWRR inter-
prets qgEfRiquaar as meant for repudiating a possible
. What he means is that if the same fAf¥ were to
enjoin sigwa of &is and their #m, both, there will be
. GT9; but this amavwg is not possible if %7 comes as an
attribute of the @gd, For, as we have seen, @RwwRgsmy
leaves no scope for arriag, Read: arieftem spdRQsaaa-
T\ SAIRIRA [ A ama ) w9 g AReRend, For the
first viéw, read u, fag's citation: age "= vl wwe
BRTATEEERT 7 RENTa R N afdeR Rzt
ur Grarde el afranas 3 SRR qwae WG wasfR
RemfaReoen s@ Adran |

P. 57 o m@...xafd ggoe  Since sAwff¥ inciden-
tally enjoins = it has been defined also as st wmrsret
fak: Note how ®n ultimately comes to mean % not bet.
the saw and u¥s but bet. the sws themselves, asr FHAT AW
&% i. e. in the second definition of 5IRR as sl %0~
R RAfRX: Fafdfde- a particular extension, We know
how @ is the root typically used to denote the perfor-
mance of sacrifices, We say af @ ete. The perfor-
mance of the sr¥s of a a1 is merely an extension, faf-
faww of the acts, But this extension can be simulta-
neous aleo. There can be simultaneous fafX of several
/mws, So, to give a precise notion of this AR, the words
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Qatededt a1 are added. They mean ‘which is of the form
of priority posteriority ( of the =gs.)’ Read . fig:~ gm-
TFamt Fao Famt A ogEEt FamRRish Rawad davied [af-
a9 1 sAmER, it should be noted, has been treated imme-
diately after @fdmfa® for both are vitally connected
with the performance of the sacrifice. Otherwise, we
should have expected their treatment in the order saf-
@f, @Edaft, «irs@® and sgEA® observed in  the
enumeration,

(36-37)
AT=Z SANY 7

P. 58 waewmaqw and afgfEmErede i. e sometimes
the it text will lay down nothing but ‘order’, ‘sequence’
when it is called S3@wFam, Sometimes it will lay
down something else but as qualified by order, sequence
when it is called waffRmewEdw. 3% Fear I O is an
instance of Fwewwwes. The gerund -z  obviously

points to the preparation of the #g as preceding that
of the 3R,

¥y is AgREAY & tuft of gds used for sweeping
the altar ete, AR —omFIFIERARAIY  «gES frand
o R AR e, (U, fig.) a  pit four uFes in
depth dug between the receptacles of the smgsfqy and
amiuer fires used for placing the oblatiors,

AR, . qrwa Here is the repudiation of
a possible objection to taking ¥ Fw AR WA as
WaweA®, An objector might urge that this =mif
is not ¥awEaR but FARRwEHER. For, we are to inter-
pret 3% wan 3R WA as WeorwdRRst X pa, That is,
herein we have a R@ about ARwwr which is qualified
by the % viz, its =it in relation to 3gsw. In other
words, here is wa@ReiadyR or AA. This objection is
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repudiated by pointing out how ¥R&w has been already
independently laid down by another #ff in the zdglam:
5. Thus 4% has not at all been enjoined for the
first time by our text ¥ a1 IR %yR. Our &/ merely
repeats (sga%) ks while it lays down its MY t0 FRHL,
So it is FaewwTvyhi,

auEFHg:—a92 an exclamation used on making an obla-
tion to a deity with fire. Thus g% asz means ‘May the
god of fire bear it (g ) to the god qwa ’ The gg says this
352%R and the sr=§ offers the oblations in fire to the
particular divinity. So aszEg is the gg. suwwer—The
first draught of the 8w that remains after the rest hus
been offered in fire. ang&:...smnw: the &g who exclaims
a9 i8 to receive the first draught. This is wafRerdw
because it lays down the s, wer as qualified by the %
SF. THRYECATAFHAA ... ATFTAT ete. embodies the refu-
tation of a probable objection to awz,..wq: as wakRewdwosR.
The objector urges that awzsg: swwwe: is only ¥aemam,
What it lays down is the sm=r of the g and not
weafdie war, for, wy haw been already laid down in
texts like fgana. It is only smfm (repeated) here and
there is consequently a @& for pure ®%n, siusq, The
objection is repudiated by pointing out how it
violates the particular idea ( weswt) created by the
compound swwig ( Cf. weet 98 @ sawn weweqr sfear
R o we o AfedRugsae @ ax: ).
The compound swwwy gives prominence to w§ and
hence the ides is predominantly about wg. Thus
safaftiensy become the ome i e, particular idea of
swwag. But according to the objector’s interpretation
which amounts to saying @ wwed: w§: € swa:, sww
becomes stressed more than wg. Thus the one
particular idea of smwifdfdiewg is violated. And hence
we have to admit that pure wn is a0t enjoined here.
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WARf  gives an alternative explanation of
CEIEEAF saying that it is the same as wrPRAME or
aiggAs. Thus, ace, to the objector’s view, Iwgsd:...wa:
will consist of #wo distinct statements (1) R of
wgwand (2) fif of mewa, This will result in that
variety of awrag called smafy.

(38)

P. 39 s is an explicit statement that a definite
order is to be observed in the performance of the
rites It is distinet from am%w where there is only
& mention of several things in a particular order,
but there is no express direction that the same order
i8 to be observed in their performance, ¥8i aeAEsTIRT
mAqAToear. The idea is: In some cases we get
explicit scriptural injunctions, in others we are to
infer the existence of such. Thus whenever we
perform a religious act, we perform it on the basis of
a ¥ expressed or implied, to find sanction” for the
performance, So it is with- regard to the question
of the =7 to be observed. When we observe a
certain % in performing the different parts of a particular
rite, we do so on the basis of a % expressed or implied.
If we were to learn this %% from an explicit 3f it will
‘be more desirable than to infer it from an assumed AR,
In yRen we have an explicit statement.about the order;
but in wiwq, q%q ete. we have no explicit statement but
we have to imagine one (awww®.) Who then will
discard the explicit %R in favour of the implicit one ?
Read vimufing: adt R a swerrivans: fraramgeann v s |
T N S Wgkw e | o N iR Ry Wm

...A%ARY :—The sgs or the cupr of Soms
-are offered in the order vie, Yammr, Aeraem and it in the
oourse of the siffdawww. On the basis of this serial
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order, one would be inclined to take for offering the
portion to the afigas third in order, But this will be
in conflict with the 5f¥, snfmr gz@ir 7wa where the wlimsg
has been expressly enjoined to be taken tenth, Even-
tually this conflict will be decided in favour of =snfimt
g9l 4R because it is an express injanction, and not in
that of the grz%a, where we have to infer an injunction
to the effect that the third place is to be assigned to
the enfyo=g. TE the cup (i.e.the contents thereof)
either of curds or butter or Soma ( Keith ) cf, Sragni-
R afysg ~REn  asmiEfiged | aRedimmaamiE Qe
wgw refers to the drawing of the cup for offering after
filling it in the bigger vessel containing the bulk of
Soma or butter or curds. gegwH—refers to the verdict
given by S V. 4. 1, in favour of enfisr gudt qad |
(39)

TIFHAEs HwiAug -—1Lt is but natural that before
the &= is accomplished the ara should be ready. The
woodcutter will first see that the axe is ready and then
proceed to Bk, Similarly, an «fRBm will first see
that the several zas required for #fQ% of which sy
is one ( cf. Fxen wfd@s 9@ ) are prepared first and then
perform =@, So what determines the sequence in
such cases is the weam=wa,

(40)
P. 60 gurad wauA... qwew fhivuge sdrwmide: -
Though it is true that in many cases the awmwmw does not

clash with the sdsmit is possible sometimes as in the case
of awwy and wfidx that they (eni® and v ) may come
into conflict. The Rf¥s re. «fMix and 7wy occur in the
order of et@%, a7, This is their oy, But it clashes
with the sndw ace, to which wawy intended for (%% ) the
wfgm ( Of. wwww witgt 90R ) must be prepared firss .



71

and then the @@y must be perfcrmed. In cases of
conflict like this between a¥%q and @ia%a, s®w must be
assigned the superior position., For, if against the sris
we were to insist upon the preparation of zary following
the performance of &fids we shall commit two faults.
Firstly, we shall set at naught the A% (gawar «iFg W)
stating the fixed purpose of %] ( Zawdisw ), ard secondly,
no visible purpose ( @z ) would be served by s
following the @ff)y. On the contary, it is a wvisible
purpose viz. that of its operating as a z= of sifigis that
is served by 7aFms if it precedes @figm. Therefore, ace,
to the standing maxim in the gaeRiagng, TTMH &3 W -
afewa we have to give preference to z2ri and admit ardan
to be superior to wizwd. g ( g to join, mix ) Rice
grwel made from rice boiled with water said to be
composed of six measures of water to one of rice,

(41)

P. 61 ¥« @ ®®w...sFgAd:— We study (erd) the
Fg ace to the @Y, ensmdisdgsq: 1 When we study the ¥
we study it in the order in which it is handed down.
Naturally enough we apprehend the sense of the different
aies also in the same order in which we study them. As
performance of the sacrificial acts is dependent upon the
apprehension of the sense of the Vedi¢ passages relating -
to them it follows that we perform the acts in the order
in which we apprehend the sense and this is the same
as the order of the 3. So, ultimately it is the w@®
that determines the srggmsi, ReaqIZ and FIFOIAS: HANS:—
the order observed in stating the #xs viz. I™ar and
wigmns required for particular ams s@u3:- the order
observed in giving the injunction.
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(42)

ANRY.......H7 Y131 In the Wl are enjoined
anwg and safidedig.  The order in which they are
to be performed is determined on the basis of the
order of the ;i=ms and sgamrns relating to them occur-
ring in the @& portion. It is interesting to note
that the order as deduced ifrom the #I8 of away
and wigaEn is AWy first and eWSWiF W next,
while as given in the smgm portion sElWi¥FEM comes
first and ewdmgm  afterwards, In this conflict we
determine the order on the basis of the dx9@ and
perform amfgam first and swiRrfizar next., Read udimudmg:-
W T IIGARNRAATSFAITS  SGATGEA Ao -
AT, A § ARINSHARGARIATET S48 Q@AEAUTAAWANIE,

qregl: —4Sd 3w (order by the sy ) wsail % @
G W W OARA | AR AR WY ar W agwdy
ar sigmsn |« U, A, With the srganrar the %aar is invoked
while with the ao the oblation is offered to
the gaan,

P. 62 wgamM...swatgad The dxs are more inter-
nally or organically connected with the performance of
the sacrifice than the amms (i, e, the ff¥s ). For, the sxs
remind us of the crder in which the #¥m & are to be
performed while the ffs do mnot function in the
course of the ®i1s and operate only externally. For,
their purpose is served as soon as they have enjoined
a particular thing, remaining outside the pale of the
actual performance of the sacrifice. In plain words,
as we use the #=8 in the sacrifices but do not so
use the s in them, the #=s are more vitally connected
with the sacrifice than the @&f¥s ( myms ). wfpdr gwf
g g=d : Heo offers to the afirgs, to aagm—
These are waw fifs in the ziqdasww, Because
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they are given in this order in tke smm and,
above all, because there is no %% portion relating to
them, as the spidmgan says, we regard the @fs them-
selves as wuen® in the case of the syms though
normally it is thesiss that are wwems. So the general
principle is that as between #3s and sms the sixs are
*RECE but if there are no #3s the swws are accepted
as FE®. U, Mg, however differs from this view of
the eridmgsn. He says that in the case of the suists
also #%s are Fneans. Cf. qqaeg samwt 4 SgEORHFREEGR
¢ gitray oy’ garRae3dear: @ned" | Read further: weaqewwiesn
T | ARSI TAMEIRET & A 899 dgeA, T4 qf
At sdomy 1

‘ (43)
P. 63 wgm...qasiqeds qawguiedia:—Here is ex-

plained &arn the fourth of the six wawaws. &a is position
in proximity. Sometimes we determine the Sequence
between two w1 8 ( 9a¥ ) in .the fwRwm on the basis
of the close proximity between them in the wssfwmr.
Thus it will be seen that wrassw functions in the
fes where we determine the sequence between two wiis
on the basis of the close proximity seen between them
in the spR. The instance cited is that of the awes
am, It is a @pRA of sqidga and as such borrows
by #i3Rw its gRedeqar with certain modifications from
the sefd. =iifddw. In the =5ifd8w, as we have seen
before, are sacrificed the wsignfia, g3y and srge=y victims
on the Sww@w, g1 and emaw days respectvely. In the
arger they are sacrificed on one and the same day and not
on three different days. The day chosen for their
immolation is the gar day which, in the sgfam, belongs
to the gsdiaqg. The reason for this choice is, in the first
instance, the intimate connection (s@ma® ) of the ganr
10
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day with @i which is pressed on that day. As @ews is
a 8 it is but natural that we should fix oar choice
on the Soma-pressing Day ( gar) rather than on
any other, sfigages and stady being comparatively remoter
from ®w. Again, by choosing the middle day we effcct
a relative uniformity of sequence. ( See below.)
Naturally the question arises, if eigrll, 3+ig and siga=s
are to be immolated on the same day ( @@ ), in what
order should they be immolated ? It is here that the
aysam guides us as follows :t—In the sgfi i, e. sDfRdq 1s |
performed on the @ar day the sadig-sacrifice ( @awiagem )
immediately after snfyamgm ( the offering of the As'hvin-
Cup,) in other werds, gafimga is squgaRea after sniamean
In the ffy, @iges also, snikamgn takes plice ace. to the
sy or AgFAFT.  So it is but natural that in the fugR
after snfymmgm we shall perform first sadaiggs to be
followed by the ssfiindargsa and segsargga.  Thus what
enables.us to judge the sequence between madiagem, on the
one hand, and sEidniargya and sngsagym, on the other,
is the close proximity between aifgamgnm and wadiagem,
in the s#f, in other words wm. wafigdzr:—It must
have been seen from the above discussion that the word
3a stands for the temporal positiou in whicha purt.culnr
o or % stands in the gRwdsmarof & 3w, It is the
same a8 Raw. wrerew also-styled sres,  wveres ( @44 )
explained as gHRAIg: G SwFfRe: dmamEady, waw is
explained as wyaa:

e ] 320 ete: (7En ) @adwer. R ¥@ (a0 ) avepmagan
(a) eadlagden wod PeaRh 80 (@ ) sala GF SARgaRas)
mfa R g (96 ) eawigeg SRAgS.
: (44) |
P. 65 srawasSRIREmEER —Rex = Agf which
has been defined before as 35 7 sdigwdy: which is the same
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a8 belng srw, @, fig accounts for the smywa thus :—
ang R v i. e, because the Xwar for it has not
been specified. HgmwwTAN: = sRRYT:

THTAEYTER:—~ 9 is a dmwand thus the pressing
of @k ( gann ) is the most important event (5w ) in it
Theretore, the gam day or the day of the gssitaanw is chosen
for the performance of the three, on account of its close
connexion with the pressing of Soma,

TWAIRAFHERY :— A second reason why g or asig
day is perferred. The @39 stands midway between the
wihaivfty and snge==r. By choosing the middle day the
shifting of places of the adfififiy and evgs™=r becomes
balanced. For, to reach the wadiy, the safisiia and the
sngwayq have only to leave their respective places and
that suffices, Had we cliosen the ssfisidigga, though the
vy would immediataly reach the efiidiy Ju, sngers
will have to reach the safiwig %@ vie wadtg, Thén the
wewrfdmus will be Ryn.  So will they be fwwr if the sngea
day were chosen, Therefore, the @aig day alone is the
preferable of the three, It should be seen that wyemdsa-
gy is not & mere superficial feature. It is connected
with the question of s{usiga or proximity between the
@ws, This mgwm is less vitiated by the &fwwawa than by
wmswsy. At the same time, swmsera® is the more
important of the two reasons for choosing the T
It is significant that standard authorities like @wwa and
wwt advance only srsiare as the reason. |aigyR ...
FEsq:  TqAiAsE— Explanation of the g and 3gwy,

e~ While swiasanes: refers to the
proximity ( et ) between the @5fta and the sy (1, e.
- Qg ), Sumsena®eraa refers to the proximity effected
#tween writghlty and wgw==r on the one hand, and the
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saa ( viz, @wgear ) on the other. By choosing the assig~
%a we bring the two-smfisidia and sngsmg—near to dwgas,
the zam thing, This will not be the case if cither of the
other two days were chosen,

P, 66 enPaand......qq&wd c-~After preforming
the sufasas and passing three coils of rope round
the sacrificial post he touches the Agnpi-vietim, faEa
ey fefharss afdsd Fan g, fa, oy (34 1P.A. to cover.)

(4A.)

P. 67, Now is being explained sawwn the 5th
gam of 4iMfY,  QUIEERCL.. AFEHEE: [0 JRER we
perform the &3 in the same order in  which the
gamsaas are performed.  Thereby we gecure the same
amount ot proximuty between the different ga@s and
their wgs  Therehy the distanee between the  yeiaw
and their sgs bocomes cqual inoall cases, If we
were to perform the #gs in an order different from
the one ohserved in the performance of their wa@s,
the ags of some wgas will come too close to their
saids  (dgemedant ) while the sigs of  other wmas
will be teo fav removed  (@wesd ewpnd ) from their
s, And the Intber wonkd come in the way of the
proximity (@gmri= "ifges ) understood frow the s¥mig,
This eans be seen from the following instance, In the
gagiad, whaaa is to follow Gaum,  According  to gersa
an &3 of spgas wili have to be performed first and
that of §mam next. This  will keep equal distance
between smmam and its eg, on the one hand, and
wzm and its w1F on the other. If we were to perform
Gzug first and sideg next, enfigerF and sifgma will come
too close, the serics being Y=erF-—wmnghr-smaga Y,
while Uzsy and Wagm will be removed too far and
thus s@tnagaa will be vitiated. Therefore it is desirable
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to observe the = of the sws in performing the sws of .
the samas, in other words, sawma. s :—-Distance,

P. 68 =taug...3wRg—We perform, in the sarss
AR first and then Wegfefimm becuuse, smuzg
is prescribed as the first to be done and ¥zamr next,
Thereby we secure equal = between snwrrRwEERY-
g and YR afiewe~-Gzam,  This is according to
gaewn,  If Uegivefiamm were performed first and
SEAIERRATIOT Dext, between Umaf aftsew and Qam
will intervene swmEfEtEw and swegam; while between
wggffarm  and  ewWAgm nothing  will  intervene.
This is the result of our ignoring sarsn. sfygTRor :—
(=g ) swgdan she®: — g, sTiEERRRERT i e, glem
to be offered to =i must be first besprinkled with
melted .ghee. Urzgfyorfuamon: = is offered efy in
the zagmEl. The g is also subjected to sifar.

AW, Qe forming part of the gdquimd),

ST , the wfarw takes placein the course of
the s,

(45)

P, 69 w=w g@:...a@99 Here is established the
superiority of wiz% to gersn In wzwm we get at the order
straightway from the 3% ( @mw) which ~requires no
other sam, We see stfiwamt is mentioned first and U=
next and proceed to do them accordingly. In gezww, on
the other hand, we determine the order of the #gs on
the basis of the order of the sams which we gather from
ais®d or some other ssnus like uf@. So gew#m does ulti-
mately depend upon @@ or some similar sam. Thus
while determining the order of siFmgRWRMI and el
wfara we first study the order of the swms viz. andgam
and %= on the basis of the mz®a and then settle their
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order, Thus our apprehension of the order of the sws
is delayed ( ffefiaa ) owing its dependence upon an appre-
hension of the order of the sums to be gathered ( @ie )
from aiz%q or some other swmw, So the dependence is
more in geg%q than in qizww and hence the swaes of the
Jlatter. waveqryg=ag Dissolve f[Awdy: @ramwssd: |

P. 70 § =g gex:...@iwwarq: Here is being stated
the superiority of sarmma to sw™wa. The superiority will
become clear if we examine the difference between the
two. In sum®n we aim at securing as much aff™
between the s and their srFs as possible, even ignor-
ing the @ig® between the sFs themselves, In sa®mm
we set our eye upon the @fd®r between the ss. Where-
ever it is possible for us to resort to s%H, we never
favour s3®ew; we favour the latter only in times of ex-
treme necessity where the sqa%a cannot be followed, This
will become clear from the two ams eniy and ammy for-
ming part of the zfw, The sy is to be performed
first and @ afterwards. Now, as @mpsgi requires
curds, the milk to be turned into curds has to be got
ready the previous day, So it is @mraer® that begins
first, not the emiui viz, ghew which can be prepared the
same day when the am is performed Had we any regard
for suftwen (emphasising ewwera® ) we would finish all
grasas beforé proceeding to perform the smigtns, This
would give us the series araEAsRIs -SRI S~BNHIANT~GIRIRT
which brings the snimir and the emiaamt too near and
removes the smzatn and the @wraya too far from each
other. This vitiates & Therefore, though we begin
with the wwwain-viz, the milk for zr we do not
finigh the @« entirely before proceeding to the errgta,
We perform only such as have to be done necessarily
before the si¥win.  After performing these we proceed
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to the snfwins, then to the remaining amwaivs, swigam and
Aot in order, thereby maintaining the order of the
S9ws in the order of the sigs, Read . fng:—orm w sgat
UF RS S gerhy § STAsaEaREiey |

Here smrawn and sgResw come into conflict. But it
should be seen that they do not always conflict, Sup-
posmg the @rmer smis had begun the same day as the
wAatas we could have begun with the smprfwe, finished
them, thereby securing sgiRwa and then taken up the
arrtas finished them, to be followed by the s awr and
the gmieg 7w,  Here we see that even while we observe
s3fER we can observe saa® also,

(46)

weagsawAy gurag:—This phrase suggest the
reason why we should follow sgfen and not sawesw,
When the several sams are @gwgsaam, simultanequsly
performed, there is no scope for satemw which can exist
only between things done at different times and not at
the same time, Then we have to concern ourselves only
with the question of the %r of the @i#s and look to their
¥t which is accomplished by sgfma, Elﬁ[mﬁa'rwaf
Cf. The name WRUANERT &1Fs SHTTeqT AFPE HA
when the various &i#s like Smsm have to be repeated for
each s,

fgdmni. . gt :—This constitutes the essential
part of the definition. When in determining the order
of the 2nd and the following zids ( %%s ) we observe
the order of the 1st wgrt it is known sgRea. Thus in
the instance of the siwme@ms we perform the swmwm of
the seventeen victims in a particular order of the
wictims, say, beginning with A and ending with 7,
Then while performing fidtsw also we perform it in the
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same order ef victims, beginping with A and ending
with Q. The wa that we observed in the case of R is
qyfeesq (that in the case of sww® being Y¥w% determined
by our will.) Supposing we had performed Imwrw
beginning with B & ending with A, by the wafwm we
shall have to perform @y also beginning with B and
ending with A. This secures the utmost possible @™
between the sigs. If we were to reverse the order in the
case of Pl and begin it from Q, say, though the
g and the s will be quite proximate so far as Q
is concerned they will be too much =rafia in the case of
A which will be the first to receive Sumu but the last to
receive fagiww ; and thus @fg@ is vitiated. So it is better
to observe the order of the first qqd, in other words,
wgf@q in performing the subsequent gxis, As the
several Jws are to be performed at one and the same
time, no question of one’s performing all the #¥s of one
g and proceeding to perform the es of the mecond
arises,

P. 71 grevgeaqudn: The dms are aaww (see before),
feew tying the victim tu the qu and sach others.
gunqeqt f§ to be construed with @®Qar:

Foudl e Tongedara®a : There is a rite enjoined
by T. B. wnxs soawa ag@wy but nowhere this injun-
ction in this form is recorded-Edgerton.

rafift: supply &% : In hononr of the A¥Rws, & com-
prchengive group of good wiRr= v ¥ adfquEdeny :
wod: the instrumentsl indicates that the performance
must be along with the details. Read amfR# on

wrR@ loc, cit.

R wieiie: o gliwweds swwerTe, ow e
CENUSINY, U YORTSITNEY A Sawehid W
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Hioawdeqarer: i, e. along with their sms. When

sacrifices are enjoined to be performed simultaneously
their er¥s aleo must be simultaneously performed. azgvat
ANAMEE FIEIITHGFIH, | SBet WAGTEC Ao TR, W
QA H FGHREIH \—, fng,

HAEAT Wrigey... &qrei Since we cannot bring about
Frag of the sws we must at least effect their @fgs by
uninterrupted performance. So the problem is to
secure maximum 9™ with minium sgag@.  And this is
accomplished by safeesq.

HNATwgaaTHead or EHAgAITArESaAw:—The fag
of the 17 mas is gathered from the fact that the ack-
nowledged ( dsftien ) deity of all is ssnaftt and their w1 is
the same viz. after the 353t g5, (The second reading
better because it is in keeping with the snq3dt and gives
oue more reason viz, gufuswied for Fngw, which ie more
important than Y&, )

P. 72 |isq weasdy gde:-~When we proved the
gdem of sgfen in comparison with geasa whiclr is gde
than 5f, e, 9 we eventudlly proved its gdem in
comparison with all the rest.

(47)

sifrmrRfae can be of three kinds, swrwifivas, J@-
RremaaTrs, and RasiRas. Hrmas a8 like s@ifd@ the
performance of which is optional. ?fﬁﬁ!ﬁﬁis are those
like ymERsFAszwareaw which are performed only under
certain exceptional circumstances. fAeqwt are those like
g= which have to be compulsorily performed throughout
life. o wdtem: is o swfes e, Fenkam: ete, is
WerreRrrs and s1gE: essaEia is Fafeas. All these entitle
the performer to a certain fruit (sfre=%eamy ). Read
AnteraRAT:-Sawe sdnGewla Genees ffF: 1 &R
R FeTEeRITEATy R e SRR AR 9P |

11
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P. 73 geqifieani: ete. That fire-maintainer whose
house is burnt by fire should offer the eight-cup-sacrifice
to Agni that is  hungry (EEER=YITEI—aQT )
maam Disgolve #fw=y: quga: ATEHRAISAW, a
sacrifice in which the offerings ave given in 8 pans
arranged in the shape of a horse-hoof. &q® :—
Read Aaugddes: glemmeiad  afasn AR s
R mgEg mig@ergE Aol swewEsat

wolifda: explained by u. fig A=ifved o
ARawedie: living his  life with purity, performing
actions at prescribed times. segary: is awd  or sin,
qfter: Removal, Dissolve awsiiqass: 4: seqamafgi:

(48)
a"s F@EAFg etec. Here is explained efsw or
- competence for enjoying the particular fruit. The sif¥Fr
- i8 always stated in the ¥ in the form of a qualifications
of the person who is to perform a particular rite,

P. 74, fo s~siqrmardtete. It is supposed
that ffte for Femdias ‘like smw: wwmaeia con vey
gRMRawtR= a8 an attribute of the performer. Note
that this attribute can be presumed as existing in
all Reriffis srawy orem ete, All the attributes of the
§® collectively form the wRwr, Thus Wi usgd
USRI 99 gives not only ®wewEmE but (i.e.
ghwe ) also as  the attribute for wmwdm, Sy
( @ ) kingship of heaven gsi: Read g 2. 3. 3.
e usrgaREamar 1, awIRE: SR |

(39)

A gevfiRgorda ete, Here are given three
qualifications of the sf®iRa persons which, though
not explicitly stated in the wRwwiaf, are yet implied
by the very nature and scope of uRmwAR, They are
(1) e (3) wfaaen and (8) arnd,
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P. 75 (1) faris knowledge of the Veda. Every
SR#ERL must possess the knowledge of the Veds.
Knowleg deof the Veda is an apprehension of its
sense. Unless we know the sense of the Veda how
can we understand the sacrificial injunctions ? And
if we do not understand the sacrificial injunctions,
how can we perform the sacrificz ? So the sacrificial
injunctions are meant for one who possesses knowledge
of the sense of the Veda. In other words,3gdigm the
same as &R, is an implied qualification for becoming
an &fsRe. It should not be supposed that this quali-
fication is without Vedic sanction. For the fafa, wvwi-
s¥@en: actually enjoins it, (2) e is another implied
qualification to be assumed in all cases of s
( sfra®iyg, )  If no sacred fire is there, how can the
fire-sacrifice be performed ? And this possession of
sacred fire is a natural consequence of the A, s&%
amistazdia, It should be noted that sfmwr and fw
when admitted as qualification for the gey debar” the =z
irom undertaking the performance of sacrifices. Read
U, ¥y 1o RERBREITR PEeT FsafER |fa: | aesge-
feRRan swmagamRwRae smam |

As exceptions to this rule in the case of 7s it may
be noted that wst who is not a B« is entitled to smamE
and a =z is allowed to perform Jzmma- For proprieties
thereof see u. %, (3) @wd is the third implied qualifi-
cation. Unless the gy is capable, physically, and
mentally, to perform the ams how can he proceed tc
do them ? 8o the zfaf@s presuppose amst as a qualifi-
cation of the &f®iRa. And .this qualification is such as
requires no @%, =& in his'wsg on 1. 4, 30 makes the
remsrk semamzaad gaal afn: @zl which suggests that
when stated words ( enearsszs ) are to be interpreted,
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the interpretation should take note of the power of the
words to convey the particular sense, To take the
instances %z 45 and #i& ¥§, though ¥ and %I are both
locatives, related to ug, 2 shows the place where the
man is to sit while siet shows the place where the sigan
18 to be placed. Thus we cannot interpret % and siey
‘n the same way. We interpret them in the light of
their capability or power of serving. %2 cannot hold
#fgd nor can #er serve as & seat for the g,  Similarly,
in the matter of an s, it is not each and every
person who is entitled to perform the i, By the maxim
(7 ) of W% enunciated by 7t as above, it is only a wmd
person for whom the &¥s are meant—an¥ physically and
mentally, Read =t on the gy ey W sdEm)
adg weAr, Wl A R gluEda @w agaw ae
A ErETREAY At oS GgERiR . qumis -
g1 WRgRER | au eewfe e e TR &R Rewedmisswid: ...
791 %2 Y FEWAT I I, T %2 GHEla: SAsIriEE Far
4% §%1 1 7§ faftr: From the evidence of the et commen-
taries, through not the ,enwddft itself, it appears that
the st is split up into ¢ ending with % and
sod including the rest, Similarly, the enfing also must
have been split up into these divisious, though no text
gives them. . ft.’s concluding the fff-portion with a
stanza : @l ete. lends point to this possibility.
. (80)

P. 76 smrawda... franfsragomg Now is being
discussed the second division of the Veda viz
#i. As the whole ¥ has been already settled
to be wAW it is necessary to state how the #us

serve Wi which consists, ace. to the #ates, in the per-
formance of sacrifices. The #as bacome helpful to the

sacrifice hy reminding the sacrificer of the several wws
to be performed. 'When we recite the #, sewar o5 Syt we
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are reminded of the wemam ( stretching out) of the giem.
Thus we see that the s achieve a visible purpose viz.
that of putting us in mind of the things to be done.
When this visible perpose is there, there is no point in
saying that the #¥s are meant for an unseen purpose.
For the rule is, as seen before, sani &3 & areses,

A T TIIdenToEy. . s An  objector
might urge that it is necessary to admit the #ss as s,
For, the so-called e=1q viz. A& can be achieved by
otker means also, The Brahmana text gl suefia, for
instance can effect sgamitw as much as the &5, So when
such agencies like the amm texts are there to
achieve the visible purpose of reminding, what is the
use of &3mrm ? Therefore, (ither admit the #=s to be
swd or 3§ ( useless ). This contention of the giw®a 1e
met by the Fsa in the following way. Though afere
is possible by other means, still the s wants us to
effect it only with #=s and nothing else. In other words,
in the matter of srigamw the 3f restricts our choice to &xs.
by the fwal¥® that &=s aloné should be used for remind-
ning. Read qaw( I. 2-40 ) spiwaemidte & &Smmow 1., .59 |
q R emE R Ay amE 9 aen aEdsTaRRdRgE | awafdeadad-
NI ARG FAU: | W SUNTTTI | GEHISEAEY SIS, | A 28
q AFIAGERIA, |

(s1)

P. 77 awraraq.. .qiddeqy fafg:-Io the discussion of
the #=s it was stated that by fan® they alone should be
used as aideas, The question arises what is meant by
a fagaf®. And while answering it the author inciden-

tally explains eafify and dRéenfaf, because all three are
related to the question of the spirit of an injunction,

The stanza from $aR®'s a=fds (circa Tth cent A, D.)
gives succinctly the outstanding features of these. ff¥ or
more accurately gy is defined as operating eraanare)
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( Supply ftrrer ). When we find a Vedic injunction
laying down something which would otherwise have
never occurred to us by any other means of proof ( smi-
#Rwarg ) the injunction is called sqdf®™, In @3m eadigm:
what is enjoined is &sn® zw. But for this injunectory
sentence, it would never have occurred to us thata
sacrifice has to bc performed for attaining heaven.
Hence @mg gm is sgsawg, Cf, The definition of &4 given
before as samiiomsigad Ruw. @m : has been explained
in the awsaids as wfis aft, Wlhen the thing enjoined
obtains only in one alternatlve ( und not in the other )
it is fAgafify. [ @3 af supply 53% |, What is meant in
this. Sometimes an action can be achieved with means
more than one (ammgaera ), Then it is fanify that
enforces upon us the adoption of only one of the means,
thus restraining us from adopting any other. They give
Aéwag=a as an instance of fAswiafs, What it enjoine is
oEA. oigga 18 not sreamy but 9 Wy and ud sy, We
~“know that the A% must be unhusked forit is to be
turned into age required for giwm. This unhusking
( ¥gs7 ) can be effected in ways more than one. One can
unhugk jt with his nails or one can unhusk it by thrash-
ing-not to refer to other ways of unhusking, Thus.
Fafiged and wagew (the same as @g9w ) are the wwas for
3gen.  Of these stagem that is enjoined in Ammagfr becomes
smig if ome were to think of unhusking with the
nails, But it becomes mm to one who thinks of
unhusking with thrashing. So it is 9% s and 9% s,
And the fwafd®, Afwagfa performs the function of
restricting us to smga® which is wdswg. In other words,
the fmfafy says “s@fe@a won’t do. emga® must alome
be practised for 3w ”. It should be seen that though-
aufigaw is o my and q@sow, still there is no fAvhfd for
its enforcement, hence we abstain from it,
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P. 78 s gamaeq. . qfoRaRagana [fsomeone were
tourge that this is not a Femf™ restricting us to one
alternative but an s§RfA enjoining that emga® is meant
for 37, in other words, that the A states that 3gs can
be effected by sagem ( i. e, their awgaamwm ), the reply is
that the @wuemaqa between 3g and emgaa and such
~ther means is already known by people by sravsafals
who know that wherecever smgaa is practised there
results 3g (w=w ) and wherever it is not practised
there does not result 3g= (=afi® ). So the argamM™
between 339 and smaw being smwm=ma@-for we infer it by
agegis®—caunot be enjoined by an sERM  which
enjolns only sam=aunsng things. So Agwazfa is not an
wRM stating aragawa but a fgaR restricting us to
smgad for g4, owag=glaR® an inference based on
positive ( =% ) and negative ( =afdi® ) instances, Thus
the association of afy with gm is inferred from the
positive instance of a kitchen as well as the negative
instance of a lake., {&wg Mxw: Af=mgx does not convey-
A between 3gs7 and dtagaa but conveys restriction
(fam. ) Note that the word fasn here means restriction
only and not injunction of restriction. & =NTHITYLR:
The function of figw consists in the fulfilment i. e. per-
formance ( qi=dagwt) of the element not obtaining
s1agq becomes 1wy when one thinks of as@fages. The
fAamfald enjoins upcn us eEgRRgwEa when it is smg. Note
that #@@ has an operative value only with regard to one
who performs a thing otherwise than prescribed. If
azst produces 3gw by F@ize and 35w by smgaa, the g
operates only for ¥ag@ whom it restrains from wafgem
and restricts to smgaa while in the case of sgga the fwm
remains idle, Note {Rwivr ( famw :—on el 1. 3,
81 ) :—fiwmt :—ar * o ¥R 9% * 1 I s AlE: ) W@
REA-OR0 DAY (INRY: WE: | @ W B o Ao ) 3@ e
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W Roed agr wy AN aREETRY | WS TR\ J g W
B a1 o vl aml Fad | ender agElaTRY |

This will explain why qwarsmar®t and sEwd aReqsy
9w SdigAiia have been included in the definition and
explanation of frmRfy. afgaATHEwaTaiTgLot: aRBum:
spNEEIR.  frgwEat fw o3 asara:—The  sense or
spirit of the sentence in a fmfAfk is restriction. The
difference between srqifaf and Rewifr is, therefore, that
in the former the Ry is srm=wwwm; in the latter it is
9§ Iy, qrgeqaty has been defined in the st. from the
dmwft® as ax =Fqw ¥ Wi, which is parapbarased as
gmen<t by the erfésgmie. What is mesnt by gwaema!
will become clear from the definition of uRden by
fmang ( faew ), cee aRe waer s faead gy gadaan,

P. 79 aitdear etymologically means notion of exclusion
(aRasqrsy awant: | e gR:1 ) In RéemR™ what is
._enjoined i% that certain things should be excluded.
The stock instance of dR¥war is ww gwa@ wr: which
literally means ¢ Five, fivenailed animals should be
eaten ”, Its purpose is taken to be exclusion of all
weaas a8 well as quwas like cats and dogs that do not
appear in the list, ( @ wers Mwr @x? gHtse dww: ) For
the sake of brevity let us say, the ®® in question
excludes esmmamwem, though accurately spesking, it
excludes the wddma@s aleo. [ Read however Rama-
gy o GaNl gEARIAl wEd MG oRa TN WRr 9 WY gRY
ety 1 ] We know that to saaesem 8 well as to siqmavam
a man will have recourse for the satisfaction
of his appetite, Were the @f mnot there,
we could have come across people eatisfying
their appetite by eating maw@s as well as smawws, which
in other words, are gawwm, or, in yaRe's langusge,
T AT A (A% Wt w=wiwn ) One might ask, Whers
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is the difference between fmm and aRgem ? Just as
37 is FAEIREEE 80 is geeAd, AwaEEd. Just as we
are restricted to smged by the Rumfaiy so are we
restricted to g=g=Ew@wgm by the dRgemiaf™. So what is
the difference between f@zw and aRden ? This question is
answered by oEmEFEwETE FOETH: gdsTerTEd. In R
the alternative enjoined is g stmea. But in qRdear it is
not o sraeq being gawma  What is meant is this.
When one thinks of 3gwr by #@figet he hardly thinks of
it by s@gaa, If 3g can be secured by s@figea why
bother about smgw, he says. Thus when he proceeds
to effect Igss by w@Pmes le conveniently ignores
#ag, We would hardly have met a mar employing
both a@fzew and smgsa even if the Fm@f were not
there. In short, in “zw@® the two alternatives are
such, that when one is adopted, the other is set
aside. One is =mw the other smm. That {8 not
so in of@em, There both the alternatives are
simultaneously possible, We can just picture to oursel-
ves, the huugry person, unconscious of the uRdemfifd
feasting sumptuously on wwa@s and smssw@s simultane-
ously. The alternatives in qRdenfa® are not such that
if one iz adopted the otber must be set aside. Both
are simultaneously adoptable, gasg; and this is the
difference between fumfafy and ofi@em,” From this it
must have become clear that in qidenr what is effected
is exclusion ( s ) of one thing that is gmweng along
with another, 953 gsaw@r wea: excludes the eating of
agsga@s, In @9a what is effected is restriction to ome
particular alternative. So aRdear stresscs ezclusion; A,
restriction, Since the &%y in a oRge is wwa: oH, dREET
cannot be the same as 1g3fa™ the A¥%x of which is samm-
-7ow o, Eating of the gsaaws is wm: M@ and requires no
s4Rfy for enjoining it. (a1 4 wAAEARUWH | @I A
12



90

sreen | ) So if it is not gsam@wegu which is ¥wa: wiw that is
enjoined in the R we must interpret 959 gssm@r wewr: in
some other light. We have proved above that it is not
fw. So finally we have to interpret it in the way we
have done, as sRdeqr. g5 ysgaqr ¥aqn: T his qRdear occurs
in various forms but the contents are the same, To
quote from the yaEw: 959 gsqF@r WAl AFEW YT ¢ gHE:
TETR M1 T FAISY 95Tz N

s Hare greqs: Porcupine g Tortoise affwr Lizard.
@eN Rhenoceros. gqzwA@: Having claws with five
nails each.

Another stock instance of aR¢ewr is mmTnmFARIER
ey 1 It excludes wdwifiardl, Read ®&#@sx on
awaera 1. 3. 81.

P. 80 qfidear is divided into two classes: expressed
and implied. Expressed afide is one in which words like
@ conveyiug the idea of exclusion are used, Implied
qRe®ar, cn the other hand, is one in which no such words
conveying an idea of exclusion are used. o1 fiq SrFA=A
They sing only here i.e. inthe case of the gamawdis,
Cf. . frg: o= | ssa® aredf a1 Some read &
taasPa They insert (emay) new words only in these
(L e, mameEs in %Fs in masd, A, and wggq metres )
The change of snam i, e, insertion of new
words and g omission of old ones is allowed only
in qammeiss composed in the three above-named metres,
This is a better reading owing to its definiteness,
qeret: The flowing Soma. w& amwer wean: is implied afdear
for there is no word like g1 signifying exclusion, while
¥ Farauiea is expressed IRdear,

(52)

The Faults of qitéawan:—As far as possible a dwies

does not interpret an ambiguous AW as gRYENA

Saaky
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owing to its suffering from three defects. This
attitude of apathy towards aRdear is further followed by
the scholiasts on wiww, who, as far as possible, avoid
interpreting a doubtful text as @&, All the three
faults inhere only in the =afbmi wifgem and not in
the st in which only sigay the third is present,
The first fault is @dg. What is the @nd of qaawr wear: ?
Justas the @i of gremgmela is w~dfigwa, the wwd of
quAET WAl is ggA@wgw. But do we interpret the aitdemr
as enjoining wmamwgw ? No. We say the aRdear enjoins
not wEagRgm but smEsEwgafag®. Thus ses@wem, the @ is
set aside, This fault does not exist in St dfkdear like a3
@4 s, For the word wa directly expresses exelusion
and so the @9 of ¥ &1 smaala is exclusion of everything
but the particular ssm=#g s which is the sense we
understand from the sentence. The second fault is
quisera. We have seen above that smaer weai: conveys
to us sgETEwgugRiand we have seen that this isnot
the @nd of the sentence, for we do not find the words
in the sentence for ﬂqﬁﬁﬂmragﬁ So the sentence
suggests to us a sense that does not belong toit. In
other words, it gives us wud., The standing prineiple
of interpretation is that, as far as possible, a word
should be used in its primary sense. Secondary sense
always involves & compromise and is defective to that
extent. So =gl sRdewr is also defective owing to
s, Needless to say this defect is not present in
i aReenr like se@amata where owing to the gasic the
@ is exclusion of everything but the particular
qaaras and that we admit to bs the sense of the sentence
wagmans « The third defect of @igiell as well as
i digent is mwem, We know that smememam is as

much vagm= as wawigr. In other words, to satisfy
the appetite both are equally helpful. Had there been
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no 9Reen we would have indulged in eating both, So
aRéwar whether Y& or @imfe come in the way of our
freedom in the matter of eating by forbidding wwmwEwEm
that was gwa: srg. This also is considered to be its short-
coming., Note that in a Ra@fa® also we are faced with
sigarg,  Had there been no fizm, Adisagd, would we not
have had recourse to a@figem ? But in a3’ this defect
cannot be present, for its %7 being «sma where can there
be sigag ?  The first two Jws can never be present either
in an ®ERAR or AEAf™ owing to their very nature.

P. 81 Fmwgd weafegw :—As seen above it is owing
to the absence of words like wa conveying an idea of

exclusion that the first two faults arise. Hence they are
gezfag, The last ( sigara ) does not depend upon words 1t
is concerned with the idea of exclusion of a & thing,
Hence it is séfag and as such is present both in A& and
wefia e, g 3% The cornmentator’s way of ending
a discussion. The discussion of &% and ditgear came by
way of digression while discussing Rwaf#@ which, the
author said, restricted us to sxs for spfemam,

st g...amdga@afa We have established the general
rule that #5s are zord and the wmwe is sdhrewdaterm. But
there are certain #us like waa1q gq, swr %3 which are not
s@vgnaarteans. The diates says such #3s have to be inter-
preted as meant for sws for we cannot interpret their use
in any other way ( &t&=amar ) By admitting them to be
sreort we make them srdam useful. They should never be
regarded as faeds,

(53)

AT . Aqa=q: amdq is the third of five divisi-
ons of ¥, If the whole¥z propounds uf how doeswi help
in this s ? The answer is given in this paragraph, s
makes usquitedefinite about the thing to be done, because
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with the help of aw¥y a thing can be marked oft (afi%ey )
from the rest, So with the help of aw¥r we become quite
definite about the thing to be done and thus it serves g
which is the same as sacrifice. Thus the name 335 marks
off the &g am from all other mmsand thereby helps w,

P. 82 spnamrg: The s isgenerally of things
that do not obtain by any other means of proof.
YA Afaageaid: If no specific name of the
sacrifice were given, we would have thought that each
and every sacrifice ( grra=r ) is enjoined by the fafr
But we know how absurd it would prove to attempt

to perform each and every sacrifice, on account of
the vagueness of the injunction,

It e qg wigdg I we analyse the &R, stz
gt qgEm: we get SREgt and 99 9gFA: a8 two constituents,
TS 9gEA: means A7 af Wada . Bringing together the two
parts we get Sfka1 a1 93 wiadw .  Because here 3f%g and
g stand in the same case-relation (@@miREwa) we under-
stand that the 7 is to be identifiéd with i¥g (sfag ).

There are four circumstances that force us to interpret
certain words in vedic sentences as @A¥as. They are des-
cribed in detail in the paras following.

(54)

P. 83 @&d..3wHa Here is being illustrated
AEdeguIR WaE by taking the instance of sf¥Rr a¥@
qge@:  If we were not to admit ‘SfRg’ as a FWE™ of
a 99T, the only alternative that remains is to accept it
as & 97 of the I/ analogous to ™ in FAT WX where
g% is not a amET but & % of the IF. So we interpret,
for the sake of argument, the sentence as S T ugsm :
a4, interpreting, 3f&g etymologically as ‘a spade’ ( sfimmd
R ). Now, if we suppose that the sentence 3fit Pom
agew: 93 enjoins not only ¥ ag a means to TYAR but also
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org itsTW. (%o afy aeRwE & iy = TR ), we ehall be
confronted with the fault of m%¥a%g which results from maki-
ngone sentence yield two independent senses. To avoid
aigadg, if we say that the @ enjoins only sfg the T, we
again plunge into another absurdity viz. of having a PR
without a corresponding =@y, What is meant is this.
If we were to interpret the & as meant for enjoining the
aw 3 it will be necessary for us to show a 4R enjo-
ining the samarT.  For, as a rule, without a 5917 a I% cannot
exist. But there is no other A% for a saram, Hence
interpreting SRAT I IPFA: a8 4 AR is out of question,
for want of a o, Then remains the alternative of
interpreting the @ as a AR like 8% a%@. Just as we
interpret §WA %@ as Hiwa FRE F W4T and avoid thereby
qFREIRas well as NAFAFAMIANR, 50, one might urge,
we should interpret SPaar 9g®a: I as SFAGNT IR qg WA,

But we have already seen that the interpretation
of di¥id as WA involved the assumption of werdiegar and
was a8 such defective.~ Similarly, our interpretation of
afaar as 3R will be defective owing to he wwalsgon that
we adopt. So the only alternative that will be Rgi% is to
interpret SR%E as o name. This will spare us arEEEEN,
SArAERS and SO,

Well might one ask why ‘S@a’ in % a%a
should not be similarly treated as a name. The
dmte® would possibly explain the difference in his
attitude by referring to the difference between the
words &w & Sfkg. @m generally means @@, So it was
natural to interpret it as a %% than as the name of a W
even at the risk of gudy. Sfg, on the other hand, is an
out-of-the-way word. Its use in the sense of ‘Spade’ is as
much rare as its use as the name of a 11, So if by inter-
preting it as a name one does not lose anything but, on the
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contrary, gains in avoiding @&w9, who will interpret it as
8 J9z7 (spade) a sense, which is as obscare as the other axd
which, in addition, brings in the sawdiy 2

R A JEA S A=A ArTAGTA,

& S guiRemy i e laying down a thing as sub-
servient to the Sacrifice ( ¥= ) GOAAIHA=TIHHA i. e.
if it were to mean a %57 ( viz. Spade) subservient to the ¥,
YWY AMGeag there is no other AR to enjoin the
SRR, and 9% cannot exist in the absence of the Swm,

(56)

PP, 84-85 fRywa...Rengsyaregeiqafis—Now is
being illustrated the second fAfie which may sometimes foree
us to admit a word as ¥4, The instances taken is the R,
Rornr w3 agem:  If the word R were not taken is'a name,
it will have to be taken as a gwxsw. If R is interpreted as a
gwms (then possibly meaning ‘aspotted female animal’) there
are two errors in which the R may land us.” Then the
Rf¥ may be interpreted as a @€, enjoining the connection
of the ¥ with v and %= We cannot interpret it as
=T, RARefRs are possible only in cases where both the
a% and 8419 91 are @rg. But in the &% under consideration,
the g, %57 and ¥, is already STH by a separate [Af¥, 2 #g
T g W1 9% gandgs MMgEA 1 So there is no scope for
the I being enjoined again even as an attribute of the
saiE,  Secondly, by interpreting the ffd as RRIRE, we
take it as enjoining FwSEAFT and IMYUEEE, in other
words, as enjoining that the @ is to be performed for the
%®, @ and that the g, fRen (a spotted female animal) is to
be used in the a1, This would entail ##3%. Note that qmer
wege goged 9 RfiT means nothing more than %% =Ry
qripar and & S ¥ guRET stated above. Read u. fi:—au
A Y A I W et AIRR ae g
i AR gdi &
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The question arises why we should admit 3% as
am¥q for Aeriormig and Ren as awaw for amiew.  The
reply is that Sf#g in the sense of a 77 is rare; while
¢sn conveniently denote a T ( a spotted female animal ).
Thus the chances of 3f%g becoming a T#s are less than
what they are in the case of @, So, if oneis tempted to
admit %57 as a T even- the fault of #eaufegom is pard-
onable. Then what is it that makes us interpret =T as
name if not #@dfeguag 2 The reply is that it is I,
If amdlegui is admitted, the @& might be interpreted as
enjoining the %, g & the v, Ren thus giving rise to arF-
#3. Hence for fear of @it we interpret Rl as a AT Fee»
¥ qrqeqH: all these mixed form the oblation to Swnfy.
o Supply &,

wrar: Barley. fRmgwia @mmanswarama The
coordination between Rr & 4wt shows that fasr is the name
of a ar and hence no AT GEA...qTeYeEqqA: — Because
various %4 s like &M, T etc. are used in the & under considera-
tion, it is called Ren. Note that %™ is offered to S,

» (B6)

P. 86 =affrgis.. . qreaRer ANHEATY we have already
seen what is meant by @eer. (¥, 4. 4 ). By applying
that maxim, the Amla® wants to prove that the word =ity
in of SR is a W, " If wBRA were not a wwaw it
would be a 3%, What J%* can it be ? On the one
hand, it is possible to say that it is #fr as the & of the
@ which is the I or, on the other, that it is @fir as the
37ar of the 8W that is the wom=r: for the compound & can
be dissolved in two ways: &@#Y 5 or &w¥ 355, In the former
case wfil becomes the #MR. Accordingly, the AR would

mean, “We are to offer the oblation in fire ( element ) and
nothing else.” In the latter, & becomes the deity. Then

the A% would mean that we are to offer the &% to & ( the
deity and not the element. ). So the Rf¥, &fery SR can be,
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ace.  to the objector, interpreted as a IWAY either satisw
Eying smwrslen or Jnawsten.  But the dwie® says that st
SR cannot be taken as a AR either satisfying smrarHaT
or Xwmstar. He says that the smiarstean is already eatisfied
by another fif¥, azrah% 3AR which gives us smEadT sif ag
the sm@, So long as the text gy TR is there, the
interpretation of «f¥@E 9T as IR for s become super-
fluous & hence #ed%. Similarly the Xaasian is already satis-
fied by a different text which ace. t0 some is a5wd ST
etc. whileacc. to others it is aifisdiffaei: @mr.  So sy of
cannot be interpreted as satisfying Yaastar, If sfids o2fy
cannot be accepted as a 9@ much less can we admit it as a
R@eff. Therefore, the only alternative that remains is to
dmit &8 as a name, and this, as we have seen, is dne
to the wiserw®s which means AFUNTETA 8, WA stating the
98 in question: #PT and 3. AFATATALIY a: I as the
s, ARHATYY:=TA=WN as the Xaal,

(87)

faeimrat...qia%: Abdut the aoreaansl relating to
&i# there are two views. One, that of @, identifies it with
44y wwea? 9 i 99, the other that of wiala®s like -
- iRt identifies it with efiSIiRediRA: e, The second
view is regarded to be more accurate than the first and, as
. 1Ry says, the words of indifference ¥ SR referring to the
first view show ordaiger’s dissatisfaction with that (first) view.
The dissatisfaction is due to the fact that ace. to the majority
of the #vwlews, in MY ¥ HWYET I W IR we have an wgwE of
wif¥, swfd alone being AR for the first time. See below.

P. 88 a=aw:...gTaqta We have scen above that omd
Sqe etc. has been taken by the majority of #infu®s as
inthading an @gg of Wik atid Rem of wwaf. Against this,
some objector takes exception to &WSHR: etc. as worTymR.

13-14
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He cites $mRe’s a=5aifis in which aka words like V&, smitg
are stated to be more conclusive in giving us the deity than
a dative like 17 or w3, Again a dative is stronger, ace.
to $WS, than a mere #7 in honour of the deity. We sy
A I: ete. is acvegme. But it comes into conflict with
SS9a8 W FER ( which is the latter part of agw¥ swwd ete. )
where s9ft is the deity, ®f being dropped altogether,
Both the s are supposed to give the deity of e
As between the two, on the basis of F#iR®, the objector
naturally decides in favour of sWi%a% FEi@ for it is
dative superior to # (the same as #xa% ). Therefore,
the objector says that sifisalid: ete. does not give us the deity
but w5963 SR gives us the deity & it is ey, In the light
of this interpretation, even the word ®ft in =fEix means
SSaid, says the qiw@m, The e repudiates by pointing
out how SSafdidam is not the sole aim of the text gwd srsmad
g IR 1 siead @ g3, The text includes an  #@aR of
Wi obtained first from @SR ete. and a Bur of sk,
- says he. This interpretation frees the text from M under
which it would labour if it were to make a f@wia of two
deities in one breath, Therefore better to say that et is

#ed and not R and only %19 is @%a. stgary Reference _

t0 a thing already ®Ra or enjoined. afga Derivatives from
nouns, like ¥ from &=,

P. 89 wq...gnarwag® The #wta® says that words
 like @34 in the TmFs, afis a%ft are AW¥s and not names of
guzEgs; for, the qmasyg like 331 are adverted to in different
sentences like afira: afindt e eN59&7 g where o197 and &fyy
( the divinity ) are given as the Tms7s WA The word
31} refers to other marwis like GAM.

(588)

PP. 89-90 s3%=...aerq83ma  The #™ia% now illu-

strates how certain words in the Vedic sentences are to be

X

o T
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interpreted as AWa%s on the basis of the fact that the words in
«question denote IwFs.  After we decide that the particaler
word stands for an 399 with which the $9#7 a1 is compared,
there is no scope for us to interpret the word as an &% of.
the a1 and hence we settle it to be a name. The wH#E®
proves this by taking the am, aw a3@. If R34 were not
taken as a W97 it will have to be taken as a 259, Then F
etc. will mean, ‘ With the falcon one should sacrifice’ just
28 YT 3517 means ¢ One should sacrifice with the animal’.
But does 3 mean ‘a falcon’ here ? No. The test for de-
termining its sense is to study the s4aigs relating to the &,
4T 9. We get the sfa, aur 3 3%: &e, which means ‘Just
as a falcon swoops down & captures (its prey), similarly this
swoops down and captures the malicious enemy.’ From this
snfaig it becomes clear that the 41 is compared to a ¥a bird.
This is indicative of the fact that the ¥« bird is not meant
by the word #@ in ¥ u3@. If the bird were meant, the
edag would have praised the bird #M. But here we find
that the praise does not relste to ¥ but to a ¥ which is
compared to . As the W™ & 787 cannot be identical so
here the ¥ bird and the thing it is compared with cannot
be identical. Hence the word ¥ in 333 aSd cannot mean
"the @ bird but is the name of the a7, Read Srranafeiar:—
AT HRTGRD) el @RAARIATAE: S | ¥ YW qE
REEIARIRTIE [ATE TATT, | S is explained as IE,
AFSYATIAT: means STRET eeqyTgaqe: In other words, SwA
shows 3% & hence we cannot explain the word in question
otherwise than as WA, [AYT AFR=FTH YA FWIFA
enemy.

(59)

PP. 91-99 IqTHARIE... IE3qeTT—NRAFK & others
admit & fifth ¥g for k9.  When there are other St
giving the 99, like ¥ a word like Yuta in 94T 794 is to be



160

interpreted as a a9, What they mean is this. %33 a3
occurs as an AR after R srwETS faalr (R ) dmt ab Al
and 6 more Swiffs in which diff. oblations are offered to
different deities like &1, @19, 994 etc  Since these SaiAis give
the ¥aais we should not suppose that XA I gives us the
3aa viz, @aRa: For ‘34337 ° is weaker than afif, Q1% ete. the
former being mentioned only in an #ga% while the latter are
mentioned in SaRfA&s. If 3933 etc. does not supply us the
deity it must be interpreted asa W, So WA is deter-
mined to be a FWE by the saRAF and others on account
of SUAEGUaTE 1. e. because the I viz. Jaar, w1 & others,
being mentioned in the St ( FURE=SaFAEEE ) are
stronger (adged ) than AR34: mentioned in the w1gag. But
the smi&sg®T holds that no fifth &g for amda® need be admit-
ted. He says that in #R3% 73%@, 3% is determined to be
AMET not by SafdwEIUEdaE but by dErR a &g already
stated. The deity is obtained from a different =& which is
an AHAE: AARA: GHESEd agusaer awkaad, Therefore 3% in
F4REAT 70 is & AN by WA, acc to M. WL,

IqRaiEnuE qag-=SatRRaieeEdirea.
(60)

P. 93 geueq faaas oal... Aadara—Here the iataw
wants to show that 34 a part of the# also helps 5% by making
a person abstain from doing a thing that would lead to
evil. If wi is meant for ¥ it is quite easy to see that
whatever wards off & is also serviceable to it. Srreiggf-

 qrAHANT HggTA—A 8 like 7 oM weda is useful

in so far as it produces abstention from @& like Hdsregm
which entails evil.

arad—Plainly speaking means 99971 g:@ and as such
refers to the misery that one will have to suffer as a result
of the %4 following the perfomance of the A% thing. f&fw:
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‘waaAt gfaqrggs  The @™ inculeates inclination. a3a, for
instance, makes us inclined towards @, Note that this sdet
or Sm (not 93f%) is WRA A expressed by the fx and that
is the primary function of a &%, Recalling the instance of
the enar} and the R we can imagine how &® primarily
inculcates SadI just as the smd does. TIITARAEATIIN=
W gaaFE qiang

gmargaaAnaga—The &7 suggests that ams are
instrumental to # like &, 93, 7@ and thereby persuades
us to perform them, in other words, makes us 595 towards
them. sfME@IgAFATEGT etc. The @ stops us from
doing f&% things like FoF9aw because they are a source
of the highest evil. #®@%¥ acc. to some’meat of an animial
killed with & poisoned arrow; acc. to others: Garlic; some
take it to mean tobacco while some others interpret it as
fermented food.

(61)

P. 94 wg TAvuagqeq.. qagmar  guragard:— The
passage is sufficiently important as evincing the acute insight of-~
the #twla® into the sphere of Vedic interpretation. What might
sppear to a superficial observer as mere hairsplitting will be
recognised to be great profundity on a close scrutiny. The
present passage as well as the one containing the analysis of
the 5w in a @R will always do credit to the interpretative
aptitude of our #wrass, The #nfes believes that generally
the negative in a P9 is to be consfrued with the S=RI»
Thereby he proves that generally %% inculcates SECIRA
fuda, When the negative is construed with the wred, as it is
in the case of %74 (an exeception to FR¥), it conveys iR,
The shate® proves that AR inculeates not AT but Fadr.
He proves it in the most scientific way. He concludes that
the negative sense in & FRY is to be construed with the Tl
A or X0 or sad and thus FRW ineulcates the antithesie



102

of 3X,  Let us see how he comes to this conclusion. In a
A like @ was ¥, at the first glance we are led to believe
that @ goes with &, the wi@d. But on a closer examination

it will be found that it is not so. ¥&¥d means A K¥
wadd and this proves that & as %W is subservient

(398%da ) to WA signifying waar, There is a rule of
interpretation that whatever is subservient to another can-
not be construed ( 3%a ) with a third thing (3 @=39a7H7 etc.);
for, nobody goes to bring the king on hearing the words
vwgwara, the king being Sv@SHya to 959 as is evident from
the sense of the word, T%: g&%: in which 38 is the principal.
Therefore W& the @ being subservient to & cannot be
wifiaa with the 3%; 5o it is not Wegwmw that is inculeated by

the 7489, Then with what other element in * %&37 ’ is the =
connected ( #fd ) ? The remsining element is %49 to be

analysed into enerary signifying anviraar and @4 signifying
(wdrman ), Of these siianawi is ST@shg to wsfamA of
which it is the @&, so, by,the rule followed above ( aw=dwa-
XATR etc,’), BNTATEA cannot be wfad with awd, ( Rwaarer
saclegsiwea ete. ). Then the remaining element is that of
R¥€q conveying wdwaar, We know that it is subservient
to nothing ( @M saraar ) and we construe it with the
. AEY TG ete, TA=ATAVE, TR -RTAST
PP. v5-96 w3ra sywrat etc  Here the #utes proves
the effect of the sz of #%t with ‘R%¥a, %%, he mays & every-
= body admits, conveyg the antithesis of the thing with which
tis stated. (eememgs ). feéa conveys 5w, And as %% is.
#fam with Rd the resultant sense is the antithesis (@3 ) of
a3 or ¥ which is the same as Fvdr. 1g qadara: swd=RAR:
QY g ST ete. ‘Though the general rule is that in a
1399, 70 is connevted with serrd, there are some cases where,
in a R, 3 cannot ba’coq:t;*md with %y and Has, there-
fore, to be construed-with wrad; These 'or cifcumuthsecs
sro 1%0 a8 desoribed in: thé followtig m e,
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(62)

PP. 97-98 q=ara®...qeq wasgeaawdard Though
generally the negative in a @34 is construed with the 5@ there
are two exceptions where 9 cannot be construed with the s&%
but has to be construed with the =& These two exceptions
are styled 93719 exclusion. So 9§19 is constituted of merely
these two exceptions to 1984, Of these the first exception
is being detailed out in this para. When under the heading
of #ds are stated things negatively, we get Wiz, Thus
when we get the #3s of a % in “&ATTWRE ete. which
we determine to be his #ds on account of the opening words
( SwwA ), aEd Ad, we say that tis an instance of TggE. Well
might one ask, what is the difference between % and “§%a?
The reply is that in @39 the #=§ is connected with SEFTH,
in 93%/@ with wi@d. The #mia® says this is not a mere
technicality of his. He says that when % is conatrucd
with s it denotes, as We saw, nothing more than SataE
i. e. fad® which can by no means be %7 i. e.~practicable.
To say that f#adr is ®dsq is paradoxical. But that is nof”
g0 when #% is construed with i@, When it is so construed,
it conveys arauiw@, which can be, by @4, interpreted as
qraniaEgEe which is as much %357 as any other thing. Sc
by construing #% with S we get mere SaGTAR ( RadT )
which cannot be practised ( 357 ) while by construing it
with arad we get wrdiaads® which can be practised. That
is why in #ds negatively stated we construe the 7% with the
wed. 7 is something %ceu, svadg.  And, therefore, when
aas like RN are given, we must interpret them so as to
bring out the senwe of a %57 matter. Were we to construe
# with the %79, the sentence would convey mere fad® which
is not 531, How can an *%3= thing be stated ' under &
which is ®3%1' Therefore, wherever we get Hds under
the caption ( WA ) ®@e¥ #i etc. the negatives in the
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s must be construed with the wmad, This is one
case of W%, one variety of wjxr. Thus, in rRwRhega
coming under the caption @& &, a will go with the arwd
viz. %% Soit will convey fgwwma. But oA is not
%5 being negative. S0, by @&, we interpret FFUNE as
$gornassd which is #9.  Well might one ask, could we
not have got a %= thing, even by construing 7 with s@m¥ 2
4 with SN gives SadwrAa, as with W@ it gives Wrewiv,
As you interpreted, he might urge, the negative s
by @m as WRANAE so we interpret SN by wew as
sydedem, both equally 3. Though the ates, does
not take note of this problem, it seems he would explain
it by pointing out that sadwramdse the same as Frudarden
does not exist at all. For xwdar is iteelf one & & a8 such
wrem is d%eeAm which is oA, IqmwA: Opening of a topie.
qgare Ecxlusion ( ‘R+saieny ). #owwRy wmdsardsgany
The word =& conventionally denotes a matter which is to be
performed. - In its etymological vense it would have denoted
% thing that is fenced off ( § to enclose ).

aeq Fd ARATgeay ete. The words ¥dvwa ete. ( He
should not see the rising sun ) occur in the #g&R but the
words #& ad do not occur there. Hence, as Prof. Paran-
Jepe says, it comes from another unknown text. Or more
probably, it may be an innovation of the #mta% for which

- he is so well-known.

WY QAlTATEAREEqe W €qry The qHey is 36 A&
& the 2O is ARG ete. If the qatwr refars to a ®asx
thing and the AR to an W& thing as it would do if it
were construed with swand, there will be no harmony bet-
ween the 3PFFAIY and the WM a8 there ought to be.
When I say I am enumeraving %31 things ( %R ) I must
enumerate T things and not We¥s ones. Otherwise, there
will result RN, WPE A Brihmana who has perfor
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med the ceremony of ablution required on his finishing
the first s/ew. @O SRAMMA Because even WiEdiA™ (<%
RO ) is &%, it is by =gw interpreted as ARG AT,
U aEse in our case. The @ is worgmegon,

P. 99 =mi3=nawg® etc. What is the sense of the 93a1®@
in J&draenizad ¢ It is given to be that by avoiding the sight
of the sun one creates a result (¥=3). This result is further
specified in ¢aer g waf. Therefore, it follows that by =nik-
@rfigud®es is produced NE the W, U | GATAEN: ete.
The 73757 is 384 etc. The STWAH, ¢AdE etc The first
AT gives 999 and as such expects &% or W & the next
expects 999 while it gives the . Thus they beoome I
9% or supplmentary & hence the tsma. a9
etc:—An  objector might urge, *“ Why is it that
you chooss igwdsd alone as the wWeNRl of &,
or, in other words, #uRdf. If one were to to wrap
his eyes in a cloth, that too would be =ifadf¥; so why
accept only &riguE®e as connected with the W& end not
Wt ? ' The #atas replies saging that we must take the
spitit of the passage into consideration before we decide
the sense. No doubt 92fium is R, But that is never
meant in ¥&d etc. which describes a mental ¥R, as ai.
#ds are, while ®=f9™ is not a mental 19R but a FR% saUR,

P. 100 a&q HATATSHAAYRA:——aT R qRue=essy

RTINS Ha9d, FAqarARiad,
(63)
{gdid qAlag......araEgrng-—Here is being described

the second variety of wdaig, If the first variety referred to
ds negatively stated, as ¥R etc, the second relates
to exceptions to general rules. When there is a negative
statement to the effect that whatever was prescribed as
applicable in general does not apply to certain exceptions,
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the negative prescription is the second variety of agara, It
the #%was construed with the W in the first variety, it
is construed with the thing excepted in this variety, Thus
since in both these varieties a5 is not construed with the
sag, both are regarded as exceptions to R&9. Why should
we, in this variety, construe the a5t with the thing excepted
and not with the 5% ?  The afwras replies by pointing
out how the a1 will give rise to alternatives (&%) if the
¥ were construed with the ¥@a. And as @%@ is always
discounted by the #iata®, he avoids it by construing the %
with the thing exceptd. The #inte® illustrates this variety
of 9§%7¥ by taking the instance of 7afvy ITwmg w Agady,
There is a general rule that the #, ¥ wemag (¥ aswg
shortened form in the accusative=¥ awmg R &% ) should
in gll @1 ( @sf=qisar ) but it should not be used in the
case of the 73 called srgns. The #iAte® says the @ in
AFAINY goes with &1ga M and not with R ( =gwla) that
is understood after ergardy,

@ eannot be construed with the wread for it is not the
case of.8 88, Then if 7% were construed with the Seaard it
would give rise to R%®7 in the following way. If the a%
were construed with the S@nd in ®0fd, the sentence would
Imean HFAING J4E @ BN i. e. there will be the ST of the
YRR in the sigWws. A SRAY presupposes w1, Unless a
thing is 19 where is the point in probibiting it ? If drin-
king is prohibited it is because it is 5@ ( TWa: or otherwise ).
So in our present instance the 5% if admitted will have to
be preceded by 5% and we shall have to say that zwfyy 3g-
W BT is the ST, So we get one M9%AET for the use
of 7wfiy Jo1%% and another SRAWAF against its use, So
there are two confficting @es acc. to this interpretation.
And when two wi®s conflict, we have to admit them as
optionally binding ( 3%Rv% ) for, whether we do the thing
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or no, we derive authority from the @& for both courses.
Someone might urge when two @mts conflict, the thing that
is 518 by one must be supposed as annulled (@f@) by the
other and as such there is no scope for option. The #iuias
replies that, for annulment, one authority must be stronger
than the other. One can easily nnderstand why there should
be @19 to M&MEAT which is TTEmNg by the @&, sl 7 g=E:.
Here is a couflict between @ ( free will ) and @& and na-
tarally enough @& being the more authoritative of the two
annuls the dictates of ¥, leaving no scope for option. But
the case becomes different when there is conflict between
equally forcible authorities as in the instance under consi-
deration  35Wg is 9 by the WA, IAWY JywAg FUA and it
is S'9g by the w&, ¥ asimg 7 #ufa which we get if we were
to construe % with the S So the anthorties in conflict
are equally forcible—two @@, and hence there can be no aq
but only 13%4, option. Thus if 4% were constiued witn the
gAY, 9WAy dgWAg w[ WFARY becomes a case of [F.
ANHGBUTEI GBI mmfﬁma—-m is SREEERES.
It can be ar&a by the stronger @d, mgor @ Fa=:  But F=iy
ygsag &1, which is the 31aaS ( @793 ) of the 43 Ty, is a
g and as such it cannot be annulled by siga=y Aasiag a
%@ the other @@, Hence no a4 of the former by the latter.

QAT ITAWE HUF FATAY, In the T & the I is
asked to utter the words ¥ Iwmg before uttering the 1s or
sacrificial formulas at the time of making offerings. But he
i~ not to utter them while muking the stgxss. Edgerton says
that this text is a @mla® formulation based on a constantly
occurring ritual usage. WA denotes ISAs in general.
SIFHTH the 47s that accompany secondary offerings made
after the @, Read danzrdiad=a: sigeaia saRamEssd gs4a IRE
SRl A GTAR MPNHARIAS §F= !
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P. 102 w w.../cqarea®y In the preceding section, we
saw that if 7% is construed with the X®™ there results fdse
and not W, We saw that a1 was not possible owing to two

ws coming into conflict. Now an objector says that even

when two @& coflict, #w is possible. He points out how
the general W, emgwiy FRY enjoining that gad should be,

a3 a rule, performed in the aMga«i¥ fire, is set at naught
( @f¥a ) by the A3warer, @gW @ W ace. to which, in the
WS the g3 is performed at the seventh step ( 9% ) of the
cow which is to be exchanged for 8. Here one @r®, @mga-

A% 9gf is wfa by another, & % WM. Similerly, the
objector says, we should suppose that the @m=m® Fwiig

Jwag M is ¥ by the Almmw, wgardy (interpreted as
wgqdy dzwng 7 w0R ). The Awte® replies by stating the
difference between the two cases: 81gadla-9% texts on the one
vhand, and FSfag-wgadY texts on the other: In the former, he
says, both the texts are mutually independent. They are
sbeolutely exclusive. ¥ SRR has nothing to do with
ou ® GOR & vice versa. But axRy Yawmk HUR and Agmdy
are not exclusive, they aré not werkfAdE@. For after gy
we have necessarily to suppose as understood the words
gt 4R which form part of the first w®, Thus the -
wwre, AgwRY has to depend upon, the first W for the thing:
it prohibite ( fRw ) viz. Fxsa WA, Hence the case of argamy
is not analogous to G&H N @R, The former 18 dependent
upon the ¥WWUMRY, the latter is independent of it. And as
W4 is possible betwean TeRftdn was only, it is possible in
the case of WigAia-9% texts but not so in the case of ¥y
RRws-Tgaoy texts. So we must admit that the latter is s
case of Bws. Shorn of all technicalities, the difference
between the two cases seems to be this. In 9% @ QR there
is no SRAY of the wwwIwW, W@ GOR while there is ome

in argueg of the. emvagw, *#RE etc. Henoe W in onme
cage and Q&% in the othe.
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93 JEA i. e. 98 ® FRN@ The 3941 is to perform & at
the seventh 9% of the cow which is to be given in exchange
for Soma in a %M,

QYIS AR R RIS,

FIHTTE: a general rule. fARNIS 2 particular rale.
EATARITATS 1ACqE etc. T6W 9 FUR has not to depend upon
Wgay 997 for completing its sense. While #13@151g has to
depend upon IRY I #R for its A=, Foema,

(64)

P. 103 a&md...qgaraeaq After a lengthy digression
on the question of a4 the #wias returns to his btarting point.
He has proved that 7= if construed with the sernd will give
rise to 3%e7 the possibility of @9 being quite remote. In this
section he proves how 1% is not a happy choice. To begin
with f#1 detracts from the authoritativeness of the texts
in question, for owing to the existence of alternatives, is
does not became imperative on our part to foullw eithgr. Thus
in the case of e@uIw if &% were admitted, whether we
uttered ‘¥ ¥’ or no, the result is the same: for there
are texts to sanction both alternatives. This clearly weakens
the authority of both the texts in question, which become
U snawqaa, We see how the wner, ARAMSE become unau
thoritative when we perform the a7 with ¥3s on the autho-
rity of 4% and vice versa. Not only does the admission
of f%e entail 5@ of the &, it brings about another
contingency also. We have to admit a twofold 899 in cases
of fazea. The A& will have its own 93 to convey and the
R ( the same as Sfd9q ) its own For both are, in the
present case, conductive to . Whatever is 3@ con-
duces to 9 or #@; whatever is &ad to 8. SIS is gwMm
but @A is Fay. SGIASW results into the unseen, ®agaw
into the seen fruit of 334. Thus acc. to this ressoning when
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a man performs a 1% with @ he will lay in store one a3 of
#iZgm and another of AR an absurdity too patent.
For the rule is that one &4 will lay in store one 3% or HyA
orly. Therefore, the #inie® says, 7 should be construed
with ®ig7¥ and not with the S&a in ®0”. The 3% cannot
be construed with @i for it is not a #@. This willrid us of
fa#eq and give rise to 93%d@. Read @@ on 4. 1. 2. zRw=diRe:
gETET @ QT 9gRT: Fa: | a8 (Gl SN | WA A ;S | KA
QIEATEANEAY, A ¥F991, g ete.. By construing A with sgaSs
the sense that we get from A wIgTNY is AFATEARRIY
ysicy ¥ F9ag 5 9 A If anyone asks how is it that
from 7 «@4SY one gets the sense HIFWEHARNT the
reply is that it is by @@ 7 &ig@dy connotes HFAAWA
But as no sense can be got from smaSRaAY Jaamg R w45
Fid, FGATANT is, by 9, taken to imply HFASEAME
1. e, SRR things.

P. 104 =15 = 9199 etc. we have established, no doubt,
that @ S(gaI¥Y is & 9319, But what is its significance ? It is
given in this section. @ &IFASY reiterates ( #INT ) the Jawwe-
@ which is & by the marafif, asfy Jawwg s, But
it is not pure HFAE; there is an element of Fa1@ too. That
consists in laying down, by ¥4%9, that 3 Z5a¥ is to be used
in sacrifices other than &@alst s, So 7 sI94™Y consists of two-
elements ( 1 ) 3173 of the sw=Iffy, g9y Yywmg # and
(2) fam of egueEARRSy Iwsmwgso. The s@ag is given
because it form8 part ( the dawAg part ) of the 1Aum.
In plain words: whatever was vaguely stated as of universal
application ( ¥y ¥a@wg a1 ) has been made quite
definite in its scope by 7 wgay,

P. 105 s+2q...aat ¥g1a: The Awfe® now proceeds to
distinguish between 93%®@ and S%&R the common feature
between which is the restriction of the scope of a WmFgaHa
by a BRwaEr, SRR consists in restricting a thing stated
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generally to & particalar case. Thus in the siquaraart there is
o AFY, e AFT HUW referring to the IgaF of the Fem
remaining after the ®9%7 &1, a particular offering. On the
basis of the &= which does not refer to amy particular
gusiE, one is tempted to effect the 3Igdme™ of all the ez,
g @ add Tma. But a second text { A¥wawa ) sty
agal FUR holds us back from applying the general text to
AN and TEW glem. «Hd =gl #AUR thus limits the
scope of the @mi=7afy to ®#a Wew. Thus there is restri-
ction of the eFam® to the thing stated in the R¥wwE.
And thus we get 379g%. In 9J%™, on the other hand,
though there is restriction of @m=rmi& the restriction is to
cases other than the one stated in the RRwms. The f3m-
aF, WFAEY restricts the scope of the smmaFa, TwRiy
@AE R to HFATA-sFTIRE AW, T, Ry allu‘%a, to the view
of some who hold that there is no possibility’ef, one ever
identifying 16g} with < and hence a discussion of their
difference is uncalled for. For, while the former gpsitive,
the latter is negative. W qWEW AW A= NEE @Y
GREAEAr PRI IRRRN: (YT IR AR Ui q o g
¥ | FAIRTAEI, @€ CF Ag g1 @ qARAIIRTg: |
. ottt a: ad: a ?ariety of SIS lasting a
day and night. SR, a Soma” vessel. Here it denotes the
contents.
P. 106 gAi=igHsq ...o1qegoiigeqg—Though the #at-
§% avoids A% as much as possible still in certain cases he
is forced to admit %1 which results from admitting the
negative I as SR by construing 7 in the negative & with
the 5@, He proves how %% has needs to be admitted in
the case of Tmes, &R AR .TFM and AR TR 7R,
If wiara is to be obtained from R ete. ¥ must not be
construed with sezard. It should be construed either with
the werd giving rise to the fitst variety of wgqrd or with the
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nouns, giving rise to the second variety. A% canunot be
construed with w7 for AN qrefas TR is not a 7. So in
the last resort, to get a 9318, A% in Aed GeRE TER will
have to be construed with either of the nouns: 3R or
e Let us see the results of this way of construing. a=
with =@ will yield the sense wiud Tefheafaica Jgld
wihch conflicts with st Giefmd @i a2 with ef&@ey will
yield siftgzeafaish Faf Qe 28 which again conflicts with
sfaus @S &1 | Thus in both cases the resultant sense
couflicts with the @33, In w219 like agmdy Jawag IR, on
the other hand. we have seen that there is no conflict
hetween ¥Fa——Fid and AIFTTT which means only erggm-
saffisy &0f.  Thus, either way it is not possible to
interpret AT ete. as a 993@.  So as is inevitable AUy
must be admitted as a @39 negativing what is TR by
#R0S... 784 and thus giving rise to e

gt The word s=& only stresses the
conflict.

.

P. 107 &= fa®wsd etc. What is meant is that one
should not take exception to the resultant @%%q, here. For it
has necessarily to be admitted under the circumstances. a3
@FGTEIE: etc. means: 7 7 FFTIRIRRA A4 e TRy SRR

Tqieaaq...ggurdea  Here is brought out the distin-
ction between @¥dina @%a and A% standing by itself.
In the @4 in a A% like @Y R4 WA the AR
thing is not smutfag for it is %ad & @ relates to .
Here are two I™s one enjoining a thing and other
prohibiting it. Both the =& are equally helpful to v
and not to 3. So I serve the cause of the 9w as
much by %80 of 81sf as by its wgw., Therefore when I
practise NefmgT which is F¥@ by Y ete. I do mot
incur sin. AT and deEEN are equally wend. They
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h ave nothing to do with 9w, whichis the same as ogd,
But the case is different in #8495 which do not form part of
%1, There the M%aar@ is arrayed against T; in other
words, Tl forbids a U@: W thing, and as such is 3%,
Therefore there is 38 @ in sticking to the =, 7 Tes-
AT,  So if a W MY thing be #f¥E, it is natural that the
g thing should be regarded a source of evil. And by
avoiding it we lay 93 in store wheh is the objective of
human activity ( gedena ). Thus in &% both 5% & sfc¥eare
%a4 while in an isolated f¥, sfW= is g butn ot the =
for it is due to W, gend resulting only from following
WW precepts.

PP. 108-109 qfaia: geara:—siu: gy &1 JeRmagd
9 A...F3IAUGEqTgFHead: There are certain prohibitions
like @M@ 4 3& etc  wherein the ¥/ who is initiated for
a 41 is prohibited from Z, ¥ ete. We kmow from other
s that g9, &W ete. are to be performed. From this a&
we see that they are forbidden. Well might an, objector
urge on the basis of these opposing T@s that there is fiwe
about &, 3 ete. But the ®infa® says that there is no i3%5&
about g¥, §W etc. The truth is that the ¥®¥s enjoining
. §¥, §W ete. are gend, or meant for a1qd, while the PR ghiEdy
a4 Z@R ete. is WM. For, they are evidently meant for
preventing the ¥ from dissipating his resources on any.
thing but the a7 on hand. One being g™ and the other
being % there arises no 3%, @%@ would have arisen if
both were %4, Because there is no {3%9, one might scent
o9 in the P4, as in %ed 7 wgdd. But there is this diffe-
rence between the two, that S99Wgu was Und: 516 while am,
2 ete. are . The case is analogous to that of &vwr-
afi¥ in a sacrifice ete. Though there is the general rule
2 weahRera still in sacrifices WA is prohibited. Yet there
is no Y95 for the former ww is 3evel, the latter W% being

‘18
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meant for keeping the awa fit for the sacrifice. Though

there is on R%w there is no #7928y also of the ffi® thing,

for both are @&, Read #iataeRam for the division of

FEd, JeT ete. SAWIR: a3 Fad: | w6 qEh 9 gevd: qgreRfy-

B @nied | IR qwased | g GEAREE  werdyeaiE|

FAUAT, | A1 HRIENET TR Gy e geArEd, |
(65)

HIAY: e S TG,

IR (R IeqeaG—aMay may convey the appro-
ved ( wmea ) nature of the @ga thing or the disapproved
¢haracter of the thing that is ®i8g. The former type of
sl is supplementary to a ffy; the latter, toa RAdw,
The first type is illustrated by the srfam, oy &fw Xear
which is supplementary to the &, awsy Jameda wRww:,
FTER WA 18 an instance of an widar of the second type
because it is supplementary to the @R, oikR word a T,

PP. 110-111 &%y« 3@ ydstaggdqqaanad eoto.

. Taken in its primary sense (sff), an sidar like aigh &iftw
gaar will have no value in the performance of sacrifices
which constitute s, A knowledge of the swiftness ( &f¥er)
of mig has apparently nothing to do with the performance
of am the same as 9d. So, taken in its primary sense,
an edag becomes useless in the matter of wdi. But the
Hintgw has, at the very outset, made it clear that every

- constituent of the Veda has a bearing upon wd An e
also being 33%3x ( & part of the Veda ) must needs have
to do with @, That is why he resorts to s&w in inter-
preting sRimgs when he finds that efiwr fails to give a
sense having a bearing upon @i, Thus, ag¥ ¥Rw Xwer
conveys not the swiftness of arg but, by wgur, his appro-
ved nature ( stawer ). Similarly, dstd wadioger awm
conveys not the howling of & but, by sy, the disappro-

. ved nature { fiffgas ) of i orew which is fafw. o,
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when by s, st or fwy are assumed to be the sense
of an sndarg, the latter (i, e, apiae ) becomes useful in
@, It is obvious how the knowledge of #g being sma
induces one to offer a sy #d; ( & white animal to Vayu);
again, the knowledge of the disapproved nature of s
e a8 implied by @1sAha ete. dissuades one from
having recourse to ¥ wwazm, In both the cases, the
s plays its part in =¥, by supplementing a 4 or fRy,
How a @85 has todo with 5§ has been already made clear.
From this discussion, it must have been made clear that
whatever be the primary sense of an ear, it must in
all cases imply et or fig.

BHUAT: An saRs would say sgsswar,  But syser or
suggestion was not admitted by the ¥frs and probably
by the dmigss,

EaredNfaTeR SAieAraTETg : An s like g afw
Raar interpreted in its primary sense (@ ) can serve
no purpose o far as =¥ is concerned.

TNGAIATER AATFITES | HFATTER 1@ Foaredeang :
The ¥, acc. to the wiate®, teaches am. An aqET
*" forming part of the Veda must also contribute to the
performance ofqm, This it cannot do, if interpreted
in its primary semse. Obly in its secondary sense
viz, 7U&d or =g it becomes useful in the matter of mt.

T R, AMIFAIFIGA :—An  objector might
urge, ° Why do you take the trouble to see some
meaning in the eda, by hook or crook ? You say
that in their primary sense they have nothing to do
sacrifice and that is why you screw out by sgwm a
a sense that would have a bearing on sacrifice. Instead
of taking all this trouble, why not say that snier
is useless from the standpoint of & and that their
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uselessness is an inevitable evil (gea® ).” The
fymrfa, repudiates this suggestion by pointing out how
sz a8 an integral part of the % must have a bearing
upon & or sacrifice. The sarg is contained in the
Veda. The Vedic injunction is that the whole Veda
should be studied (w@ramEisdm=: ). An  injunction
inculcates a matter that has a bearing on ad It
follows, therefore, that when the whole Veda including
the spfaig bas been the subject of the injunction
( @radisasT: ) the saig also must have an ultimate
bearing (waaif) upon ¥, must be sdiswar . Afgfy Rt A
3 In a Soma sacrifice zfr in silver cannot be given
on the Vedi (af§: ). wagfom, in other words, must be
given @Rk but not ewidiy. This @y g s
condemned by the epfar, @isiidix ete. in which Agni (&)
is described as having howled (% ) shedding tears
of silver when the gods tried to recover by force
their property which was in the possession of Agni
~and which he was loth to part with, Consequent
upon his howling he received the epithet the Howler

(®). eneeurgasmg etc. shows how smew and ey
play their role in wdsfdarg.

(66)

P. 112 § g@@wr :—The olassification is based
" on the possibility or otherwise of the thing described by
srdarg being confirmed by other smms,

gorgry :~—~The word aw means * figure' which is
based on similarity of attributes, Of. Wwu=figurative,
fativ :—A figurative assertion based on similarity
always involves conflict with other swmws-esp, swaegsmr,
When the Poet Husband describes his beloved’s face
with the words s, we recognise how it is a qvmrg, based
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on similarity of attributes. It conflicts with wag, ==
and 359 being quite different. Mt gq:—The sacri-
ficial pillar is identified with the sun, with a view to
glorify it (smew). The quality common between
siker and o9 ie described by the sfémgsr to be bright-
ness. The Sun is bright and so is the pillar - Faomn
afaqrerr :—By wfien or primary significance, we get only
identity between snfier and 73; but this identity is un-
vonched for by sergsmm.  So there is gendara and hence
we resort to =@gwr, interpreting the identification as
meant to indicate similarity of attributes, sruIRE
confirmed by other means of proof. =finEaey Agst we
know by s how wfy and &7 (cold ) are opposed,
Hence the propriety of calling «fif an antidote against
cold. aY™ in the wiR® means sammentem and samm=R-
fAlwg i, e, which is neither supported nor refuted by
RAMIRR. A 39 avgea=aa ( raised 39q): no other sam like
sy confirms or refutes the fact that = raiged his s
against 3%, It iy only 4 that speaks about it. yardare
Y aNE AR, ¥a o past thing recorded in the sf,
an Yog, ATV ATITERREE : wonro f&ig: saumen
q ;Y qt a@de: )
(67)

PP. 113-114. @Rgad3:—It has been proved in
the respective sections how R, #x, a3y, A9 and spfarg
all contribute to wWisfwga. &A% and Ry are e gisfiaes
i, TR, and AR are WU WOROSE. qIREW QAR
ARW APy . g FiMdA: wNgRE A% wARde
fsqam: @wg: |+ The 3@ enjoins & ym with a view to a
partienlar fruit. When performed accordingly it
brings about that fruit. auquggan ete. This
is un elevated idea of wi. Thoough ams are
generally performed with a view to a fruit
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sometimes they may be performed, without any
selfish desire for the fruit (a1 sAreRgd: ) only with o view
to be offered to god. This is what is known as {Remq-
%AgrT a8 propounded in the well~known lines of the fia,
e, I ete, frdrge Liberation, gi¥%, w878 performed
with a view to & plunge the person in to dar egfd=ror=
@i} i, e.in the 3rd @z of the 1st searr of ¥, g, that
deals with &, awmma=tgiwaea, In s g, 1.3, it has
been settled ( sqaeaaa ) that @fis are authoritative, for
they are hased on 3@s, The tradition is that to the
seers were revealed things which they kept in their
memory and transferred to the world as wfs, ¥f& foray
marks the auspicious conclusion of the work,
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