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Proceedings of the Madras Glovernment, Public Department,
14tk January 1869.

-

No. 72. Read the following letter from Messrs. TRUBNER and CO., Lendon,
to the Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George; dated London,
4th December 1868. ‘

By this mail you will receive the Prospectus of the Second, considerably
enlarged and improved, Edition of the ThirdVolume of ¢ Original Sanskrit Texts” by
J. Muir, Esq., L. 1. D., Ph. Dr., Bonn. This volume hasjust been published at the price

" of 16 Shillings per copy,and we venture to hope that the Government of Madras will
patronize it to the same extent as the First Volume, (Second Edition,) published early

in the year, (eighteen copies—Order, dated 27th May 1868, No. 646).

9." Mr. Muir will now occupy himself with rewriting Volumes 2 and 4, and
hopes eventually to prepare & 5th (new) Volume. ,

3. Should Government decide on favoring us with an order for copies of
Volume 3 (Second Edition) now ready, we should be glad at the same time to be
informed whether we may send the same number of copies of Volumes 2, 4, and 5,
when ready.

No.73.  To Messrs. TRUBNER and CO,, London, dated Fort Saint George,
14th January 1869, No. 52.

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 4th ultimo, Iam directed to
inform you that the Madras Government will take eighteen copies of the Second
Edition of the Third Volume of Mr. Muir’s Sanskrit Texts, and an equal number of
copics of the 2nd, 4th, and 5th Volumes of the work, when publiShed.

2. It is requested that the parcel containing the books may be sent ;to the
India Office for despateh, addressed to the Chief Secretary.

(True Extract).
(Signed) R.S. ELLIS,
Chief Secretary.

Exd, J. Tullochs
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Govt. of (1869 Al adrag

o

. PUBLIC.
To
" Mzeszs. TRUBNER axo CO. .
Londox.

Dated January, 141A.

Becd. Enei.

G. 0..:.3 January 1869, No. 52.

JANUARY.
Nos. 72-73.

Subscribing for 18 copies of the Second Edition
of the Third Volume of Mr. Muir's Sanskrit Texts,
and an equal number of copics of the 2nd, 4th, -
and 5th Volumes of the work, when published.
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PREFACE.

Tae object which I have had in view in the series of
treatises of which this volume forms 2 part, has been to
investigate critically the most important points in the
civil and religious history of the Hindus. Having shown
in the First Volume that the mythical and legendary ac-
counts given in the Puranas, etc., regarding the origin of
the caste system which has long prevailed in India, are
mutually contradictory and insufficient to establish the
early existence of the popular belief regarding the distinet
creation of four separate tribes, as an original and essen-
tial article of the Brahmanical creed; and having en-
deavoured to prove, in the Second Volume, by a variety
of arguments, drawn chiefly from comparative philology
and from the contents of the Rigveda, that the Hindus
are descended from a branch of the Indo-European
stock, which dwelt originally along with the other cog-
nate races in Central Asia, and subsequently migrated
into Northern Hindustan, where the Brahmanical reli-
gion and institutions were developed and matured —1
pow come, in this Third Volume, to consider more par-
ticularly the history of the Vedas, regarded as the sacred
Seriptures of the Hindus, and the inspired source from
which their religious and philosophical systems (though,
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entertaineq by
€8 whom

I may broadly
asses—(1) the mytho]ogica_l, (2) the

scholastic, anq (3) the Vedje, .
The first, or mythologica) clags, embraces the writers
of the different Purfinas ang Itihﬁsas, and Partially thoge
of the Brahmanag anq Upanishads, Who, like the com-

pilers of the Pyrg combine the mytho-
1 eosophic clemept, '

astio class, includeg the authorg of
philosophical schoolg

y or Daréanas, with
their scholiasts and

eXpositors, gnq the Commentatory
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: . elong to
The whole of these vfﬁizzg?ans ;gbut
on the Vedas. atic or Philoso.p h1ca1.t is the object of
the class of SySt:-me prineiples differ, x tablish the origin
as their specula 1*:;001 to explain and e; conformable to
each Particl.llar sf? the Vedas on grounds to expound the
and authority ontal dogmas, as well as way a8 to har-
its own fundm]l;: sacred books in such a
dootrines .Of 'tts own special tenets. inions in regard to
monize With 1 f writers, whose opinio composed (1)
The third class oattemPted to eXhlblt’hlsVedic hymns,
the Vedas .I haveselves’ the a.uthol'? Of; ewhich, though
of the rislfl‘lz;: :r:thors of the Up : m:};?] :'(,)r the most part
d(2)o ecent date, regarded
?Oﬂgs of a much I:;i‘ i‘rom the hymns,'a:’:;g;t Witgh the
of a different -Charwriters as forming, he(is of the hymns,
by later Indwmthe Veda. As the al}t (;n age of simple
latter, a part of hem at least, lived in hildlike devotion,
the earliest of ; of spontaneous andhc appear, in con-
conceptions anh t, though some O.f t e:(l) have regarded
we shall find tha s’ it of their t.lmesy ce the result of
formity with t }%e spas in a certain degr lementary ideas
their comp(.)mtl.on their primitive and eto the artificial
divine insp 1?atmr’;’rm a strong contrast holastic writers.
on this subjffctd oﬁnitions of the later s;s though they,
and systematic ethorS of the Upanisha h:lma'n authority
And even t.h ° all manner, claim a superfrom recognizing
in a more distine ductions, are very o uent period, di-
for their own o tion which, at a subseqreligious works,
the rigid c19‘S‘Sl-ﬁﬁjvritings from all other
‘lr)idedbt:t):.dv fi(xllf of demarcation. -
y a
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It may conduce to the convenicnee of the reader, if I
furnish here a brief survey of the opinions of the three
classes of writers above described, in regard to the Vedas,
as these opinions are shown in the passages which are
collected in the present volume.

The first chapter (pp. 1-217) contains texts exhibiting
the opinions on the origin, division, inspiration, and au-
thority of the Vedas, which have been held by Indian
authors shortly before, or subsequent to, the collection of
the Vedic hymns, and consequently embraces the views
of the first two of the classes of writers above specified,

viz. (1) the mythological and (2) the scholastic. In the
first Section (pp. 8-10), I adduce texts from the Purusha
Siikta, the Atharva-veda, the Satapatha Brahmana, the
Chhéndogya Upanishad, the Taittirlya Brahmana, and
the Institutes of Manu, which variously represent the
Vedas (a) as springing from the mystical sacrifice of
Purusha; () as resting on (or inhering in) Skambha ;
(¢) as cut or scraped off from him, as being his hair,

and his mouth ; (d) as springing from Indra; (e) as pro-
duced from time; (f) as produced from Agni, Vayu,

and Sirya; (g) as springing from Prajapati, and the
waters ; (k) as being the breathing of the Great Being;
(¥) as being dug by the gods out of the mind-ocean ;
(7) as being the hair of Prajapati’s beard, and (%) as
being the offspring of Vach.

In page 287 of the Appendix a further verse of the
Atharva-veda is cited, in which the Vedas are declared

to have sprung from the leavings of the sacrifice (uch-
chhishta).

ix
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| . ~14) are quoted pas-

Section (pp- 10 _ .

In B s:}::ngishnu, Bhagavata, and Markandeya Pu
om 2

ing issued
sages fr four Vedas as having is
s h esent the
ranas, which repr

Tn$ i of the Vedas as created by
. Hafivamsa, Ygitengxll; the Gayatri; another irc:bm
o 2 a I;a which describes them as creatfa °t¥1
oy Mahabhamha:ving Qarasvati for their mother; w1'th
v hich declares the Vedas, al?ng wi
ono from to be the second manifestation

i bjects . . ton
ci'rtt?}in S():tltiz-;uila, (;r pure principle, while Brahma
of the 4

i ifestations. .
i lif lzliif;sg;ﬁ:i?);e(pp. 14-18) contains passages from
The

0 'V' . ‘] 1 P - - -

olebrated as comprehend-
e Wh'ich th:svsgilaiiec soul of metres, 1;y;n$,
g bemgs,ds as imperishable, as the source (;i os o,f
brea’ths, " lg;(;at, of the names, forms, a:nd f.xmc. ox:}heir
motion, 492 F finite in extent, as infinite 1 o
ot g gh limited in their forms as Rich,

thou, .
essencs (br(fih’g;z;lan verses, as eternal, and as forming
Yajush, an

- essi'ncetf S‘fa:i}il;}x;l .(pp. 18-36) con:cains ?a;szlglzs ;(:ax:
Tlg'etaoftha Brahmana and Manu, u;l W‘I;,:i : tho grv
:)he gts I;essulting from the study of the \
ene

ks
. ficacy of these wor

. uthority, and €

dignity, power, &

. ts from the
th two other tex !
are celebrated; together w1 Purana, in which a certain

Vishnu
e ':uﬂil:rpﬁ(@liiz:ed of the Sama-veda (compare the
impunty

ar . L]
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Vedas are described ag respectively Partaking differently
of the character of the t

hree Gunas, or Qualities) ; and
some others from the Vayu,

Padma, Matsya, and’ Brah.
ma-vaivartta, Puranas, and the Mahabharata, and Rimg.

the Vedais, by claiming for the Purénas and Itihasas an
equality with, if not g gy
tures,

ir appendages are
nferior science,” in contrast to the

the knowledge of Soul ; and is fol-

om the Bhagavad Gita, the Chhan-

arison with the knowledge of the su-
preme Spirit.

The fifth Section (pp. 36~49) deseribes the division of
the Vedas in the third or Dvapara age, by Vedavyasa
and his four pupils, according t texts of the Vishnu,
Vayu, and Bhagavata Purinas ; ang then adduces a dif-
ferent account, asserting their division in the second or
Treta age, by the King Purﬁravas, according to another
passage of the same Bhagavatg, Puriing, and a text of the
Mahabharata (though the latter is silent regarding Pu-
ruravas).

Section vi. (pp. 49

~57) containg passages from the
Vishnu and Vayu Pur,

anas and the Satapatha Brahmana,
regarding the schism between the adherents of the Yajur-

veda, as represented by the different schools of Vaisam-
payana and Yijuavalkya, and quotes certain remarks of

xi
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lation of
iect, and on the re -
he same subject, ther with
Prof. Webeaogﬁ;: Vedas to each Ot:1 l:,b;o'?}?at scholar,
the Rig an duced and illustrate ther
texts, adduc towards the o
some other tex f the Atharvanas i
Tty © Rig-veda.
on the hoit;; gle Chandogas towa?ds t:xetrac%s from the
Vedas, an 57-70) contalns the
] . . tors on
Section S‘_’u;n(apfnd Madhava, the 0011:'1 Tlel:ltlzy both de-
works of 5ay = Yajur Vedas, in whic o
‘ttiriya Yaju tate certain
Rig and Talt:;tz;ristic’s of the Veda,_and Ssgyana (pp-
fine the ch?‘ support of its authority. d acrai_nst his
arguments 1n noticing the objections urged d:ﬁning the
58-66), after 05 of a different school, an d Brahmana,
views by perso k consisting of Mantra an rsonal Or—at
Veda as @ W-:l'is not derived from any Pee the ’furf,her
asserts that 1 any human, author (comp.:: authority on
least not froﬂ;lim in p. 105); and res.t o ower, on the
extract ﬁ;)mlaraﬁons’ on its self'Pro,vmgt :)aintS), and on
its own dec ic writings of eminen ’ b-
) } - ¢ wrl g ther 0
Srariti (¢.¢. nOD :edl He then encounters someog its con-
ety. ©
common n;’::;lags;imt the Veda. Oflf'h?bslszordubious’ ab-
jections T2 es which are unintelugibx éha va (pp. 66—
taining passag or superfluous. Ma 1
. . reveals
surd, contradlllcto_:rye:da as the work which a;;)llilsity o
70) defines :urz.l means of attaining ﬂglurihree sul;erior
the superna ly, belonging to the
. les only, . ts; and asserts
lains that ma study 1its contel'l ’ infal-
EasteS, are competent toeterna{ it is a primary and infal

; s it is however, he
that, ma;ml'l:;l a This eternity of the Veda, ho )
lible authority.

dating
ing absolute, but as dating
: ret as not being Brahma,
appears tg ntltce;!;tion, when it was produced from

from the firs
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though, as he is free from defects, the Veda, as his work,
is self-proved.

Section viii, (pp. 70-108) contains the views of Jaimini

and Badarayana, the (alleged) authors of the Mimansq
and Brahma (or Vedanta) Sitras on the eternity of the
Veda. Jaimini asserts that sound, or words,

that the connection between words and the
represent also, is not arbitrary or conve
eternal, and that consequently the Vedag
erring information in regard to unseen oh

view he defends against the Naiyayikas, answering their
other objections, and insisting that the names, derived
from those of certain sages, by which particular parts of
the Vedas are designated, do not prove those sages to
have been their authors, hut merely the teachers who
studied and handed them down; while none of the
names occurring in the Veda are those of temporal
beings, but all denote some objects which have existed
eternally. Two quotations in support of the superna-

tural origin of the Veda are next introduced from
the Nyaya-mala-

are eternal,
objects they
ntional, but
convey un-
jects. This

vistara (a condensed account of the
Mimans3i system) and from the Vedartha-prakisa (the
commentary on the Taittiriya Yajur-veda). The argu-
ments in both passages (pp. 86-89) are to the same
effect, and contain nothing that hag not been already in
substance anticipated in preceding summaries of the Mi-
mansa doctrine. In reference to their argument that no
author of the Veda is remembered, I have noticed here
that the supposition which an objector might urge, that
the rishis, the acknowledged utterers of the hymns,

xiii
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thors, is guarded against

- .
o have bect A0 ained by Indian writers,

ight als .
I‘tjlygthe tenet, elsewhere ::;ntseers by i
fome “}e the opinions quoted from the
Some :urther enforced in a passage i‘lmm

of the Mimansa doctrine, which I r?;i
e S the Sarva-daréana—sangraha. Th-e _W e
Fi i'.mmthe Naiyayika objections to the 1\%[1m;msgl @
Bt it Veda had no personal author', viz. (1) ot
tenet th”jt _thet this effect must have been 1nterr}1pte ;;d
the tmd““_’n i of the universe; (2) that it wou
the past dissolution {tho walvoms) o ever it would

. . rov
be 1mp0851bleﬂ:°:)’r? (3) that the gentences of the V‘;ldi
any such o Ha:racter as all other sentences ; (4) tha

ec -
have' t?i:;i::a —drawn from the present mode of tra
the infe )

in a passage of the book itself ; (6) that sound 18
author 1m

not eternal, and that w

that the rishis
sacred texts. 8
Siitras of J aimini are

hen we recognize letters as the

1 their
this does not prove
e heard before, ] i
?ame.We hZZernity, but is merely a recognition of il:ve
identity O-rn to the same gpecies as other letters ;ve. o
e biosiri' (7) that though Paramesvara (God) is
hear ;

1, he may have assumed a body in order
)

turally illl(’}c(l)ff (;;:Z.a ete. The writer then states the Mi-
to revea ?

: does
ers to these arguments thus: W;hat 0
e o1 duction by a personal author ( pauru-

i ¢ pro -
tllns atl;:{);fxeag‘? The Veda, if supposed to be so pro
sheya !

L]
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duced, cannot derive jts authorit
reasoning), as fallible books em
Nor will it suffice to say (b) that
from its truth: for the Veda is defined to be a book
which proves that which can be Proved in no other way.
And even if Parame$vara (God) were to assume a body,
he would not, in that state of limitation, have any access
to supernatural knowledge. Further, the fact that dif.
ferent $akhas or recensions of the Vedas are called after
the names of particular sag

¥ («) from intercnce (or
ploy the same process.
it derives its authority

sort (Gs, for instance,) a
each other, or that they are generic terms, denoting g
species. The apparent differences which are observable
in the same letter,

result merely from the particular cha-
racteristics of the persons who utter it, and do not affect

s is followed by further reasoning in
support of the same genera] view; and the writer then

arrives at the conclusion, which he scems to himself to
have tfumphantly established, that the Veda is unde-
rived and authoritative.

The question of the effect
the dissolutions of the worl
tracts from Patanjali’s Mah

produced on the Vedas by
d is noticed in some ex-

abhashya and its commen-
tators, which have been adduced by Prof. Goldstiicker

XV
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face to his Minava-kalpa Sitra, .:ngdzi}a(;g
o ;::e ];l:r'?ly reprinted in Pp- 995::; ofItt }ie udmitiod
-i[)y Pataniel that’d::l Oo‘}g}fchi}il: 1Setters has 'not a}:)v:y;
Pemanent, e and that this difference is exhi : heer
l'emained_ o Sa:cm:e’censions of the K?Lthakas. an;li zause
o th;} dl'g:z];jali himself does not say what 1s the
schools.

isturbed
Kaiyyata, states that the order was dis
mentator, ¢

. d had to
issolutions, ete., an

] t mundane disso

during the grea

i iations) by the eminent
bo rostort? (th";ili‘&mt?{u‘{f;;; tht)a commentator ::
sdeneo o g) maintains that the- Veda was (1; -
Manu gsee " e’mory of Brahma during the .per}z o
P o e 1:11 romulgated again atb the 'begmmtghe
e eaton, bt phether in an altered form, or mo ,1 e
e l{“t N The latter point is also_left 'un‘;o ; .
o te} uS(;mmentan‘y on Brahma Sutraﬁ}. I,) age;
inh:;nklar::ote in the Appex;)diz: a;,)P(;f 3;3 eill;hesis) o
5 .
tho cox:::inw?gze:ezaii 'Ehz Piirva Mimafsa admits

e ques .
:lllle instence of a pmty: 15105 from his commen-
In the extract given En pp; B B lloms the
hma Sutras, San. ara, follows e
e theh B:aSﬁtras, and Jaimini, in basing o
auth':r zf‘ ?ch(;sVedas on the eternity of :}T;ng; dsnmen_
T jection that, as
necesza'ry tz)e $EZZ Z:dogx‘i;;:;:dly ’ax’l origin in time, the
tioned 1n

to this passage bya treatise, then unpublished,
drawn to

1 My attention was originally £ Bishop's College, Calcutta.

by the Rev. Prof. Banerjea, formerly o

- - e TR e

.
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ternal words could not have
an eternal connection witp non-eternal objeots, This
difficulty he tries to over i

and the other gods are pro
species. Sankara then go
rity of Brahma Sitra, 1. 3, 28
from the Vedas and the Smyi

Vedas (see pp. 6 and 16)
last term will be explaine
referred to, of the eternal

in the form of sphota. Thig
d below. This subject above
connection of the words of the

exactly the same as it had Previous]

¥y been. I then pro-
ceed in p. 105 to adduce a pass

age from Sayana, the

xvii 1
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£ /S
da, who refers to another o N
-veda,

in p. 106), declaring
) ted in P- v

stras, 1. 1, 3 (quo hich Sankara

the Brahma Sut:a:}’l . 50111‘09 of the Veillla, zvmniscience of
that Brahma Wa taining @ proof of he s establishing
interprets 28 % " nderstands this fff fhough not it

Sg,y 1l . h Veda,

Brahma. origin of the V¢ meant, ac-
e e propes sne, i bing only ety o

i il o8 to 3 ther is
cording to hnnt(f::‘:‘1 :{ein the same sense as the
ig ete
the veda 18

1. .. during the period between each creation and
rnal, d.e. e, -
:;:Solution otf ﬂ;et‘;nglzriznets of th?f Mi:f; ?ls;];ai,fv::lz
n oppositior oternal self-exi . i
i e sty (07 0w o
Veda, and to the theg author of the NyaY': aﬁ' sound’;
pounded, GOUIS ©  108-118) the ctornity harges of
denies (Sectllon 1X;ﬂl:g the Veda from the ; duces its
and after vindica tradiction, and tallto'logy’ im etent,
folsohood, soltOP T vty of tho wise, or © S roved
authority from the who were ifs a.uthors, a}sﬁfm& as
person OF Person;i guch of the Vedic Presc,:‘lg by ex-
by the officacy 0 matters, and can bo teste Gotama’s
relate to mundane distinotly result from Go

i tent person whom he
d is the compe n whom ho
t}:zz n(::ker of the Veda. Ifl'n ]:e;:uit sauthors.
i ;s ust have regarded the 118
to God, he @

ka

T fitras, and of the Tar

Vaiéeshika Sutras, <niali

The authors of lelf as the writer of the K(!(;s:;)le; SJ it;
v I4vara

Sangraha, as the Veda to

however, clf:gylgf)er Udayans, the author of the latter

framer (pp- 115~

commentator on the Rig

erience.
aphonsm

DI ¥
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work (pp. 128-133),
istence of the Veda f;

must, he says,

i d at the } :
which preceded the existing c;‘z::liztmn (I)f e orld
1. e

(

have. been interrupte

Kapila, the auth
or of the 83
-138), agrees wi ‘e Sankhya Aphori
denyil’lg the e:v lt‘lf the Nyaya ang Vaiéeghiknsms (PP 133
his o > eternuty of the Veds, bu, i a aphorists in
Wn principles, differs frop » O, 1In conformity with

denying its derivation from Gotama and Kanada ip

a .
author, because there wag o personal (Z.e, here, g gjvi
pe

tator explai
plaing, no God) to make it Vishn
. nu, the chief

of the liberated bej

eings, though ‘o

argues, have made the Vedg goW(i)nmmticmnt’ could not, ho
’ g

ziiizz;thel;& person could have done gq
s prim; : nd even if the Veda hay
fhep val Purusha, it cannot be cg]

8 breathed forth by him unconsciojs

his impassiveness
from want of Om:
e been uttered by
led his work, as it
ly. Kapila agroes

PREFACE.

ng a golf-demonstrating power to
from the Vaigeshikas in not de-
m correct knowledge possessed by

He proceeds to controvert the
existence of guch a thing a8 sphota (2 modification of
cound which 1 ed by the Mime‘msakas., ax'ld de-
scribed as gingle, indi jsible, distinet from mdl'vid}ml
letters, existing in the form of words, and constituting
o whole), and to deny the eternity of sound.

In the tenth Section (pp- 138-179) I shew (a) by quo-
tations from the aphorisms of the Vedanta and their com-
mentator (PP 140-145), that the author and expounder
of the Uttara Mimadisa (the Vedanta) frequently differ

from Jaiminl the auathor of the Piirva Mimafisa in the
. of the same texts of the Upanishads. A

is next (b) proved at greater length
(pp- 145-173), by quotations from the aphorisms and
es of the Vedanta and the Sankhya, to cha-
ns proposed by the adherents of
those two systems respectively. One quotation 1s given
in pp- 17 5 ff. to shew (c) that the same is true in regard
to the followers of the VaiSeshika philosophy, who dis-

tinctly reject the Vedantic explanations; and last of all
(d) 1 have made

some extracts (P
Bhakti Sutras of Sandilya to exhibit the wide divergence
of that writer from the orthodox views of the Vedanta
regardin ¢ the Vedas. In pp. 173175
I quote of Dr. B. Roer, and Prof. Max
Miller, regarding the doctrines of the Upanishads, and

their relations to the different philosophical schools.
b

with Jaimini in ascribi
the Veda, and differs
g its authority fro

terer.

rivin
a conscious ut

commentari
racterize the expositio

p. 177 f£.) from the .
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In the facts brought forward
another illustration (1)

dogmatic theologians to

in this section wo find
of the tendency common to g
nterpret in strict conformity with
their own opinions the unsystematic and not always con-
sistent texts of an earlier age which have been handed

down by tradition as sacreq and infallible, and to repre-
sent them as containine

8 0T as necessarily implying, fixod
and consistent systems

of doctrine ; as wel] ag (2) of the
diversity of view which so generall

Y prevails in regard

principles which are
nt.
(PP- 179-207) some passages are
mala-vistara, and from Kulltika’s
to show that a distinet line of de-

drawn by the scholastic Writers between the
Vedas on the one hand, and 4

1l other classes of Indian
seriptures, embraced under the designation of Smriti (in-
cluding the Darsanas, the Institutes of Manu, the Pu-
ranas, and Itihasas, ete.), on the other, the first being
regarded as independent and infallible guides, while the
others are (in theory) held to be authoritative only in so
far as they are founded on, and coincide with, the Veda,
The practical effect of this distinction is, however, much
lessened by the fact tha

t the ancient sages, the authors
of the Smritis, such of them, T mean, as, like Manu, are
recognized as orthodox, are looked upon b

¥y Madhava ang
Sankara as having had access to Vedi

¢ texts now no
longer extant, as having held communijop with the gods,

mutually contradictory or inconsiste
In the eleventh Section
adduced from the Nyaya-

commentary on Many,
marcation is

xx1

. ¢ onson into divine
joyed a clearness of intuition
ving en) ‘ >
and 88 h i whgich is denied to la'ter s (00 s o)
s, however (as shewn 11 pP-
Sankara, Dowe

. ible
) ed this infallib
. having POSSESSCT lain
recard all the ancients as 1 his ingenuity to eggani-
in:ioht into trut. sanctioned byd.a ° to his
o . ne
away the clal?s who was not orthOdOE a:(;or III:) his de-
a thority.
shad) of Kapt d, to rank as an 8ULNY d to the
. . oppose
Vedantic sg;-ng{fpi,la, however, Sa}l:kal’:::cefg to observe
iation T then
precia 5 . 192). :ant times the authors
Bhigavata Iziuréiat Eﬁtho‘lgh in anclen;) ’012:;“8) no doubt
of the dlﬁer; their respective Oplmonst in modern times
T T tems ye

put forwa. ta onistic sys J cars to be
sition to al.l thiri;llodixy of the Vedanta app
the superiol OFRTFE
venerally recognized ;
=]

I‘e r . I” Y (
. . i'

having in view, as tge;;lr
antic theory. e
the support of the Vedantic y
i scope
e n’ substance,

is taken by Vijnana Bhiksh;;,
the Sankhya Sutras, who (pp }9 i—s
Lapila’s system, though athe1st1f:,tic
thpthe Vedanta and other theis

L

. ical
=, d) is only practical,
] of an Iévara (Go ())rdel' to withdraw

ion of an eternal

h, but exerts al
(though clearly

same view, I
the commentator or
203) maintains tha
not irreconcilable .

its denia
schools, as its

d in
lative, and merely enforce
or regulative,

templat
too earnest contell . study of
men from th]‘; ity which would 1mpede. 1.;the1r ';0 tzach
it.
and Pfarf:ea . be:tween matter and spir " ¢ attaining
the dls'tmdc'tlg;minationa as the great mean
men this dis
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points, of the Sankhya philosophy,
tative; while its atheism is ad
side, and on this subject it has

Bhikshu goes on to say that it is even supposable that
theistic systems, in order to prevent sinners from attain-
ing knowledge, may lay down doctrines partially opposed
to the Vedas; and that though in these portions they are

erroneous, they will still possess authority in the portions
conformable to the Sruti ang Smriti,

passage from the Padma Puriina, in
tells his consort Parvati that the
the Sinkhya, the Purva.

and here it is authori-
mitted to be itg weak
0o authority, Vijnana

He then quotes a
which the god Siva
Vaideshika, the Nyaya,
mimansd DarSanas, and the Ve.
dantic'theory of lusion, are all systems infected by the

dark (or ¢amasa) principle, and consequently more or lesg
unauthoritative. All orthodox (dstika) theories, however,
are, as Vijnana Bhikshy considers, authoritative, and freo
from error on their own special subject,
the discrepancy between the Sankhya and the Vedanta,
regarding the unity of Soul, he concludes that the former
is not devoid of authority, as the apparent diversity of
souls is acknowledged by the Vedinta, and the discri-
minative knowledge which the Siankhya teaches is ap
instrument of liberation to the cmbodicd soul ; and thus
the two varying doetrines, if regarded as, the ono prac-
tical (or régulative), and the other real (or transcend-
ental), will not be contradictory. At the close of Section
eleven (pp. 204-207) it is shewn that the distinetion
drawn by the Indian commentators betw.
human Veda and its human a
Siitras, ete., as well

And as respects

een the super-
ppendages, the Kalpa
as the Smritis, is not borne ont by

' head of the list) that the fo

PREFACE-

jously ci

H I had prevlous seem to

certain toxt3 Wlll\;[cxlllndaka Upanishads (pp- S’ci)il)tures (in-
Aronyaks amziiﬂ'er;r'lt gorts of S’ﬁstmilors:mepclassy the
place auﬂtlhefour Vedas) in one an.d toisly as being the
cluding e s of them all promlscu . them all
former spea;“]‘;fagma, while the 1attertdes§rgzs“ inferior
breathing © ishads) as being parts of €0 "~ or

Upanisha ¢ guperior science,

except the ition to the " Superlo ]
(science,” in opposltlOn In the same Splﬂt as the Mun

hma. in p. 32 f)
knowledge Of};_]i f; gya Upanishad also (‘_luowfiﬂinapvariety
daka’ the Ch fa'ur Vedas in the same ]-lst ‘WSltudied Wit’h-
includegut be on qastras (which Narada has
of miscellane

ine them at the
) s it be by placing -
and never intimates (unles rmer can claim any superior

ks with which they are assoictlzt:g(;
Sankara could not, in cons1ste‘gcydv;vﬁ.erence
A, oo theory regarding the w1 g .
oumrant sobo L and all other Sastras, ?dnnt hat O
betwveen {8 Veda;ad a common origin with the orf thé
latter 000" ha"?: his comment on the pa\sssa.g((a1 0 o
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In the twelfth Secti
. ection (pp, 207
in tsmpport of the Veda, adduced i121111)1
systems, and by the various commentat
marised, are recapitulated, and so "
on these reasonings. o

the arguments
o philosophical
8, a8 above sum-

marks are made

My observati
io :
shew that the arguments in question ::e are intended to
in

assume the points to be established : t} t
; tha

f::;egulzg the contents of the hymas to 1 the rishis are
ors; and that numereyg .eventas"e 1lieen their
which have

occurred in time, are
Vedas. ) ) undoubtedly ment; :
m'ttas Thrls as we have geen (aio entmne(.l - the
1Ted by Sankara, Yo P xv1) s ad-
he Second Cha
gy pter (pp. 217 -
:71)12}0ns of the rishis in rzgardl 7t0 2316)
the; ulchhymns. Its object is to shew e.
imagfnedsir}?e at least of the rishis a1
—— emseh'f'es to be inspired by glpear to have
e ion of ’thelr religious emotiong an; gods In the
pOSitionssar:e time regarded the hymns ag ¢}, .ldeaS, they
o onss T as (Pregumably) the compositi eIT own com-
describ,' 1stinguishing between them g DOHS of their fore-
In i
. egbthexrdf)vvn authorship in tenzz al}lﬁ old, and
ve be
The et en dictated by a consciougnesg W_lch could
o fixty sccond, and third Sections o its reality.
1n a collection of passages from t, (pp- 218-244 ) con-

a distinction is drawn (1) between thee Rig-veda in which

mod rishi i
ern, and (2) between the hympg :1;11 lf:is ancient and
er and more

recent; and in which (3 i
, the rishi 1
the makers, fabri ) 15 describ
e adzr'i,. fabricators, or generators of the f;]hemselves as
1tional texts in which such "uthe )};mns; with
authorship appears

conclusive, or

exhibits the
origin of the
n detail that,

’vj'* wﬁ'
PREFACE. T

. {
is not expressed. Section fourth

:mplied, though it
to be imphied, ins a variety of passages from the

(pp- 945-283) conta
game Veda in which ( 1)a superhuman character or super-
natural fa:;ulties are a to the earlier rishis; and
9) the idea is expressed that the praises and ceremonies
(2) ested and directed by the gods in
1. or, in particular; 3
%enzzf:n; Oot,her or others of the different deities of the
Y?edic pant and render more intel-
ligible and probable, the opinion ' ve asori
4o the old Tn g their own nspiration,
1 have quoted in the same ection (pp. 267 -273) a
xt‘.)llu:;lbt‘;le early Gireek bards entertained & gimilar belief.
. (pP 973 -274) to the remarkable diverg-
igious his
tween the later religious
enco b2 ¥ : o briefly (in PP 274 -276) in
hat way We can reconcile the apparently conflicting
Zieas of the T e subject of the hymns, con-
n the other 3% inspired bY the gods. Then follow (pp-
;75- 279) some texts from the Rig-veda, in
These are gucceeded (pp- 279-
game Veda, in which
co
o auth:; Sthe contrast between these humble confessions
ferenc® ot up by later theologians in
the Veda and its
bebalf of ? The ideas of the rishis regarding
ation differ widely

geribed
:chis were Sugs
of the 1 by the goddess of speech, or
heon. IO illustrate,
g which I have ascribed
dian rishis regardin
r of passages from Hesiod and Homer to shew
dvert (PP-
I then ® tories of Greece and
of India. T next enquire
1shis on th ' .
sidered, on the one hand, as their own productions, and,
2]
ical, magical, or supernatural efficacy is
mplain of their own ignorance; and by a re-
d retensions 8 ) .
and the PR P capabihty of imparting uni-
versal knowledge f . ¢
i inspl rom the conceptlons
their own inspir

. B
e candder S
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of later theorists; for whi
e ; while the former 1
god ;es "o ::':;)r: rlf:lnf‘;elssed-ly mere createdoi)lzi)g e
ey supomal illumination, the latter eit}f;s’ e
v i z;] y or refer it to the eterna] Ber e
285 350, addzut or. The fifth and last Ser:bma’ or
Mundaka, and C(ltﬁii s((l)me o fom the SIVO;.L;(:I s
opinions of the Wri;eIl s UpﬂniShadS, ek s;ho x
rodommmors: a1 rs regarding the inspiratio w th.e
their own be’half brefers to' o claimsn, apon
ranas, as shewn in %hthe g oy he Itih:‘xsasset 1N
W oewm i © passages quoted in pp 27and Pu.-
possess a certain 'Perfecmons e Ir'la e
o o cortain interest, not only for the }; pors
sopher, as fur):l’ish.ut also for the divine and ill]dent. .
wopher, 2 ums imgi a f’e\.v documents to illust;3 tphllo-
from the ordinarg cab OPUNOL in a sphere for ool
o tho ot g 0 sierve.ttlon of the European ity
e ourse Wi , qul‘te independently of the nftu'dent,
think, be foun(i;.uats e the i en.ts I
various respects tto Presen? b y;, ‘ﬁﬂl’ .I
o ottt 0 that which is traceable ifl 131 ¥ s
familiar. In botfmus ot oy which wo ar e
ardent emotion of('3 el P primitivee o
beliefs, was suc;eed slltl)flple faith, and of unarti a1ge 4
laticn, ed by a period of eriticism N,
et o o floating materials handed o
e deze i e:alra.tlons were compared, clasnsiﬁegoWu v
oo variet)}: " m]t;o thc.u' consequences, and ela’bmcon-
A scholastic systems. Prated
ace to the first edition 1 stated ag 11
Hollows:

f u‘

$

~
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have derived the same sort of assistance from the French
version of M. Langlois, which has been acknowledged
in the Preface to the Second Volume, p- vi. I am also
indebted for some of the Vedic texts to Boehtlingk

and Roth’s Lexicon.”
A comparison of the former edition with the present
derable alterations and additions

will shew that consi
The texts which formerly

have been made in the latter.
dix have now been transferred to their

stood in the Appen
proper places in the body of the work ; and various other
been transposed. The principal additions

passages have
will be found in the frst four sections, in the ninth (pp.
115-127), tenth (which i altogether new), eleventh (pp-

185 ), and in the Appendix.
1 am indebted to yarious learned friends for assistance

in different parts of the work, which I have acknow-
ledged in the notes. My thanks are especially due to
Professors Goldstiicker and Cowell for various important

y have suggested in my translations

corrections which the
of passages of 8 scholastic and philosophical character,
quoted either in the body of the volume or in the Appen-

dix,——corrections which are incorporated in the text,—as
well as for some further remarks and suggestions which
will be found in the notes or Appendix. Iam also under
obligations to Professor Aufrecht for some emendations of
my renderings in the early parf of the work, as well as
for his explanations of many of the texts of the Rig-
veda cited in the Second Chapter.

. J. MUIR.

EDINBURGH,
Noz'cmbér, 1868.
. ¢
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