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Chapter1 Introduction

The Sadhanasamuddesa (SS)("instruction of the means") which is the
main scope of the present thesis is equivalent to the seventh section of the
third chapter (Padakanda) in the Vikyapadiya (VP), magnum opus of
Bhartrhari (ca. AD 5-6C). VP is said to be a work of 'philosophy of language’
endowed with enormous influence from the then various philosophical
schools, while it is based upon the monistic scheme of the Vedanta and the
Papinian grammar as its metaphysical and linguistic backgrounds
respectively.

Although Bhartrhari is appreciated broadly as a pious grammarian
succeeding the frimuni and exerting massive influence on the later
grammarians, his actual contribution to the Paninian grammar in the
theoretical sphere has not been clarified. Therefore, the present thesis
primarily deals with particular grammatical issues originating in the rules of

Panini and the discussions in the Mahabhasya (MBh). It tries to settle

far as these grammatical issues are concerned. Moreover, it deals with the
doctrine of $akti ('power'), the philosophical background that emerges

necessarily in the course of researching Bhartrhari's linguistic discussions.



Three grammatical issues with respect to the kdraka theory and, more
extensively, the kriyd— karaka correlation are taken mainly from 8§ and partly

Kriyasamuddesa to be discussed in the following three chapters respectively.

Chapter Il Nirvariya and vikdrya in the scope of the formal

grammar

Bhartrhari classifies the ipsitatama type of karman into three kinds;
the nirvartya, the vikdrya and the prapya. The former two may be easily
understood as 'to be produced’ and 'to be modified' and can be traced back to
nirvartyamana ("being produced") and vikriyamana ("being modified") in
MBh ad A3.2.1 respectively as is evident from that each two are identified in
the Kasikavrtti (KV). However, critical evaluation of the later grammarians'
views proves divergence between Bhartrhari and all the other grammarians. It
can be concluded that nirvariya is a grammatical category to be applied to the
single accusative construction which covers both of nirvartyamdna and
vikriyamdna proposed on account of semantic values of items, and vikdrya is
one to be applied to the word for the effect of a type of double accusative

construction in a particular context under 'modification’.

Chapter Il Karmakartari in the scope of the general formulation of
the karaka theory

In order to justify the literal meaning of the word karaka ("doer"),
Katyayana proposes a crude idea that an action denoted by a verb is actually a
complex action where every substratum serves as karfy ("doer") to its own
sub-action. Bhartrhari develops it into the general formulation of the kdraka
theory; an action has the double syntactic structure: a syntactic network
around the main action under the control of the main agent and the agentive
syntactic units of subordinate actions, both of which have common substrata.

For example, the fire that serves as karana to the main action

'softening' serves simultaneously as karty to its sub-action 'burning'. Each of



the syntactic structure is realized as agnind pacati and agnih pacati
respectively. By applying the same procedure to karman, the karmakartari
construction is automatically derived; odanam pacati and odanah pacyate
(svayam eva)[<*odanah pacati).

Therefore, the general formulation of the kdraka theory, from which
the karmakartari construction is necessarily derived, is said to be a height of
theorization procured in the Paninian grammar school. At the same time, the
varied verbalization of an event like sthgli/ sthalyd/ sthdlydm pacati is
identified with the realization of the multiple $aksi because of the common

subjective determinants: 'speaker's intention'(vivaksa) and 'mind' (buddhi).

Chapter IV  Siddhakriyd in the scope of the sddhya— sadhana

structure

Contrasted with the meaning of a verb like pacati, that of an action
noun like paka- is depicted as "... embodied as an existent entity"(...miirtam
sattvabhiitam) in the Nirukta, "like a substance"(dravyavaf) in MBh and
"having ceased temporal sequence"(upasamhrtakrama) by Kaiyata. One may
contextually connect such characterizations of an action noun with siddha (lit.
"accomplished") proposed by Bhartrhari, contrasted with sadhya ("to be
accomplished") which expresses the semantic value of an action denoted by a
verbal root: 'a process from the beginning to the end with temporal sequence
aiming at a particular result’.

However, the concept of siddha indicates the functional aspect of
abstraction as is specified by Bhartrhari as "delimited"(paricchinna); action
noun conceptualizes the meaning of a verbal root as it is, i.e. without any
semantic specification by abstraction. As is clear from that Bhartrhari speaks
of sddhya and siddha not in a verb and an action noun respectively but the
verbal root and the kri-suffix in an action noun, an action noun denotes an
action 'to be accomplished'(sa@dhya) as it is by abstraction to be characterized

as 'delimited'(paricchinna), ie. siddha and serves as sadhana to another



action. This understading of action noun leads, as is actually discussed by
Bhartrhari, to the complex syntactic structure around an action noun like
odanasya pdkam karoti and is reflected in the formulation by the later
grammarians: sadhya=kriyanatardkanksanuithapakatava-cchedakariipatvam
kérakanvayitGvacchedakariipavativamm ca and  siddha=kriyanatarakar-
ksotthapakatdvacchedakariipatvam

karakananvayitGvacchedakariipavattvam.

Chapter V. Conclusion

It has been clarified that Bhartrhari is faithful to Panini's grammar as
an empirical science. And it is remarkable that his conservatism to Panini
characterizes his philosophy of language.

The doctrine of §akti, due to which the universe is to be rationalized, is
basically postulated on the metaphysical level as far as it is said to ultimately
belong to the supreme being brahman. However, by incorporating the
subjective determinant or, to say in the traditional terminology, vivaksa into
this doctrine, it descends to a theory that can deal with actual verbal
phenomenon. In other words, the grammar that primarily aims at the
objective fixation of verbal expression (abhidhédna) is correlated through the
Sakti theory with the dynamism of the verbal activity (vyavahdra) comprising
speaker's intention to express (vivaksd), actual expression (abhidhdna) and
hearer's apprehension (prafiti). Thus, retaining its nature as the science, the
system of grammar comes to deserve to be a precise model of the
metaphysical doctrine that justifies the varied realization of the universe.
Therefore, to Bhartrhari, the pursuit of precision of the system of grammar is

said to be the verification of his metaphysics on the phenomenological level.





