Preface

The thesis entited : " The Nyaya Concept of Pram a : A critical study " is the result
of my research on.. Pram~u~asastra (Epistemology in lnidan Philosophy). I started
work on the thesis from 15th March 1996 as a Junior Research Fellow (UGC).
One of the lasting effect in studying Nyaya is the opening of my outlook towards
the larger perspective of my teacher, rrofessor Raghunath Ghosh, Dept of Philosophy, North Bengal University, W.B. He has undertaken serious study of some
unique problems of Nyaya system, such as problems of indeterminate cognition
(nirvilalpaka Jnana), Some reflections on the Nyaya theory of action, Aharyajfiana,
etc. and has presented novel solutions.

The thesis contains five chapters. The outlook in general, the need of epistemology to present metaphysics in a sound way, the influence of ontological presuppositions for theorisation and the need of valid cognition (Prama) have been
dicussed in chapter-!.

A number of definitions are found in Nyaya ststem itself. In the second chapter of

my thesis the background of these definitions is given in order to highlight which
one of these definitions is more consistent and suitable with the ontological presuppositions of this system.

A comprehensive view on Prama given by different systems has been presented
as opponents (Purva pak~a) so that one would get a general idea of the history of
the concept. Thereby the view of the Nai,~ayikas can be further substantiated.

In so far as the classical texts are concerned, the Naiyayikas have not taken the
Advaitins as opponents. But Dharmaraja AdhvarTndra presents Advaita view following the Navya-Nyaya logic, and challenges Visvanatha in difining valid cognition (prama). But the Naiyayikas are yet to respond to this \~hallenge. Hence, the
Advaitins view with special reference to Dharmaraja Adhvari ndra has been discussed in chapter- Ill.

There are strong opponents

(Purvapak~a)

•

of the

Na{yayi~ in which we find the

Buddhist concept of prama, the Mfmarf(sa concept of prama, the ~aina concept
of samyagjffana etc. Some of the definitions given by the opponents have been
logically rejected by the Naiyayikas. But there are a few more difintions fiven by
Narayana Bhatta, DharmakTrt~ Hemchandra etc. which are not taken into account
0

••

or rejected by the Naiyayikas in the works available so far. All these views are
discussed in chapter- IV

Finally, the specific task of this dissertation is to encounter these problems and
reject them with the help of some independent arguments provided by the Nyaya
systme. By doing this a strong defence of the system is undertaken in the last
chapter.

Research work, to my opinion, is the result of the fruitful dialogue with various
Research Personnel. I take this occassion to offer my heartfelt thanks to my teacher,
Prof. Ghosh, without whose guidance and supervision it would not have been
possible for me to write this thesis. In fact, the conclussion is the outcome of a

ii

dialogue between him and me. My thanks are due to all my coll~ues and teachers of the Dept. of philosophy and Comparative Religion, Visva-Bharati and the
Dept of philosophy North Bengal Univesity, Darjeeling, W.B. Special thanks are
due to Dr. Pabitra Kumar Roy, NBU, Prof. Rita Gupta, Dr. Asha Mukharjee, Dr.
Sabujkoli Sen, Dr. Bijoy Mukharjee, Dr. George Pattery, S.J., Visva-Bharati with
whom~;. I have discussed some of these problems and obtained suggestions and

suport. My sincere thanks are also due to Prof. Pradyot Kr. Mandai, Burdwan
Univesity, who was kind enough to give a patient hearing to my synopsis and gave
further suggestions. I would kike to thanks to all my family members and my
friends Sri Salil· Mukharjee N.B.U., Bhaskan Jha (JRF), Dept of philosophy, N.B.U,
Bichitrabirya Mandai (JRF), Dept of Zoology, NBU who were always ready to lend
me their he! . ping hands.
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