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Abstract

In Indian philosophy Nyaya and Vai+euika schools are known as allied system. Both of these
two schools admit air as a distinct kind of substance, but unlike Naiyayikas, Vai+euika thinkers
recognize air as an imperceptible entity. Hence, Vai+euikas gave various arguments to establish
air as an imperceptible entity. In this paper an endeavor has been made to convey all those
arguments of the Vai-+euika thinkers.

Key words: extraneous condition, probans, probandum, pervader.

In Indian philosophy Nyaya and Vai+euika schools are known as allied system. Both of these
two schools admit air as a distinct kind of substance, but unlike Naiyayikas, Vai+euika thinkers
recognize air as an imperceptible entity. They maintain that just like the aka+a, air must be
considered as an imperceptible substance, since air is an external substance that is devoid of any
colour.! The Naiyayikas, however, admit air as a perceptible substance, and they give following
argument in favour of their standpoint:

“Air is perceptible, because it is the substratum of a perceptible touch-quality, e.g. a pot”.
According to the Vai+euikas, this argument is not at all free from blemish. They argue that the
probans, viz. ‘being the substratum of a perceptible touch-quality’ is not unconditionally related
to the probandum, viz. ‘being perceptible’, and the relation between these two is indeed subject

1. ..vayurna pratyakuap narapabahirdravyatvat gaganavadityanumanadatindriyatvasyaiva siddhep.
Vai+euikasatropaskara, p. 127.
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to an extraneous condition (upadhi), viz. ‘having manifest colour’ (udbhatarapavattva).? An
extraneous condition is something that pervades the probandum (sadhyavyapaka), but does not
pervade the probans (sadhnavyapaka). The presence of such a property renders the probans
defective, since it turns out to be deviant (savyabhicara). The opponents can say here that
although the self as well as the qualities like colour etc. are perceptible, they lack the property
‘manifest colour’. Hence, the property ‘having manifest colour’ cannot be considered here as the
extraneous condition. In response to this objection, it can be said here that while it is true that
‘having manifest colour’ is not by itself the pervader (vyapaka) of the relevant probandum, viz.
‘the property of being perceived’ or ‘the property of being the object of perception
(pratyakuaviuayatva)’, it can very well be the pervader of the property ‘being perceived while
being an external substance’. This property does not pervade the probans, since it is absent in air,
which is characterized by perceptible touch. In other words, it cannot be said that whatever is the
substratum of a perceptible touch-quality, is also an object of external perception. In this way,
‘having manifest  colour’ becomes  the  extraneous condition of  the
pakuadharmavacchinnasadhyavyapaka type, since air that is the subject (pakua) of this inference
is an external substance, and the probandum of this inference is delimited by a feature of the
subject. Since the relation between probans, viz. ‘being the substratum of a perceptible touch-
quality’ and the probandum, viz. ‘being perceptible’ is not an unconditional relation, the
abovementioned argument of the Naiyayikas cannot be considered as veridical, and thereby, their
opinion on this issue is not acceptable.® In other words, it is not correct to say that air is a
perceptible substance.

The Naiyayikas can, however, say further that ‘having manifest colour’ can be considered as
the cause of visual perception, but not of tactile perception; since there is both agreement in

presence and agreement in absence between the properties, viz. ‘being perceived through visual

2. nanu vayup pratyakuap spar+a+rayatvad ghafiavaditi pratyakUatvanumanamiti cenna udbhata-
rapavattvasyatropadhitvat ca. Ibid.
3. na rapadavatmani ca sadhyavyapakametat, pakUadharmabahirdravyatvavacchinnasya

sadhanadharmavacchinnasya va sadhyasya vyapakatvat. Vai+euikasatropaskara, pp. 127-128.
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sense-organ’ and ‘having manifest colour’. On the other hand, ‘having perceptible touch’ can be
considered as the cause of tactile perception. But this opinion is also not tenable, because there is
both agreement in presence and agreement in absence even between the properties, viz. ‘being
perceived through tactile sense-organ’ and ‘having manifest colour’, and hence, ‘having manifest
colour’ has to be considered as the common cause of visual perception as well as of tactile
perception. Now, since air is devoid of this property, it must be considered as an imperceptible
substance. One can suggest here that perceptible touch is the common cause of all external
perceptions. But if this suggestion is followed, then the aura (prabha) of light that is admitted by
all as a perceptible object would become imperceptible, since it lacks this property, viz.
perceptible touch. The Naiyayikas maintain that if due to this reason, ‘perceptible touch’ is
denied to be the common cause of external perception; then in the same way, ‘having manifest
colour’ cannot also be considered as the common cause of all external perceptions; since air,
which is a perceptible object, would become imperceptible as it lacks this property. So, they
draw the conclusion that air must be considered as a perceptible object.*

The Vai+euikas then give another argument to establish that air is an imperceptible object. The
argument is—if air is admitted as a perceptible object, then the general qualities like number etc.
must also be apprehended in the air; but in fact, no one apprehends such qualities in air. Against
this argument, one can say here that the possibility of apprehending such qualities in the air
cannot be denied. Indeed, at the time of whiffing, one can apprehend the number of such air in
the form ‘this is one whiff of air’, ‘these are two whiffs of air’ etc. In the same way, we can
apprehend the other qualities like magnitude (parimada), otherness (pcthaktva), remoteness
(paratva), proximity (aparatva) etc. in air. Thus, e.g. we can identify a certain air that is coming
from a distant place, as having the property, remoteness, and another air that is coming from a

near place, as having the property, proximity. Moreover, it is not correct to say that if something

4. na ca cakuuuapratyakltatval tattantral tatraiva tadanvayavyatirekanuvidhanat spar-anapratyakuatve
tu yogyaspar<avattamatrasya tantrateti vacyall rapanvayavyatirekayorubhayatrapi tantratvat, na
hyubhayasiddhaspar+enaiva pratyakuata rapasya grahadamantareda deuha.
Vai+euikasatropaskara, p. 128.
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is admitted as a perceptible object, then the general qualities like number etc. must also be
apprehended in it, since it has been noticed that no one is able to apprehend the qualities like
number etc. in the cloth that has been placed on one’s back although that cloth is a perceptible
entity. For them, it is also not correct to say that apprehension of air as determined by the
universal airhood (vayutva) is essential for the apprehension of those qualities in air. But this
opinion can be easily refuted. In fact, there is a rule that prior apprehension of the universal, viz.
airhood is needed for the apprehension of such qualities in all instances of air, which are
characterized by the universal, viz. airhood (vayutva), and such apprehension is not at all
possible. And for the Vai+euikas, the apprehension of the qualities like number etc. of the cloth
placed on the back becomes possible in that case where the cloth is not folded, whereas
apprehension of those qualities of that cloth becomes impossible in such cases where that cloth is
folded or curled up.”

What follows from the previous discussion is that perception of the ‘common’ qualities
(samanyaguba-s) like number etc. that belong to air is not at all possible, since air is an
imperceptible object. One question may arise here that if air is admitted as an imperceptible
entity, then how air can be cognized? According to the Vai+euikas air can be known through
inference. They maintain that among the qualities of air, touch (spar+a) alone can be
apprehended through tactile perception, but not air itself; and the existence of air can be inferred
as the substratum of that quality, viz. touch. According to Kadada, the quality known as touch is
the inferential mark (liiga) of air. In this connection, let us consider Vai<euikasatra no. 2/1/9—

“spar+a+ca vayop.” Here, the term “ca’ indicates the trembling of leafs etc., which also can be

5. kifica yadi vayup pratyakuap syat salikhyadisamanyagudopalambhe’pi tantraili syat. nanvastyeva
phatkaradau salikhyayap parimadasya ca hastavitastyadep ubhayapar<vavartinor-vayvop pcthaktvasya
ca paratvaparatvayo+ca pratyaklata vayojatdyasya vyaktiparataya tu na tavapi niyamap
pcufialagnavastradau tadanupalambhaditi cenna vyaktiparatayaiva niyamat pcufihalagnavastradau
carjavavasthane salikhyadénad grahadat, anarjavavasthanadouattu tadagrahab.
Ibid.
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considered as the inferential mark of air.® Kadada maintains that although like air, the following
three substances, viz. earth, water and fire also possess the quality known as touch, air alone has
to be inferred as the substratum of this quality, and not the other three substances; because those
three substances are visually perceptible substances, whereas air is not a visually perceptible
object.” Here, the quality known as touch functions as the subject (pakua) of the inference that
establishes the existence of the air. In this connection, it should be noted that touch, trembling of
leafs etc. have been mentioned in the previous aphorism of Vai+euikasatra as the inferential
marks of the air, but unlike touch, trembling of leafs etc. are not invariably related with air in the
manner in which smoke and fire are invariably related, as can be seen in kitchen etc. That is why
trembling of leafs etc. can be considered here as the apratyakua liiga. Actually, establishment of
the fact stated in the preliminary statement ‘this is air’ is not at all possible through such
inferential probans; the existence of air can be established only though that inference where the
quality known as touch functions as the subject. We have to employ here more than one
inference. In the first one of them, it is claimed that touch must inhere in some substance, since it
is a quality. In the other inference, it is claimed that this substance is different from earth
(pcthivd), since it is devoid of colour. It is also different from fire (tejas) and water (jala), since
its touch, unlike those of fire and water, is neither hot nor cold (anuuda=ata). It is also different
from aka+a, space (dik), time (kala), self (atman) and mind (manas), since these are devoid of
touch. Thus, we have to admit some substance that is different from these eight types of
substance, and that substance is air (vayu).

Like touch, sound heard from leaves of the tree, floating of cloud in the sky, trembling of the
branches of the trees etc. cannot happen unless these things come into contact with some
substance that is characterized by touch. Now, one has to show in the manner stated above that

6. cakarat ~abdadhctikampap samuccayante. Vai+euUikasatropaskara, p. 125.

7. na deufianaii spar+a ityadgufialiigo vayup.— Vai+elikasata no. 2/1/10.
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this substance is different from earth, water etc. In this way, the existence of air can be inferred

from sound etc. as well
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