
KARIKA 27
1. The mode of defining mind again suggests the non-difference

between the function and the functioning agent.
2. The meaning is that the senses cannot have desire individually.
3. Cf.S.K.3.
4. Here starts the reply to the admitting of desire as the collective

activity of the senses.
5. The reading of the karika in the Yuktidipika is peculiar and the

expression is novel.



KARIKA 28
(Function of the senses)

~ ~ I ~ Ot:H<H'1¥1~'t*'tO~: I Wd~~'llffi
=oqTT'('q:r.:'t:rr.r~:ni{=CIdICl}iT4a, ';f fI¥1~'tr'tl: I ft cmuTl{? SfCfl(Olflq~ I ~
re fI~IClSfCfl(OIM~¥11Sif11;at{I ~ ~~: I(lr~Fclfltflql(1Allr<!O~t{ I ~-
lfID I(Ifu;rqfltfl~ ~~'tr'tlrlfllT4a I d~I*'~1SifI¥1oi~: I

The phase of the organs is understood. Their individual and
collective functions should be mentioned now. Though we have to
state the both, 'yet the individual function is mentioned and not the
collective.What is the reason here ? Because it does not form the
part of the context. We have undertaken in succession the context of
the existence of the ear, etc. And, it is stated that the existence of
these is due to the observation of the particular power. That par-
ticular power is said to be the individual function now in our theory.'
Therefore, we shall follow that order.

(Objects of the senses)

am,~ d~IS;T4di (W:J~~ij'{ftJ:,ft~e.iUf~ ?

Opponent : If it is so, you should state with reference to what object
is the function of which organ, or what is the nature of that.

~- ~ (W:J Cflrf¥i~~ 'tMtf<lSl "{l1:

~1R9;Qlil"llqIMlil"lqISCfittIQd ~: I

~ ~1"Gfq~«\q(flll~ "fq~~ qmj ~~~@I~loIHi
~ClOlfq~f'1~~f'1(fI'1~IOI(1eJUTl ~ 'tF'tIrlfllT4a I (f;f Cfl(Olr.:j~f1.~~Rt4f4
SfICf<'llol*,r,q4r.:j~~lIro~El~ ~ ~ ~ ~ q1ilHlr~~CI 11foo~
CXit{ I ~ st'il~qld: I

Proponent: With reference to your statement as to in respect of what
object is that function of senses, we reply:
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THE FUNCTION OF THE FIVE (SENSES) IS THE PRIMARY
ABSTRUCT APPREHENSION ONLY IN RESPECT OF THE
FORM, ETC.

The function of the ear, skin, eye, tongue and nose in the form
of the act of hearing, touching, seeing, tasting and smelling with
respect to word, touch, form, taste and smell which are mutually dif-
ferent due to their own differentiation, is called the function. Since in
the mention of the organs ear is enumerated first and there is no pur-
pose in violating the order in the mention. of the object of that we
have read the karika as 'of the five with reference to the word, etc.'
The earlier reading is due to carelessness.i

(Nature of function of the organs)
ll('l-«d~ ~~ ~ i{lf:- ~1~il'111ISl~6!l~ I ~ lltlOlfli('q-

~~ I llISl~I~ FcdlqF-l'tfll~: I (ltT1!IT itt.111ISl11F~;qI~(i~ ~ fl
~mr~ 10o<111ISl11~la~~~tfufmr I o;qlll~il'111ISlfll-
f~lfloIlFq6!la 'tF't1f{~ fl ~ mr ft I ~ ~ ~ ~ ? lf~~ll~-m: {'lllll"lf~HFqF~lfloliFq¥lq~l~ ~ dOlFdFtI'li~ I

As regards your statement as of what nature is the function,
we state-it is intended to be merely the abstruct apprehension.
Apprehension and getting the impression (or knowledge) are
synonymous. The term 'only' is to exclude the particular. For ex-
ample, when it is stated that the student reads the vedas only, (it is
understood) that he does not read anything else (particularly).
Similarly, when it is stated that the function of the senses is intended
to be the abstruct apprehension only, it is understood that nothing
else particular (is the function).3 What is proved thereby? The state-
ment of the other authorities that knowledge of the general ensues
from the senses and .the -knowledge of the particular belongs to the
intellect, becomes refuted.

(Abstruct apprehension is not the knowledge of generality)
3fffl,q;: ~'1(F~O<::~~~"lf<f 1001FdfqQldmr ?

Opponent : What is the defect in this opinion because of which it is
subject to refutation?

~- {'lllll"lfFq~wnf{dtd(lq~ {'l~CfiF{li$lFqil'4I<::"lfd<qf{Cfi~'1Is.J-
~ I*@F~F~lff4 {'l1111"lf~1~~ ~ ~~ ~ {'lllll"lfq~
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fcfffl mr ~ ~~ Cf;f fcdl~~l'1yf\l ";f~~ ~\p:wflf~llf4 BmI. I
ddl(ilHt:ct>(orqf{CflIi'4"lIH~ I fqil~ClffiClI~~ Cfi: ~ fcro~
~~ Cf;f W'iClIf<::R::lll'1~ I d~I<::S1(i411f~f~llf&lfd I ~~-
~: "flOO~ 51(i411CIffi~ ~ s f'lll d fq ~II(q I{, t;CIYf41 f\l BmI. ";fa qc::fuf I
d~I<::S1(i411f&lf~llflifd I ~~ Cfllelfd'{f~S1fi%1.1 ~ ~: "f1'OO~
S1(i411Clffi~:Cfi{Uff4' GlCfllefq~ll(q~ClYf4If\l"f4TI1.I";fa qc::fuf I d~Ie:S1(i411f&l-
f~llfYfd I fcf; ~ ~(i4e:Ilf;m1.1 ~~:"f1'OO~ S1(i411Clffi~: Cfi("-
OIf4lfc::~c?tqqf-d{ClY::Ilf\l"f4TI1.I ";fa qc::fuf I d~Ie:S1(i411f~R::lj f~"flifd I

Proponent : The generality and particularity require each other and
since they do not stand in contradiction in a single object, the
postulation of the other (either of the external or internal
organ) is purposeless. If the knowledge of generality only
would belong to the senses, the knowledge of generality would
not require the knowledge of particularity and similarly the
knowledge of generality, but (actually) wherever is the
knowledge of generality, the knowledge of particularity is not
negated and, hence, both would belong to the senses. Then, the
postulation of the internal organ will not serve any purpose. Or,
what is the contradiction of the internal organ, which has the
knowledge in particular, with the generality? And, hence, both
are possible there and the senses would be purposeless. There-
fore, the senses are without understanding. If understanding
would belong to the senses, as there is no fixed object of the in-
ternal organ, the same would be the case with the senses, But it
is not so, Therefore, the senses are without understanding.
Moreover, there will be undesirable contingency of transgression
of time. If the understanding would belong to the senses, as the
object of the cognition of the internal organs are the objects of
the three points of time, the same would be in case of the sen-
ses. But it is not so. Therefore the senses are without cognition.
Moreover, the remembrance is not observed (ill case of the sen-
ses). If the cognition would belong to the senses, as there is the
possibility of attainment of the initial form (of the object C0g-
nised) again in case of the internal organs, the same would be

,
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the case with the senses. This is, however, not so. Therefore, it
is established that the senses are without cognition.

(The senses get the form of the objects and do not illumine it)

a,~, ~ dl"'<::SlftP'lfi1f~~i{I an ~";{ ~ ~ Slc!lq"'f~('(lilq;)

~?

Opponent : Let the senses be without understanding. What is the
reason that their function is to receive the (form of the) object
and not as of illuminating them as the lamp does?

I

~-.";{ CflI{OIH1<SI~'II(tI ~SI<lq"'f~f~4~~~~-
~ ~~ Cfl(OIl;~Williolq"'4ilIM~ I ~ ~i{ I am";{ SI<tq.,.F<::-
~ SlCflI~ICflfi1fdI 3Rf:<fl(OHi~I"'I<::~flifd ~ flIl~d't 3lft:<f Cfl(OIl"d{
~a.11Jt ~F~F~~olSI~lq*SlCflIF~ld4~~ I df+iI(q("'1<::11"'1<l~~,";{
~tl ~ I (fa'f ~ I ~ ? SleVlf~~~lHd(11ql<::HSI~lJI(ll $F~~4M
SlCflI~ICfli{; ~sfl:r I dilIO<ld(flII1%!J4 ~ I ~? ";{~~
y)llq«:fl(ofJ~uf4f(i'lfd I fcf; ~ I 3Rf~: I ~ SI<lq"'(SICflIF!lldl-
~M~:<:fi\Ut '1(oIIJlfd crorrs.:Q~ ~ I df+iI<::~4"d:<fl{-
UW'l' q~oHiI4~ I g{i~~Fd ~Cfi{UfR~Cf4S1~lJI(ll m~lf,~~q~ol~4~~-
~: Cfi{UfRm ~ I df+il~qd<t ql~CflFliF~4";{~ Slc:.lq*SlCflI~ICfl-
ftrf(f I

Proponent: It is not so, because there will arise the undesirable contin-
gency of (acceptance of) some other cause (of knowledge). If the
senses would be the illuminator like the lamp, as there is the
search (i.e., need) for some other instrument in case of the
(cognition of) pot, etc., illuminating that, the same would be
the case here also. This is, however, not desirable. Therefore,
the senses are not the illuminators of the objects like the lamp,"

If it is argued that it is wrong due to the existence of internal
organs? If may be like this. There is another organ in the form of in-
tellect which grasps the objects illumined by the senses illuminating
as lamp? Therefore, it is the exposition of others' theory and not the
refutation of it .

It is not so.

Why?

Because there will be the undesirable contingency of non-
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acceptance of either of the lamp or the senses. The senses are .the il-
luminator -of the objects, as also the lamp. There arises the un-
desirable contingency of non-acceptance of one of them.

Why?
There is no capability of operation of the two instruments

which produce the same effect at a time.5 Moreover, there will be the
abandonment of (the nature of) the intemal organ. The very nature of
internal organ will be abandoned in case of one who states that the
internal organ grasps the external objects illumined (by the senses)
as a lamp. Therefore, it is wrong (to postulate) the capability of
grasping the objects by the internal objects.6 If it is argued that the
capability belongs to the conscious entity,(we reply) no because there
will arise the purposeless of the organs. The undesirable contingency
of purposelessness of the organ arises in the case of the one who
holds that the conscious entity is capable of grasping the objects
directly. Therefore, it is right that the senses acquire (the form of)
the object and are not the illuminator like the lamp.

(Grasping, illuminating and understanding)
am, ~ ~ 1OI6olql~f~f-s:<:t"{f'd{sI('(l<:t1I 1OI60Ist('(l<:tstq;I~II~:?

Opponent: Let it be that the activity of the senses is to grasp the
objects (and) not to understand the objects. What is the
difference amongst grasping, understanding and illuminating
the objects?

~- fClIl<:tBlllq;i'dI("4lqf'df{;:s::<:t,,{fillOl'loj,(f~ fClIl~f~<:t"{fIOljq;I)OI
~ ~ ~ ~Iq<fl~qqlf<!:: ~: I (f~ fClIl<:tBlllq;iqll~~;jlf<!:"{~:
dl("4IQII41 qdqHq;I~dl,lOItlOlfCIlj~~~'l ~fdf{fd f:fcf;r-
~ st('(l<:t~('(l<:tq.,tftr&itll:I'~ wmTI ~ fClIl<:t~QIQ';il:I {j%1<11eRJ-
~ ~ ~ ~aJUt ~4qQ~('(l 6ll~q;~1<:t~,'l~~ I
a~'l~r&ll<:ttftf{('(lq'{ I d~IS;QQ';il~d1~~,~~,~-
BI<:tq;qkl:<fl(OlfqfdI

Proponent: Grasping, the function of the senses, is the attainment of
the form of the object by the senses through the contact with
the objects. The determination in the form as 'this is the cow' 'it
is white', 'it is running', etc., following the operation of the sen-
ses is the understanding. The function of the senses is in
present time only as with the cessation of the operation of the
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senses when the proximity of the object and the senses come to
an end, the acquiring the form of that object the senses also
comes to an end, there is the acquirement of the impressions
(by the internal organs) through the experience of the form of
the object acquired by the senses, and the remembrance is
caused by that and, thus, the understanding refers to the three
periods of time. This is the difference between the two (viz.,
grasping and understanding). The illumination is external, and
not the acquirement of the form of the object. Through the
refinement after removing the quality of shade which is earthly
in nature and serves as the hindrance for the (knowledge of)
pot, etc., one makes them worthy to menifest so that it renders
a favcur to the eyes. Or, according to others, it (i.e., refine-
ment) refers to both the eyes and the objects.7 Therefore, it is
right to say that the lamp, etc., are agents of illuminating, the
ear, etc., of attaining the form of the object and the internal
organs of determining the objects.

(Material origination of the senses refuted)
3l~ q;qr~lIlulj CfiT <tr"t\n:i1'!lll~~1IIrClq;I~q1'l1§:tJlIUl{fl'1T4~

~SlIUnr~lIlfUl~~: I ~~ ~ ~fcW~lq(1r<!itffi~ t1r~lIlulj ~-
~ f.f~ (7) ~~ I 0Tf.r:i'1f{r~lIq;I{UIlf.1~ ql~{Iq;I~lr~F(j
~ I ~~:qw~~~IiIIOI{fl'1T4~f<i'l~SllfUl q~r~lIlfUl ~ I 'iO-
SI't'r(j(qr~r(j~\l1'cf 6q1<941111'114~ ~ I 'i(1q;I{OI<"i~ I ~
q~ I ~ ~ q,l!jr-q(ifloi~ltijl<:"4qr~?I'1~'Wllf~ ~: ~~ I
~ \flf(1q;I4I~Uf ~~rq~lIl1r~Plo:(jlj;ffi~Hl mr (fffi8.1ol(qq~j f~t7.1-
mftJ, am ~~ ~Uil1. I ~ ~i{§qIT4ll1foli~l{ I ~ ~ m"&1<{~
~: - 3lIiP5~q;If{q;loflf~Uf 3l~ m~~Rf ~~ I q~ ~ Cfi"T{Cf;

q;1{q;(qI~q Sli'"4q;If{\fC.fftfI ~ ilB:lIlfUl q;~ SlI'"4q;IUfUl~~
~: 7 3l1~q;If{q;lolj~ ~ 6qlqq;(qI({I rc!~1I1q;l{qf{oIl1'lIr~q;1~-
lfifts;p;rr mfi ~q~~r(1 ~ SlI'"4q;If{(q~am T.f 1'It;~'!lqt;UI1'I1t;~If{q;~
~~,"'1' ~ I ~re 1I«ff{1'IIoj~ o«ff{1'IIojlIT&!'lEUnlll({I

Now it is stated as to what is the function of the organs of
action. The Naiydyikas state like this. The senses. viz., nose, tongue,
eye, skin and the ear come out of the elements (N.S. 1.1.12).Through
the word 'from the elements' is suggested that the act of cognising
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their own object in case of the senses is determined when they are
the products ofthe elements, viz., earth, water, light, air, and the sky.
From thein come out the nose, tongue, eye, skin and ear respectively.
Through the expression 'caused from the elements' the nature of the
elements which will be explained later on is possible in all the five.
The nature of having elements as the cause is as it is stated in the
case of other four. In the case of ear, however, it is to be justified
through usage in the senses of the part of the sky occupied by the
outer part of the ear. In this way, the senses which are elemental in
nature are capable of grasping their own object; hence, their charac-
teristic in the form of that object is proved. Hence, it is stated that
they come out of the elements. This is, however, undesirable to the
authorities of samkhaya. The propounders of Samkhya say thus. The
senses which come out of egoism only accomplish the object (of
grasping the objects) and not otherwise. An efficient cause due to its
very nature of being so is of the nature of doing the act after reaching
the object. How would the senses which are elemental in nature
reach the object situated at a distance? In case they come out of the
egoism, it is possible because of their being all-pervasive.f The nature
of reaching the object is well-stated since it is possible when the func-
tion of the senses to attain the form of the object is not different from
the agents. Moreover, the nature of grasping the objects great and
atomic in size is postulated in case of them when they come out of
the egoism, and not when they are elemental in nature. In case of the
elemental objects the efficient cause would grasp the object and the
size of the organs themselves.

(Function of the organs of action)

am, 3l~ Cflifr~~loli <fiT~?

Opponent: What is the function of the organs of action?

~-

c:l'a41~14rag(un<'t4~li4"GI:tiI Q"iJ1411(II ~{. II

qICftllfOIQI<::qI1Qf1qHiTI qiHI<::Hrq~{On<+llli+~('1~ ~~ ~:
$f(:qc:PI~OllI:I ~~ CfiRl'{ I <Wmr ~~SI(:qI~'1{i411.ifquf{ill<::I~:qc::-
qlCf4!(<11Cfl!Ol·~('1~:~ qlfllf~~f'Olll'if ;n~: I ~,')~~(:qI<::HJ{ I ~'l-
fcfU1~ ~ I ~ m>i~I~'1Qft41-.i.nQ~lHi'1I'U1~'1$f~{Olr~I<."'4ClfltjI4Ir~
~ 1Wlt ~ ~~ 1'Pl: I fcmlt ~ f<muTl{ I ~ m {i4rq~4r.:f...n-
*'1il:sjfl4oIQftqJ+11{~0ll1~14Ir~: ~ ~I'if 1'Pl: I t:{qq#e!: wi ~: I
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~: I ~\jOlfICllI+<I1I"1~: I ~ -q ~~ ;p:r-ffi\jf.:lf.qf-(kl~:

~~~1P1: II~t II

Proponent: SPEAKlNG, HANDLING, WALKING, EXCRETION
AND GRATIFICATION ARE (THE FUNCTIONS) OF THE
OTHER (FIVE).

The functions of speech, hand, feet, the anus and generative
organ should be understood as speaking, handling, walking,
excretion and gratification respectively. Out of them, speech is that
by which something is spoken. Therefore, the group of letters in the
form of word, sentence, verse and book, capable of conveying some
neaning, is the object of the organ of speech and not of anything else.
Handling is that by which something is spoken. Therefore, the group
of letters in the form of word, sentence, verse and book, capable of
conveying some meaning? is the object of the organ of speech and
not of anything else. Handling is that by which something is handled.
The prefix anga and bhi are used in the sense of practice or mode.
All that which is the act of handling or seizing in case of washing,
cleaning, touching, studying, striking, art and craft, exercise, etc., is
the object of this sense and not of anything else. Walking means a
particular act of carrying. Whatever is the particular act of walking or
carrying involved in walking in even, uneven, low and high places,
change (of place), acting and exercise, etc., is the object of this sense
and not of anything else. Similarly, excretion is the act of excreting.
Hence, the excretion of the modification of eatern and drunck,
through the way of proper canal of nutriment in the body, is the ob-
ject of this sense and nothing else. Gratification is the pleasure
covering (the Whole body). Hence, that which results from the eyes
full of exceptional love is the object of this sense and of nothing else.
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1. The particular power or function forms the definition of organs

as also serves as a probans for their existence.
2. The correct reading should be sabdbadisu, etc. , in place of

riipadisu,
3. It is implied that the sen-Seshave no knowledge but get the form

of the object and submit it to the internal organs which trans-
form this apprehension into knowledge. In that stage there is no
particularity in knowledge.

4. Only the illumination does not serve the purpose. The impres-
sion of that object is to be carried to the internal organs. If the
senses would only manifest the object, the purpose of carrying
the impression would not be fulfilled.

5. If the senses would reveal the object like lamp, one could see
the object in darkness as well because the purpose of lamp
could be served by the senses themselves. Moreover, in the
presence of lamp or in light there would be no purpose to be
served by the senses.

6. The very nature of the internal organs implies that they do not
come in contact with the external objects directly. If they do so,
they would deviate from their very nature.

7. The refinement is to help the revealing of the object as also the
help to the senses to turn them fit to get the form of the object.

8. The idea of all-pervasiveness of the senses is against the state-
ment of the Samkhya that the cosmic matter is all-pervasive
while the evolutes are limited in magnitude (Karika 10).
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(Function of the internal organs)

3lffl, "SfTTRf:<ii{OIC{~r.j~~I:,~:PiPl>'llj'141i<i~~~4g<t>R'l'1Bi C{r-ar.j~~I:
~. I fci; CfiRUTl{ ? ~ fu ~~ '1<fftf I Rill~ en ~ ~-
flffif I

Opponent : The function of the internal organs should be mentioned
first. There should be the mention of the function of the intel-
lect, egoism and mind first in accordance with the order in the
evolution.!

What is the reason here?

In this way (only) the order in evolution is followed. Or, the
purpose of deviation from the order should be stated.

~-~ ~r~lIc{~'i~<t>(qI<tI 3Rf~ f~ ~r~1IC{r-aSi4<t>:~: I
(f~~Cfm-~ (f~~ :r:w:r~~m(cfit, ~o) I d{liI <wiPl>q01
fc8T~: SiPlIiolfolf~·~ WI I

Proponent: No, because that (junction oj the internal organs) Jollows
the Junction oj tire senses. The understanding of the internal or-
gans follows the function of the senses. The author will also
state: with regard to the perceptible as also with regard to the
imperceptible, the function of the three follows that (function
of the senses). Therefore, the mention of that is made by
authority first ignoring the order in evolution.

3lffl, ~:, ~ >WTflf4T;nf\T~ I ~ ~- <fiT ~ ~: mrr
~s~ ¥flT ~\jr~ffi~ld WI ? 3Wffi~ ~ tffcl~ I (f~

<t>IQ<t>ROIO/{iHl4<t>1(1'lltll(R!~I{l~~ ~~ I SiC{'dI~~q~ 'qCf-
OfllWl('ljr~dl'lI;f1 I wnut ~~ I d{liIOlPHf-<t>{olf.j~~i:~: I

Opponent: That is impossible because the 'I notion' is mentioned
first in the scripture. The scripture states like this: ' , What no-
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tion is attached to a body situated in the feotus of the mother?
The great knowledge 'I am'. At the time of formation of the
body, it is known 'I am the mahatmya body,.2 The egoism
which proceeds afterwards lies latent. The scriptures are the
authority here. Therefore, the mention of the internal organ
should be made first.

~- <lf~?f;r fcfqf~ I *l("qqd« CflI4CflROIOlftlf"1t£tf"d*lIOlCflIW'I-
~ ~ ~ Slfgq'f.!llla I ~1~lfG:fqqllW.HI:Cfl(OISl("qll: m~lfG:f"1f~*1
m I QOd«icllil«1 ~ I ;r ~ f"1f~*1lOlfdR>&4~f~f"dCfllf'ltlH ~ I

3l~fCl'T~q ~ ~ -q~ >WRf~~~: ~ ~{f I fit;
CfiRUTl{? <wm[

~8.f'Ri' qh1(iJl:*"
t<ffi~ ~a]"U<l'l{ I ~?f df"d'lf"d:, 38J~ CflI~~I~Oljclllll-

Rfu I [<f~ i~~CflI(1Ol1*li fu til~ ~ ~~11fl1("q<11 ~ ~~-
UMI~11qfG:~1l~ ~:*l'1llOlfY ~ m~~ollOlqe:IilOIOl~I<P'lf~fd ~fm:cfJ"4a,;r
~~ I ~ ~ ~~ 'lcffif I lliU<IJi"l'1*lIOl~ ~ I Q!.If~(i{tqfY Cffii-

Ol{l{ I ~Ul~CflRIOl'1*li ~ ~~Ulq*lllll$flt{ I ~ 'if"d~'1I"1~:~-
~ "'I1f~tlH ~~ ~~ 'if"d'if"dIOlJ'iH:ll&i ~ I 38J~ ~
-q~SUlq*lllllfG: ~~ ~ q<>"II'1I¥{}~"I'1IOlI~~~olf~fg"4a, ;r ~ <{ffi-
ftfu I m~lfG:q<;. ~ulli~l'1llOlfq OljcH~llll(!?"il 'If"dRfg''4a,;r ~ ~~ I ~-
~~ ~ W1cfi 'C{f"d'if"dlOldl('4(,cH~fq OljI{9qldl Cfl(OI'if*1:I

Proponent: Because that (function of the senses) is desired to be
stated for the purpose of considering it as the cause (of the
function of the internal organs). It is true that the great
knowledge that 'I am' is imposed upon it at the time of the
production of the body. The cognition of the internal organs
with reference to the objects like word, etc., is caused by the
ear, etc., This is denoted by the word caused. It is not right to
mention the effect overlooking the senses. Or, we should not be
told that the mention of the function of the internal organ
should be made first.

What is the reason here?
Because
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THE FUNCTIONS OF THREE INTERNAL ORGANS ARE THEIR
RESPECTIVE CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES (DEFINITION)

The respective characteristics mean the individual charac-
teristic of their own. The grammatical operation, viz., taddhita is in
the sense of its own. The state of difference is caused by the interven-
tion of time and words. The function only is stated in the form of
definition in case of the intellect, egoism and the mind since their
(other) essential nature is not capable of being stated because of
their subtleness. Similarly, it is not possible to state the definition (or
the peculiar characteristic) of ear, etc., on account of thier subtle-
ness, and hence their function only is stated and not the definition or
peculiar characteristic. Their functions only serve as their definition.
That which is capable of getting abstruct apprehension of the word is
the ear. Similarly, should be said in the case of other senses also. The
peculiar characteristic of the intellect, egoism and mind are stated to

. be the ascertainment, etc. Stating the same as the function and stat-
ing the peculiar characteristic also in the form of that as also the
same in case of ear, etc., the author suggests the non-difference be-
tween the function and the agent. Otherwise, as the ascertainment,
etc., are the characteristic, the function of grasping the form, etc.,
would be stated as the characteristic only and the function. As in the
case of ear, etc., the ascertainment, etc., are said to be the function
and not the characteristic in case of intellect, etc. Therefore, the
mention in the other form is su¥.estive of the non-difference be-
tween the function and the agent. Thus is explained the function of
the organ.

(Definition as the peculiar function)

~ '4ctft:4ftIQlo:£fl I

~ ~ ~~~ I ~ ml;fT Sl(''4I'ft!!i ~q ~~ >!ftJ
nF"1-P.rffl""'IlIP.:rFdI mrn q~ 'tlJjf;JtOllfJ:m~'*,I~~ &llq~Fd I arnTlIT-
~ ~-I ~ m~lf: I ~ ~S~IJjI;:q1 I mil~ F"1~~~
'lCfftr I ~ ll1~JjjSlllHIICfl{OI4onsUlq~I~IR:CflI~ ~ ~ ~
R<f(fTI ~"R~ CflI4fCliltlRfil*,'llq~1Iildfll ~<:H:\qflll~Cfl{:~: I

THIS IS PECULIAR TO EACH

The pronoun 'that' refers to the function stated earlier. With
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the pronoun 'this' the author relates to directly presented (discus-
sion) the same which is drawn from above. The expression 'is'
proclaims the understanding (or indication) of its identity with the
other property to be mentioned later on. The term ' peculiar' refers
to the property or quality. The term 'general' means common. That
which is not general is uncommon. It is to be stated that it is fixed
with (or is peculiar to) each organ. The functions of the phases of the
organs, ascertainment, etc., which are enumerated earlier in succes-
sion are fixed with (i.e., is peculiar to) each of the organs taken
separately. Thus is proved the absence of commingling of the nature
of these intellect, etc., which is suggested through the state of being
the cause of a particular effect (i.e., activity).

(Common function of all the senses)
arr~, M"II;::(Ojf~ilt'p~lf{dt(j~~(qI~ftIJOtI;::(Ojf~ ftIJOtI;::(Ojfllll4ff{~-

tiOlqftl~uFc!Oq;1q;{OIH IJOtft1JOt1'"41 'IF~f{~sl!lklq$l~lli ftIJOtI'"4IN 'If'dHJlFd I

(jfl"ll~ftlqN ~ I

Opponent : When it is stated that ascertainment, etc., are the
uncommon function of the senses, it means by imilication that there
is their common function also because with the mention of uncom-
mon the common also becomes mentioned since the common and

. uncommon require (i.e., depend upon) each other. Therefore, that
(common) also should be stated.

~-
flIQI"'4(fi'(uiqM: 'Sl11JT1m cm:rcr: 'QlJ II~~ II

m=r=n Uq;{ul'IFij: ftIJOtI'"4q;{ol'IF'd:I SlIOI~illm ~ ~ "SJTl1ITW:, JfIUIT-
qHftJOtI.{j~loqHI: 1:l1r ft4f(1Cf){ol'IF'd: SI('l!qJI~44Fd I ~: ~: ~: 'SI1llT m
4~I~tCffq I

Proponent: THE FUNCTION COMMON TO ALL THE OR-
GANS IS (CIRCULATION OF) THE FIVE VITAL AIRS,
PRANAETC.

The expression 'the function common to all the organs 'means
the function of the organs which is common. The expression prana
etc.' means those of which prana is the first. The circulation of the
five vital airs, viz., prana, apana, samana, udana and vyana should be
uderstood as the function of the organs collectively. It is stated in the
Upanisads also that prima is with (or common to all of them).
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3{N, 3i~~d11 ~? ~ tlRi'~1{Ctr"d\llqljqq~:I i'{i'dl(ftI~
~ ~lql(~I"l~ I ~"if ~ ~~i~H'lI ~ 'lrqtl~tct1rct I

Opponent : This is wrong. Why ? Because there is no possibility of
becoming a function of a qualified object by some other
qualified object (i.e., an object cannot be the function of the
other object). The word function denotes activity. And, one
qualified object connot be the function of other qualified
object,"

~- ~ cWf CflRonQ"lRI11~ftI?!d11 ~ ttRi~(fll' ,,!r"d~OjI~I<:pOl:
GflCfl<:"'tF~tl"'llft?1 ~1~I04Cf1(OIi'{fl41~ ql~«101qol(CII'd<'fl14dj~ I
if sliollf<CflI4~ slIoflq"ll('ftcITll!'Ilji4~-~~:~ I

Proponent: No because the effect is metaphorically spoken to be the
cause. It is true that a qualified object cannot be postulated as
function of some other qualified object. However, the air circu-
lated by the function of the organs common to all is said to be a
function of them because it. is circulated by them. Thus,
metaphorically applying the name pra!1a (i.e., activity in cir-
culation of the air) to the air, which is the object of activity in-
volved in prsna.erc., it is stated -the five vital airs praQa, etc.,

~SF~4(1ffirI1Fct ~~Cfil!lqd<qIIRl~Sl!li~(~fld~ ~
~~~F:~?
Opponent: If it is argued that it is wrong because the circulation of

that (by the organs) is not yet established? It may be like this.
How is it known that the activity in air is when it is circulated by
other object and not independently?

~ -~ ~:, di\:OllFctflffi(CII~: I rt~~Cflf&iI<;"f'1:orrf~):m qr BmL CfI(OI,,!F~~r:iflffidl'l ? fcfi 'ffif: ? ~ ~ ~ I
~? "ffCf;f m:TTfTI\.~'lTf~ f~ ~~~S9.tfTT~
"ffCf;f mB\.TCT: ~ I .~ f~CftTT\'I1f~f~~o, ~~: I ~
? ~~ I ";f f~ ~~1;rt CfT1j,>I~OlftlqufCfClf~~ I
~~ ~f~ ~~, ap;rf;rfq'd{15(I{{.1annsf~"&;lIql{ ~"'f~
$fCl6I~lIqrtlr?Jflffll!~~ "fflT~qll'"*16l19.1~fo ~~, f~o-
~~ I ~~~cf~ f;rf~ lfo I ;; ~ f;rf~ ~~"C)"tf-
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trn I ;r ~ frtf.if~'dl~'Wf~<::Hlll'1lq;f~q;(qI(t'I (ff1ll~'df?tftffim 'l'lllf(1q;{OI-
~:I

Proponent: It is not of its own because there is no possibility of being
different from that. The activity of the air which is accidentally
different from it may be independently of its own or due to
some other reason different from the function of the senses.

What does it prove?
The activity is not possible independently.
Why?
Because it would involve the undesirable contingency of its

presence everywhere. If the circulation of the air in the direction. is
admitted to be natural, there will be the possibility of its presence
everywhere. In that case the act of falling down (or flying) in the
direction (or the function of the flying or falling down of a bird)
could come to an end.5 It is not caused by some other object.

Why?
Because it is 110' observed. The capacity of circulating the air is

not observed anywhere in the earth, etc. If you argue that it is ob-
served anywhere in case of balloons, etc., (we reply) no, because it is
caused, by something else. In this case the activity of Caitra etc., is
observed and, hence, it should be admitted that some other cause is
certainly observed. It if is argued that it is the soul (which activates),
we reply, no, because the activity is already negated (in case of soul).
It is established earlier that the soul is inactive. The act of instigating
is not possible in case of the inactive entity. It is not that it is not
caused because the objects which differ in nature (or differ from
other naturally) are not causeless since thay are not accidental.
Therefore, whatever is that cause, it is the activity of all the senses.

(Pr~a, etc., are not a single air)
tJ ~ ~ ~ ~Hti~l<fqflqlstHI&n 'ltfftJ I ~ 00:~

WCfCfi~ ~ I ~ I ~? g'lq(q{~<lfd:t14~(Jtm[ I '{4f1ll<'{4-
~~ ClI$lcll4lfrtfd~~: I d~d{q;taq;f{1l;q;I~~ I ~-
~ JI'TUTl'W qr:rq: -qw I

That air is one but is given different names due to its par-
ticularity of circulation at different places. Just as the same person
Devadatta by name is somewhere a cook and somewhere a wood-
cutter.
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That is wrong.
Why?
Because of its contradiction with the mutual pre-eminence at a

time. It is admitted that the later air is pre-eminent in comparison to
the earlier. This is not possible in case of one at a time. Therefore, it
is right that prapa, etc., are the five airs.

(Pra~a)
, ~ ~ stlotl~l'1j ~aJUTflffir ?

Opponent: What is the definition of pral}a ,etc. ?

~..:.ftRtTI:~: I ~ "lFtl4'{PHiI I {f;f Ij€HIF~CfiI\<ft WT-
¥Ol'1I(>101~:eilmuT: I -ms<l Ij€HIF~CfiI\<ft mRfd ms~4F"i1qig: muT ~'1m-
<:ffi I "lIT~ m {fU~ ~ ~,>f1lRlls<l 'I~:,>f1lRlls<t ~,
>f1lRllS<:jlT~, >f1lRlls<.t ~, >f1lRlls<l ~ I dF,qil~9> err "l1(!JSlIOI<tf-al:f41I
",(Y"P•••••" ~ ~ I ~ €I&=1~¥Ol~lsf~ ~ I {fU~~err~~sf'1-
~ ~ err ~ Fq~Bl, ~ err~, F"1QHlqd'loiBl err~-
~:I

Proponent : The pra';1a, etc., are of two kinds -coming inside and
going outside the body - It is called praQa because it goes (in-
side) through the nose and the mouth, and because of the in-
clination (of being towards it). That internal air which enters
(inside) through mouth and the nose is the pra?a. That inclina-
tion is observed in the beings sometimes. For example, the
Army is inclined; the tree is inclined; this fellow is inclined for
virtues; this (man) is inclined for wealth, this (man) is inclined
for pleasure; this (man) is inclined for learning. Or the activity
of the external vital airs is observed in the case opposite to
these. This is observed in ,the case of the beings also. The same
becomes manifest here. For example , after knowing the one
overpowered with great misery, separated from a near relative,
accompanied with a herd of cattle, or the buffalo fallen in the
pool.? (Apana)

61qSili¥OlOIi'ci'.llqH:I -ms<l -m ~ ~ ~ ~ qldldqjl-
\jhilICfi~"l';njl~.H~¥Ol~4F"i1qig{ql;r ~'1~ I ~ fcfiF"1c;:qSili¥Oloj;rp:rm {fU~ ~s<l ~'4«1fOS\qil~~ err wftf "IT@ €I&=1ql'1<tf~itf411
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61ql1fcW'I ~~ I GI<~'1C1'O{~illtjSliOniilq,:~? ~m~~'m-
1JiClr~CI ~ft1I.'1~fd 3fqpT<nlf~ I ~~~ 'lfcra'I (llllqfdq<tiqljq-

~~'CITqn:ClJJil1f11l_~~: i
And the apsna is called so because it goes down, The air inside

the body which goes downward and pulls down the fluid, scretion or
the ingredients of ,the body, semen virile, urine, excrement (which are
constituents of the body) menstural fluid, and the embroy is called
the apana. The exter aal function of the apana is the function of going
down or retreating in the beings just as this has gone down from the
virtue or from the opposite of that. That is the object of apana. This
is more powerful than the prfina air.

Why?
It brings down the prana air which is at a higher place and it

controlls it though seated below. It is manifested in these cases: One
moving around the well or a hole or in the case of one crossing a
centipede.

(Samana)
li~ CI~ 111ffi ~ \'fI"CfI=f WfR: i ~ >11011qI1l(W·illi~ CIfdllii(\ ~ .~

ClI$~4HI: ~ CfI~f~ffi~ 'Wit -;yr:rm ii"iiRIJidl I (llllqf -m ~, -m
<.J~, -m dq~i:ln:tlI.'Ilf~ -m \Mf~N~'1:~li~~i:l ~ ~ WlH ~ I

ftJil1fq~1.'I ~ ~ mr I ~: ~ sllollql1l~ I 1J.lf mm SllollQI;f!

3;t:cfJiClICfil ~ 11~ ~ ~F$lI.'Ii0Fd, 11~ ~ ~F?l{lOIF",~ ~s;ffi'1-
~ ~ I (llllqf (j)d~l{fI1 'CIT~Rq~B{ ~ cfrG\flw:1, ~~ 'CIT~ armm ~ICfI~I~FdI murR- B4SlIf1Jl1iSlI0IlqI111~i'~1t$r~ lj'ifi-

M~fcfq1t~ mTt~~1
The Samana is called so because it is located in the heart and

stays in its association. The air which is located in the midst of prana.
and apana is the samdna air functioning inside the body. Whatever is
associated in the being in collecting together with the other partner is
the external function of the samana air just as I shall give in associa-
tion with other; I shall sacrifice with'others; I shall practise penance
together with others, I shall stay with wife, sons, brothers and
friends. This is the object of samaria. This is more powerful than
pra9a and apana, It controlls the prana and apana which are present
above and below it respectively, itself remaining in the middle. It be-
comes manifest in the following cases: the dog giving forth the essen-
tial part (of the body) or the bull carrying load, or the restling noise
of the sheep afflicted by heat. When the life of the beings comes to
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an end, it moves irregularly up and down the pra!la and apana air
(which are at that time) like the ununited horses and leaves (casts
oft) the body.7

(Udfna)
li'tlt{)~oll~I(411(q,qoll~~I'1: I ~ 'Sfl'UTq'f'1fiti1'1l'1i ~1'11"'4F(1SflI04Hi

~li~ill<lll li'tlt"li1I{)~ftt ~ ~ ~: ~HCfi{oll:1s!~I'1FCI~tll,ofq~cll-
~~<ffiCfi!P'.kleJUrfll' ~sf\loqF~F-1F~=d ~ ~llti~4F~~t1{i~1'1 ~-
~ I ~ CfiF~iI~IM('fitff";fTl1m im?IT~Wf ~ fi<i~'1~1~:,
fl<i~II~Wi ~ WrnT err~:, W:rID err~ I ~(lF~«1?IT~'llIT'1l Cij

s!1C(1FCI~~I ~?IT G4$~{FCI~tll~iAl~{FCI~tOSM~ol~JI err ~ol~I'1W1F(1
d:lIWl~I'1<tF~tllI 3~Hfc!tlll ~ 'lCIftf I ~: ~ 1f:f~: Cfi~ ? ll:lf Wm-
'~lIoll~1'i&f¥i~ls:ti~1:I"~dtil'1l'i&fq~hlllF(1,~~ I ~~~~
'fqfu ~n(n~4>'1err~"5ffi1I1fu~~~: I

The udlina is called so because it goes upto, i.e., mounts the
head and because it moves the soul upward. The air inside the body
is called udana which mounts the head above the places of pral)a,
apana and samana taking with it the fluid and scretion and returning
from there after being obstructed and due to the particular contact
(lit. attaining the particular place and organ) it becomes the cause
for the manifestation of the word in the form of letter, word, sen-
tence, verse and a book. Whatever is the notion of self-superiority in
the being as 'I am superior to the lower (persons)', 'I am equal to my
equals', 'I am superior to those similars to me' , 'I am equal to the
great man', or 'I am superior to superiors' (is due to this). Or, it is the
'I notion' with reference to the form or status like' 'I am so in this' in
case of an educated person. For example, beginning from the major
particular difference to the minor particular difference is the exter-
nal function of the udana as 'I belong to the non-virtuous' or 'I am a
virtuous man'. This is the object ofudana. It is more powerful than
the earlier.

How?

Because it takes upwards the prapa.etc., present upward,
downward or in the middle; it draws them upward only. It is
manifested in the case of one sprinkled with cold water or the one
seeing a man with a unsheated sword and ready for discharging it.

(Vyana)

~1(l{oqlc<l{('£I~IFq'1I'lTC1T;;;::.r0!l'R: I ll«il1l41J1ti'1@~Hlt ~ ~
~ ~P.f~ ~ • 1:1"~ s!lolI~l'1i1:1"wmf q;Ufd m~-
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01.lR:I ~ Cfif~il~C'lHllsfq.:rr~ ~ m (W~ ~ W ,!dJiC41'F
~ ~~ ,ffi Bm[ (f~ ~\j«1f,q(Hh~fd omIt ClqHMQ4m ~\j'qfuI aj~q't1Ji~ill~ m'l<1: I Cfi~? aR;; fu ~ ~ltl<<;O:S4::~-
"\1'Rt s!lolI(~""1iWIT Wffifm I ~ ~~ >lJUT"idIJifq"1l~ ~sf\j-
~ I (W~ mqffi ~ ~ mffi~ ~ ~ ~ Cfifl{l<{lj{~~-
'qU ~ l (?) ~ omIt 0lfR ~ I ~ murrm:~HCfiI4fqiltHifT.ldl: ~
'<'l'f4CITClql&lldl:~ ~ flIJiI"4Cfi{Ul<lf'd:I

The vyana is called so because it pervades the body, and be-
cause of its being in the case of intimate association. The air inside
the body which sustains the prana, etc., and which pervading the
whole body right from the nail to the hair and causes the movement
in vital parts and the group of the gross (earth) elements, fluid and
scretion (in the body) is thevyana·:.Whatever is the state of absolute
non-separation in the being, is the external object of vyana. For ex-
ample, a chaste and virtuous wife follows her husband (after his) with
an intention that she may get the same husband in other births also.
Similarly, (the absolute non-separation) from virtue, etc., and their
opposites. It is the most powerful of all.

How?
There is the equal position of the pra~a, etc., which when con-

trolled by him pervade the whole body. At the time of death it is
manifested as present in non-separable states in the livingbeings. For
example, when the feet become cold in snow, the sound exists in
ankle, shank, hips, belly, chest and throat. This is the external vyana'.
In this way are explained the five airs, prana, etc., indicated by their
particular location and activities (location, activities or par-
ticularities). The instigation of them is the common function of the
organs.S

(Life or Eight Pranas)

v:qr~ d~I;1{9I ~ ~ I ~ ~ ~JifFc:::ti%R\jlq"1lq~lI~lq{Jj ~-
~I~~

ctRH"d:~q~14i cMOll4i SI~qa~I
3tSlcfMTT r~~I~ql ~ C61~tllfhfllII
m ~laGf4Qt (f ~~ ~sfucnr I

'" '"
tlqi~4IctRla:t!hlla\J\ilaRt 1iRCl: II
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~ ,
~ "if f1IGlr<OlCfl<OI'tI'd!'lllOlflIGI!4ICS1I0IlW:qw ~: I ~<&II~~lIul

1!f!'Q111 CflifF~<llfOl ~ I ~ I qn:('ll(lCfll<lcH'41~Fq<::G~ I <wn-
~-~

fifuaiCbWld 'Cfi'1<f 'CfiROt ~ ~ I

••lll ••••FJ•••• ::L.~~~: II

"fITiU~.ctiH41(11~ cqf&4l~qq~~unq('1~ I

~m-
l@' SI~qCb('Q1:q(~"Hfq('1~ 1JOIfu~tu: I
~ 9!lqf4l~ ~ ~ SI~i0Rt II (q;ro ~G)
~1chr~~'lT~ttll(4j~qf4 {lM~R1~ II ('i.bTo~\9)

<w'IIffitl 'Iftfd I ~ ~ SlloIlQHflGlll<::HOllHI: qw ~: I '!f!6

lR: I ~ ~m CfICf! I tll'!'Illtft'1 CflifF~l!Qcion WJTl{ I G'{I!'Ill~'11'iilF~l!Q-

cfur: I C1~(jCSlIOII1"!4~ !10I~R1H4 ~: ~ ~Rl<GIe:e:HfJ"l~-

~ ~ 'l'ffif, ~~f:lGe.Ii;lGFq'1I~l!GFqCflA4~ I ~ F~-
fcfCfiTf.rOfTijlTRwfulfUT ~~I&fR1Cf1If\!lHl<lIF'1dQift<l~ ~ I

In other systems it is called effort. And, not desisting from its
activities due to the manifestation of the past impressions of virtuous
deeds, etc., it is call1ed life. It is said also:

The internal function of the organs collectively is like a lamp,
without the light (of their own)9 and is of the nature of the activities,
the sustainer of the body and is the life. A human being keeps alive
upto the time that (function) abounding in Rajas is not restrained
and strikes the air, and continues due to the non-return (non-cessa-
tion) of the virtue, etc.

Here, through the force of the mention of the common ac-
tivities of the senses the prana, etc., are the five airs. The senses of
knowledge are the sixth (prana) the senses of the action the seventh,
and the egoism, the eighth. The word pur refers to the knowledge at
the state of egoism because it is stated:

Since the knowledge as an act in the egoism completes the
causes, it is called pur, which is the eighthknowledge of the enjoyer
(i.e., experiencer conscious entity).

The knowledge residing in the egoism is experienced by the
conscious entity p-esent in the intellect onlylOsince the author will
speak as -
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These mutually different modifications of the three con-
stituents and resembling a lamp illumining the entire purpose of the
conscious entity present it to the intellect (K. 36). And, because the
intellect accomplishes the experience of the conscious entity in
respect of all the (objects) (Ka 37.)

Therefore, that (knowledge) only is the pur. The scripture also
says so: the five (are) the airs, namely prapa, apana, samana, udana
and vyana. Sixth is the mind seventh is the pur (knowledge in
egoism), eighth is the speech. Through the mention of speech is the
mention of the phase of organs of action. Through the mention of
mind is the mention of the phase of organs of knowledge. This group
of eight prapas which are related to the modification becomes (i.e.,
serves) as the eternal part as a place of support for the seer soul
which has attained a body.u It is unbreakable, undivisible, uncom-
bustible and undestructible. The external bodies which are non-eter-
nal in nature and serve as the (water) and clay are non-eternal and
grow.

(Source of Action)

~,~: ~ l'tlotlF~~f~: ~ ~? ~-m ~~: I ~:
~ m ~ ~ ¢I°sfl!lHltll: ~ Cf)q41<lJ:(1~-~: ~ ~ fGlFGlF<ql
ajFGlFGlF~~fttI ~~

~~~;r~~~1
~ ~1"14tf.t('CjI('tt1mR: lI~GIO:ScHlll

~ ~l:joIFGlqtlfldfCI10IBIOj;qtll ~ I (f;f ~~ ~ iXlClBltllc::)Ii4-
cR 0/0: 1l:fiWRf~ ~IIWcH9> Cf)14t:qCl~tlCf)JiXl<tlo(l"1'lfCf:~ I ~~-
FGlCf)Cfl~If'i~Iqs::I<ci1m mWT: ~ I 4nP'I'tdl FGlFGlF~qlI <tf?l'tf*FClFCl-
~ I (f;f ~S<t ~: ~~~ ~ ~f£l1BI(l F"':~lI~F",:j1It!Clim1t~-
~ <nWf Cflq4'lRg;QQ@ I <tf4Ig;QQ~H~I?tCl~ I QJ1't1IClct1a:tOIB<t*"fl1.I
~~

crrfu'dfUr~ ~ iT;r"{~ I

flr~tO«1d1 Rt~~ ~dtaWI (WI'~ II

~~~<mr.t(fq: I

GR~: ~ ~(WI'~~II

~~~fcmt~~qy I
SlI4r~''Ch1qU~ ~ If ~ C«fa II
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f'~~(q"l2lCRd ~ iI(Hqil(1;1 ~~ I

~(q)14q~(q)14fcd'M~N(1oQraraRql~1:II

fqqcih'1l(1q*1q~fqraRqlQIIR"1i ~ mR: I
~14~(ul~ SIl~Rt~1 Tffir: ~ql@iI(11II

FqtPHt<1f'i F: wfFqqFllufj ~: I 3ITW1f~uft ~ I ~~FqCflFqq-
~ ~ I 6lfttiFqqFllufj FqFqf<ql I 3t61fttiFqqFllU(lFqFqFc::ql I ~uIWi;q(lt1
{'l1«1I'(j~s~1 ~: I ftfCI{..n~S~1 ~ I ftfCI<1¥:f\"lS~1~ I {"11~s~1 fcWf-
Rtrr I <1~"ls~lsFqFqFc::ql wftf I ~ ~

(;ra;tulfqq~~(1,q~TJ~~q;q~ ~ q'tlI"1I'l'
~ it ratlltlrnqtt~ <f ~ ~ II

~:~~I

How (or wherefrom) does this function of pra~a, etc.,
proceed?

Reply: That (function) proceeds from the sources of the ac-
tion. The Rajas fallen from the intellect is affected by passion or
emotion; the five sources of activities are like the egg (which are)-
determination, faith, desire for pleasure, desire for knowledge and
the absence of desire for knowing. It is stated also:

That which has fallen down from the intellect and has not at-
tained the characteristic (state) of knowledge is the (mediate) oprea-
tion and is the source of knowledge like the egg, for a cock.

To them (sources of action) belong the characteristics and their
objects, with essence, the quality and mutual connection. Out of
them, the characteristics are as - not deviating from the resolution is
the determination, faith is state of the seed of the notion that the
acts prescribed in sruti must be performed without aiming at their
results; desire for pleasure is the expansion (enjoyent) of intellect
caused by the desire for the fruit of the perceptible (means) and the
means prescribed in the scriptures; desire for knowing is the lust to
know the objects; absence of that desire for knowing is the cessation
(or destruction) of it. When the being having/the inclination for vir-
tuous or vile actions, having or not having the desire to know leaves
the body, attains the source fit for that activity. Attaining that he
promotes his interest in that only. This is the characteristic along
with the essence. It is stated also:

When one does not keep his promise in words, acts, deterrnina-
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tion, and afterwards becomes firm and determined in that; this is the
definition of determination, absence of envy, celibracy, sacrifice for
himself, sacrifice for others, austerity, charity, to accept charity and
purity-are said to be the characteristics of faith.

When the one desirous of happiness is engaged in learning,
(religious) acts or austerities, he always makes an atonement, and al-
ways remains with a desire for happiness.12 The definition of desire
is in the form that the duality, oneness, distinctness, eternal, sentient,
non-sentient, subtle, the (theory of) pre-existence of effect should be
known.

The state of those engaged in meditation is always (in the form
of) the absence of desire to know just like that of the one who has
drunk the poison, is in the sleeping condition and is intoxicated, and
it brings about the destruction of the effect and means (body). It is
calJed the natural state (of the yogins). 13

These are its objects with the essence. The determination
refers to all object. The faith is with reference to the stages of life.
The desire of happiness is about the perceptible objects and those
mentioned in the scripture. The desire to know is about the manifest
objects. The absence of desire is about the non-manifest objects.
The combination of constituents is like this. The Rajas and Tamas
dominate in the case of determination. The faith abounds in Sattva
and Rajas. The desire for pleasure abounds is Sattva and Tamas. The
desire to know abounds in Rajas. The absence of desire to know
abounds in Tamas. It is stated also:

One who knows the definition" the objcet with essence and the
combination of three constituents belonging to the five causes, him I
consider the best of the strives (or an eminent striver).

Thus are explained the prana, etc., and the source of action.

(Control over the Vital airs)

~ ~~ ffRlS~I01Plij'11014~ I ~~'l1"\llqFqF.:j't-
~f~~<1M~,;!SlIOIl'1II01"<14F~(jqlf~Cf1(qI~F.:jq("4iI "lF~4f~«1I01PliI01PiFcIfP'Wil >r<rr-
~ I CfiI!lF&i~ill~ SllolFqtp'lI <1lq($\olf(1~ fcf!rlf C(qfq~OlAOllII (f(f) ~

~:, ff'6'l't"~~'dil~H~F4$l{C\qlf'ifT1l1: I 3lql'1Fqq~Mqs:tl101oi ~101fFc::Fqq~
'C(CIlqilOlAOlf~~~ {'O!OfIFclFqq~ISS~ m~: I <1<1~"l1'dil'd{~F4-
~sfl:Nq: I (fl!IT fflO1l'1fqq(j ~ ~~ ~ I ~tJ=lI'Ct9I61I01It;
~: ~~ 00 ~ I ~ 1<::I'1Fqq~1{ I 3lFq'~lIY40n~
~ ~ ~~f.iqJ~<t I ~sfcRr'Wf ~ 0lll'1Fqq4 ~I'1Fqq~ "C(Cf'llCf-
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it« I ~ ~ ~4dloil"'dlqql<::~mll6IfCifCifc::ql'iftt6IRIN(1~~ '1fr.f-
it« I ms<f ~ S!qul«1(Sffdq~: ft'tCII<ltflfCif'f'{'dlf. ~:
ftf"ll{!••'~f'f{F::itul qt iij@QQud~ I am "if

~ stlulfctctfd ~~Iff ¥: srkt6dl14 I
fctf.1ct",fct~:SHC6(j'il qccq'i6 ~ II

'QlJr.rt ~ tlqiRf.1I¥1"'(ti ~ ~~I14 I

qRq&qfi:4('qtl«tl51 9>~ca::lrcH,"~ II
~ d04l(JU(ti oq«t~q«tl C6~ulI"ti~: II ~~ II

After understanding these two one should follow the right
path.14 The internal operation of the vital airs being unconditioned
cannot be terminated through the termination of attainment of the
states of the Rajas, Tamas and the means of virtue, etc. Since the ex-
ternal function is related to virtue etc., it should be employed. If it is
asked how, (the reply is)-The (act of) going down of the pral}a.
should be restricted to (i.e., exclusively concentrated. upon) the
objcets like virtue, etc. From this follows the increase in Sattva and
with the increase in Sattva there follows gradually an understanding
of the form of the intellect. The act of going upward pertaining to
apana should be exclusively concentrated upon the objects like vir-
tue, etc. In this way there is the complete decrease of the Tamas
which is situated in the form of the object of discriminative
knowledge, and then follows gradually the understanding of the form
of the intellect. In this way, one should make the association of the
objects of samaria and vyana leading to the Sattva constituent. Be-
cuase the scripture states: "One should always take delight in and be
associated with Sattva." The object of Udana is the upliftment of the
soul. After completely giving up the last form of the phase
of ignorance one should completely resort to the oppsite of that.
One should cherish the invariable concomitance which forms the ob-
ject of the vyana in the object of knowledge only. One should reduce
the potency (dharmata) of the four causes to the causal potency of
virtue. One should cherish the absence of the desire to know with
reference to causes leading to the undesired results. One who takes
delight in virtue, etc., and is deviod of the opposites of them, taking
pleasure in Sattva, is deviod of egoism, is devoted to knowledge, has
purified the causes, attains supreme Brahman quickly. It is stated
also:

The wise man after firmly establishing the absence of the
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operation of the praI}aswith reference to the external objects and es-
tablishing them in the right path, and deviod of injurious dirt, attains
the immortal and eternal place.

After establishing the five causes in the cuasal potency of vir-
tue, etc., and advanced in that should not deviate from it absolutely
(even from bottom).

Thus is explained the individual and the collective activity of
the organs.



KARIKA 29
1. The Samkhyas proceed from intellect to the gross elements in

discussing the categories. Thus, the place of internal organs
precedes the external organs.

2. The mahatmya body perhaps refers to the notion of '1'.
3. The manuscript read anyatvasya. Pandey suggests ananyatvasya.

We have followed his suggestion.
4.' The sense is that prana, etc. , spoken as the objects of the inter-

nal organs are of the nature of air which is an element while the
activity should be of the nature of action. Prava, etc., therefore,
cannot be spoken as the activity of some other object. The read-
ing dharmantaram by Ch. and Pandey both should be dhar-
myantarah.

5. If the air is supposed to blow of its own, its activity would never
come to an end and as a result a bird in the sky could always fly
due to the activity in air and it would not be required to act for
the circulation of the air to fly. Consequently, if the activity is
always in the air, a bird co,!ld never fall on the ground.

6. This is the air going outside the body in much quantity.
7. It keeps the balance of the other airs in the body and controls

their movements.
8. Perhaps it refers to the Nyaya-Vaifesika. The function is at-

tributed to the soul in those systems.
9. They serve as the substratum of light and manifest it. The light

stands for consciousness.
10. It is because the conscious entity does not have direct contact

with the egoism. The function of egoism is also experienced
through the intellect it self.

11. The soul accompanied with these eight can be termed jiva.
12. Such a man always keeps repenting, and neither does he enjoy

fully nor does he acts satisfactorily.
13. It is the state of meditation in which the basic aim is not the

knowledge,
14. It suggests that only the Samkhya way of liberation is the right

path.
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(Opponent's view of simultaneous function of the organs)
~, ~ll~~Cf)f~i~~ Cf){OI"l1I'!llfll <tftf: m ~ ~ ~

~:? ~: ~ mr ~ 6'q<l~ ~ I ~?fFc!~llloli ~ <tftf-
~ I (fa~ "l~&iO;S~ ~!'fiTlFfffi errI ~ (fa~ ~ l{\Cfiqllfll&{ I ~?f-
~ ~ Cf){OI'jl'!ll&{I amr ~:~~: ~ ~~4of1ctWlq~fll <tftf:, ~I?lft:qriit.qlfe:-
ctGtl~0) fd ?

Opponent : Is the operation of the four organs with reference to a
single object, like form, etc., simultaneous or gradual.' If it is
asked (why) does the"doubt arise, (the answer is) because it is
observed in both the ways. The function of the objects with a
single object is observed to be simultaneous also just as that of
the eyes or the mind with reference to the disc of the moon;2
and gradual also just as that of the honey, water and milk with
reference to a pot. The four organs have a single object. There-
fore, there arises a doubt in us as to whether the function
belongs to the organs working simultaneously as the function of
the eyes and the minds, or whether it takes place gradually as
that of the honey, etc.

~-"ll\"II~~f'14f4 \1IC15)illldl&{I ~ ~ ~ ~? If ~ct1Rl'Jq-
~mq;)Pl'siPtlf<fe.ct Slfdq~I&i~ ~ I

Proponent : Tell as you experience it.

What do you think proper in this case?
If you rightly teach, what is the obstinacy? We will accept that

only.
'ffiCf d~lfC:~li~~~f'1&{

y:lq:ean~4W n~:
~~: ~llqe.~fCI~: I ~'t4~Cf)Rli'1f1i fu ~41f~llloli ~"fI"tfR-
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~ 1 (f;f ";f~ ~ m<r ~~ P:'WHlkl~ ~ CflflIFilu~ C{fu:
CflflIFiI~F(j 1 ~ ~ 1?tI'.lf(1RdIF~!l Sfl4Iiq('lcs4: 1<iR fu ~ ~~1c:.l'114"'d:
~ ~ ~s?f C{fu: ~ mt ?t1'.lf(1f.::ld'tiwH'lqhfJ'I;'HIFe:t:q'1q(1~ Sflll: 1
";f~~ 1d{X'lIWlq~q ~s?f iI~~ll<tFt!n:f<11

Opponent's Reply: If it is so, the following is our theory here:

The function of the four is simultaneous only. The word tu
means restriction. The sense is 'it is simultaneous only'. Intellect
egoism and the mind, as also the sense organs are located at the
same place. It cannot be stated that even though the power (in the
organ) and their contact with the object is present, yet the function of
some takes place while that of the other does not. Moreover, the suc-
cessive order is not observed in case of the thunder of the cloud, etc. If
there would be the successive function of the ear, etc., and the inter-
nal organ with reference to the external object, that successive order
would be observed in case of the abstruct knowledge of thunder of
the cloud and also at the sight of a black snake. It is, however, not ob-
served. Therefore, the function of the four with reference to the ex-
ternal object is simultaneous. only.

(Simultaneous functions of the organs refuted)
~-~ lJ!l~IG.l'114"'d~ "iITS1~ <tff1n:('4~ ~:,~-

(f([ I fcf; qiR1Jfl{? II{X'll~{X'llcf;

diq~I~~~1

~ iI~~1l4f\l~klt:zffi 1~SCftmUlTsf: 1Sfilm ~sf: 1Sfilm v:ct"
~~;q;<OI<tfl!ftCflI~: I·

~ ~41'1~~ll'1i ~IFijl~kl~~i\~ ~\llqllqqff1n:F<i. 3f;T~:- 'ilpSU-
F~q~d<'fll111 tm~~: ~41'1~~1~ ~IF"dlf4tP;jflkl~ dt\"lldqlF~-
ll(f:m~,";f~ 1 \{qftjl'llf'q ~ 1~

~(f?lT~

ifilmv:ct" ilgt'!(j{4~: 1~<;o~ql'l~'1 ~'1<~IJldl'1l1ldOllqf~dFCI"IllqI'lOIJ{ 1
~ ftfcitll{, <;o~rCl"l%~rCl"l4 ~ 1 arnfT;r <;o~FCI"I4~\l~l'1r"l('(:lr~-
Olt 3t<;Oe!fCl"l4~: 1m a r~1S:jlljI41\414Cf1{X'lI'1\l"C1'ftf 1il~ ~ <ttPIOlql"{OIl-
~ "l'Clftf_ 3t11'Id~q~dfit"lll:jl11 a F~HtjllllOjl~ I am.~

fC:tq~f.s::~ecil.II&('q$iifl"Y;iiQd ,
~cflfflf.s::4 ~ ~~: II
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~~"&iI(1I"?1)1F: I
.~\iffit~11

~ ~ im: >ffif 1Tfur~:

~h'l;ft(1~ ~ q~f(1F1(1't'WI{lqfJl~'11c:.1Sfl'l11q<:1~4'lq~1~~flI
;::r1RP.l'dfift-;:T('ll~';f~:-lZOC::Ql~&{ I fcfi CfiRUTl{? ~

~ ('t(Q",I'a&i1 Cffu: II ~o Ii

1" ~ i4~6q:;1<'l'1{li m~ omnq!l\'lOI{lI'l~, 3l~:<fl(oll~qF'dst-
WmL .m';fIF<a~e4stfi%L~lq&lI~I(1st{l:S~'II~ I (1~I«{cf ~';fIc:.l'1I'lq-
~sfur q~f(1R(1IC::lqQliH~q(1C::'1q'I"OOll&{I ~ (1~fgqRql(1l-
c::"O,q:;(ol~('llF@~~ I ~ ~ q~f(1F1(11f<9>Riln~ ~'Iq~~~-
"lffq 1~ft~(1C::~ffi&{ I

Reply: As regards the statement that the function of the ear, etc.,
and the internal organ is at a time (simultaneous), we reply that
it is wrong.

What is the reason here?
Because according to us :

AND, OF THAT (GROUP OF THOSE FOUR) SUCCESSIVE
(FUNCTIONING) ONLY IS MENTIONED.

Through the expression 'of that' all the four are related here.
The term ca (and) is in the sense of restriction.' It is successive only.
The falling of the function of the external organ and the internal
organ into a single object is gradual only.

As regards the statement that there is no propriety of the ab-
sence of the function of those having the same location, in the
presence of the power and the contact (of the senses with the ob-
ject), we reply : it may be like the eyes, etc. Just as even though there
is the (possibility) of the capacity and the contact with the object in
the case of the eye and the skin even when the eye and the skin are
located at the same place the touch only of dust, shade and heat or
sunshine is apprehended, not the form. Similar may be the case here
also. Therefore,
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IN THE CASE OF THE PERCEPTIBLE, SIMILARLY IN THE
CASE OF THE IMPERCE~lBLE (OBJECTS)

The function of the four is successive only. Here, through the
mention of the word imperceptible is denoted, the knowledge of the
objects of past and future time and those obstructed (and hence im-
perceptible). The knowledge of the past is of two kinds: That of the
object directly perceived and of the object which is not directly per-
ceived. Here also that the object of which is not perceived at that

-time is described to be the recognition, and that the object of which
is not directly perceived is desired to be remembrance/' That takes
place through either of the probandum, scripture or suddenly. It is
stated by the powerful varsagana vira also The knowledge of
the objects of future and obstructed ones arises through probans and
the scripture. It is stated also:

Knowledge arisi ng through the sense - object contact is called
the perceptive knowledge. And when the same object is recollected
through past impression when it had become invisible, it becomes
remembrance. The same knowledge which depends upon past im-
pression when after some time comes under the purview of the sen-
ses is said to be recognition. There is no doubt, the successive order
in case of the perceptible object.

As regards the statement that on account of the absence of ob-
servation of succession, there is the simultaneous function of the four
with reference to perceptive knowledge of the objects like the
thunder of the cloud and the sight of the black snake, we reply that
this is also wrong.

What is the reason here?
Because

THE FUNCTION OF THE THREE FOLLOWS THAT (FUNCTION
OF THE RESPECTIVE EXTERNAL ORGANS).

The intellect, egoism and mind do not have the capacity of cog-
nising the external objects directly because of (otherwise) un-
desirable contingency or the impropriety of impossibility of their
being the internal organs, of the uselessness of ear, etc., and of the
contradiction with their (relation) of the gates and the gatekeeper.
Therefore, there is first the contact of the ear etc., with the object.
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The same case must be accepted in case of the thunder of the cloud,
etc. Afterwards, is the function of the internal organ also because it
follows the function of that (external organ); thus there is the succes-
sion in this case also. In that case, it is wrong to say that since the suc-
cession is not found in case of the thunder of the cloud, etc., the
function of the four is simultaneous.

(Another interpretation of the Karika)

~~@I'4~~ ~: I QU~ ~tl~lI~rd If.flS~<tiI{~.ro'1I1i~:-
Cfi\UTRtCi4I?1~4;'1~ mcnT.f~cn-m ~tl~lI~~~: I 3Wf~~-
Y;'I%f~: (i<'l1~14f~ffl~1I ~ ~ ~~: I ~Slfldl~lqN ~
~, lIdf;jll'f4I~~ d<"lf&<tilCi4I?1f';::lI'lfct<ti1<Ire: I <R.T 'lI'~Sl~~
ttmr:'lI'~T.f ijWlIH<I~ {Jffdft~cj 1f~Ci41?lf';::lIqF&4;ruII ~o II

By others, however, the connection of the words (in the present
Karika) is shown (or mentioned) in a different way. It is like this. Of
the four, etc., means of the internal organs, viz., mind, egoism and in-
tellect with the one external organ as the ear or the eye. The simul-
taneous function of this (group of four) in case of the perceptible i.e.
the present time is_suggested by the earlier authorities by the
(present) authority (Isvarakrsna) however, successive (function is
suggestedj.ln the case of imperceptible, i.e. the objects of past also it
is successive only because the function of the three internal organs
follows that of the external organ. Whatever kind of experience is
there the impression is of that nature. As the impression, so is the
remembrance. In this way, the function (of the internal organs)
follows that of the external organ.
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1. The four organs meant here are the three internal organs, mind,

egoism and intellect and the one respective external organ in-
volved in perception.

2. When moon is seen, its knowledge arises as soon as i~ is ob-
served. The function of the eye and the internal organs seems to
be simultaneous.

3. It is still a matter of deep consideration whether I£varak!~!la
takes it in the sense of grouping together or restriction.

4. This is the distinction between the remembrance and recogni-
tion. The common factor in both the cases is the knowledge of
the object cognised earlier. But, in case of recognition, the ob-
ject is present at the time of recognition while the object is not
present at the time of remembrance.

5. Some portion of the text is missing here.
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(Each sense performs its individual function)

~, ~~~ fClfc1(p'lf,p"l~"1<Jffim 3lImffClC\:OllfoCf){oTtfo?

Opponent : Dose the function of these organs take place with the
restriction to their own objects (or otherwise) blending
together?

~-~ i:f ~ ~ q:ijHI4Ict1il"141~ftj<SllU ~ (q;T. ~t;)
~SSillqulI~~ W:rr ~ (qi. ~~) Im 7ffi ~:~: I

Proponent : Of course, earlier only after stating that the function of
the five is the primary abstruct apprehension in respect of the
form, etc, (K. 28), it is finally taught by the 'authority' that is the
uncommon', etc., (K. 29). Inspite of this much you are enter-
taining doubt.

~: ~- ft('l'!~adi'll (f~ ~~: I ~: Cfl{UII;J{UI~-

~ Cfl{UII""d~ftl"P"lc:::~i"1Ii'l1~ Cfl{UII;J{UII i'{~ssl1I<::lfs4If<!o~41q~an

~ Cfl{UII""d{f(l ~I:jUI~~<'ti~ 51C{f't1~~q~arr I ~ fClfcl<'P'If'P'l(l111-

~, ~ Cfl{ulI""d{fcl<'l41q~AJI'dct'lI~il4iqe.1: fClfq<'l44~UI'1fq: ~ I 3ffur
i'{ I d~lS;qq$l:~: I mAt ~:51foqf'dn:d I

. Opponent: Yor are asking why does the doubt airse, we reply, it is
true. But still the doubt airses.

why?
Because the eagerness ill all organ is observed when the respective

object is cognised by the other organ. The eagerness and activity in the
other organ, viz., tongue is observed when the form of the mango or a
pomegranate fruit is perceived by the eye.' If the senses would have
been restricted to their respective objects, there would not have been
the cognition of its own object as dependent upon the help of the
other organ because the object of that organ is already cognised by
that respective organ.2 And that is there. Therefore, the doubt is
valid. What is your resolution here?




