Prefatory note

The present project is a study of Nyaya-Vaisesika ontology
with reference to the category of samavaya. The intention of the
study is to inquire into the ontological status of samavaya. The
present study differs from usual studies of the Nyaya-Vaisesika
thought in juxtaposing such point of view as those which either do
not admit the concept of sambandha or relation, or admit samyoga,
but disallow samavaya. It is hoped that by such juxtaposition of
views, the uniqueness and the necessity of admitting samavaya
would be thrown into high relief. The point about ontology has
always been kept in view in a distinguished manner from
considerations of epistemology and the problem of induction
(causality). Of course, such considerations have been paid attention
to as and when needed, yet it is the ontological status of samavaya

that has been the uppermost concern of the present study.

Another feature of the study is the inter-systemic references
to the debate concerning samavaya. The ontological issues entail
metaphysical questions. Often metaphysics in traditional Indian
ways of understanding the furniture of the world mingles the
descriptive with the revisionary. Ultimately the question turns on
the issue of Nyadya-Vaisesika metaphysics is descriptive or

revisionary. No clear cut answer could be given as P.F. Strawson
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might demand to know. The Nyaya-Vaisesika list of padarthas is a
mixed bag. Some of the categories are ontologically empirical while
others like samanya or samavdya are different. To say that
samavaya is ontologically empirical requires a revision of the
concept of pratyaksa itself. The sense, in which a blue jar is
perceived, is certainly not the way in the samavaya of blueness in
the jar is apprehended. The logical realistic empiricism of the
Nyaya-Vaisesika seeks to retain both descriptive as well as
revisionary metaphysics at one stroke, and this has been target if
the critics of the samavaya. This is a metaphilosophical issue, and
we need not take any sides at this moment. To reiterate, the
present study is directed towards understanding the concept of
samavdya as an ontological issue in the context of the Nyaya-

Vaisesika realism and logical empiricism.

The present study is structured into twelve chapters,
incorporating concluding remarks, besides an appendix. The table of
contents stands as follows: The first chapter introduces the concept
of samavaya, to be followed in the second, by the larger framework
of Indian philosophical systems. There are also references to
philosophical views of British and European philosophers. The third
chapter is a statement of the Vaisesika category of samavdya. The
chapter is twofold in approach, expository and critical. The fourth
pursues the concept of samavdya as ramified by the Nyaya, even
though the system of Vaisesika and Nyaya are ontologically
samana-tantra, there are extensions, ramifications and

reconstructions.

The fifth chapter is devoted to considering various definitions
of samavaya and the sixth chapter takes into the account the

arguments offered in support of admitting samavaya as a relation in



the metaphysical scheme. 1 have felt to be inclined to accept the

arguments offered by Gangesa and Vallabha.

The seventh chapter is worked out around the concept of
samavaya as employed in formulating the Nyaya view of causation.

This has been an important issue.

The eighth chapter takes up the Mimamsa views as
adumbrated by Kumarila and Prabhakara. These reservations about

samavaya have also been noted in due seriousness.

The Buddhist critiques of samavaya are the content of ninth
chapter. It has been interesting to note their reasons for not

endorsing into their scheme of things.

The Jaina understanding of samavdya is what the tenth

chapter is devoted to.

The eleventh chapter takes up Sarkara’s arguments against
samavdya. The followers of Samkara, such as Citsukha and
Vyasatirtha, have contributed richly towards the Advaita critique of

samavdya. Their views have been noted as well.
To conclude the project the twelfth chapter records some of
the debated issues concerning samavaya, and also an overview of

the previously discussed issues in the previous chapters.

The appendix is there to put on record some important points

that needed highlighting separately.
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All the major schools of Indian thought have been brought
into focus and as for the method of the study; it has been

descriptive, analytical and comparative.
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