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Validation of Cognition Through Discourse 

(Gautam's Nyay Sutr) 
 
 
Chapter VA 

Similar, Comparable, Analogous 
 
Comparison by analogy is an interpretation (uppatti) based on 
superficial but identified similarity of a behavior. ). Analogy is 
considered conditionally and provisionally (uplambh) to seek additional 
evidence.  On the other hand, inference (anuman) is based on the 
means that has concomitance and invariance inherent in the analog.  
Such assertions with defined characteristics are entertained as 
established (uplabdh).  A construct supported by defined criteria and 
evidence make the concern accessible (uppann) to reasoning. A 
conclusion (utpatti) is established (siddh) if it has a demonstrable 
basis and it is validated by all means of reasoning including the validity 
of the converse.  Uncertainties are suitably expressed as does-not 
exist, not-available, lack of result, not-accessible, not-conclusive, not-
valid, not-established. 
 
GVA-1.  Analogs for comparison are relevant if there is doubt about the interpretation of 
a construct, or the conclusion is ambivalent. Similar or dissimilar behaviors may be 
compared to evaluate accord and discord with the stated and unstated alternatives.  An 
analog with independently established basis for comparison is relevant to identify 
superficial similarity without regard for a particular conclusion or consideration.  

   

  
Sadharmya-vaidharmya utkarsh-apkarsh varnya-avarnya vikalp sadhya prapti-aprapti 
prasang drashtant anutpatti sanshay prakaran hetu arthat-patti avishesh uppatti 
uplabdhi-anuplabdhi nitya-anitya karya samah. 

 GNS VA - 1



  
GVA-2.  Superficially similar or dissimilar behaviors suggest a relationship that may 
elaborate a conclusion (upsanhar).  

 

  
Sadharmya-vaidharmya-bhyam upsanhare tat dharm viparyayah uppatteh sadharmya 
vaidharmya samau.  
 
GVA-3.  An analogy is meaningful only in the sense of cow-ness rather than a cow.  

  

  
Gotvat goh siddhivat tat siddhih. 
  
GVA-4.   Ambiguity between accord and discord of the stated and unstated behaviors of 
an analog are established by comparing a specific identified behavior.  

  

  
Sadhya drashtantyoh dharm vikalpat ubhay sadhyatvat ch utkarsh-apkarsh varnya-
avarnya vikalp sadhya samah. 
 
GVA-5.  Similarity of a behavior (suggested by comparison with an analog) is not 
refuted by differences in other behavior.   

  

  
Kinchit sadharmyat upsanhar siddheh vai-dharmyat a-pratishedhah. 
 
GVA-6.  A comparison exaggerates similarities like an overstated concern.  

  
  
Sadhya ati-deshat ch drashtant uppatteh. 
 
GVA-7.  A comparison is inconclusive if it adds little to the understanding of the concern 
or the conclusion.  Also a comparison is not particularly relevant if the resulting 
conclusion is not significant.   
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Prapya sadhyam a-prapya va hetoh praptya a-vishisht-vat a-praptya a-sadhakatvat ch 
prapti-aprapti samau. 
 
GVA-8.  (And) A comparison is not refuted by the method or criteria of reasoning.  For 
example, a comparison with a bell is valid whether it is cracked or has distorted tone.  

  

  
Ghat-adi nishpatti darshnat pidane ch abhicharat a-pratishedhah. 
 
GVA-9.  However a comparison is inappropriate if the basis for comparison is distorted 
or out of context.  

  

  
Drashtantasya karan anapdeshat pratya-avasthanat ch prati-drashtanten prasang prati-
drashtant samau. 
 
GVA-10.  An analog illuminates the basis of comparison without distorting the concern.   

  

  
Pradeep upadan prasang vi-nivratti-vat tat vi-nivrattih. 
 
GVA-11.  [And] An analogy is not made irrelevant by counter analogy.  

 
  
Prati-drashtant hetutve ch na a-hetuh drashtantah. 
 
GVA-12.  An analog without an independently established basis is not suitable for 
comparison.     
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Prak utpatteh karan a-bhavat anutpatti samah. 
 
GVA-13.  It is because unidentified basis of comparison can not be refuted.    

 

  
Tatha bhavat utpannasya karan uppatteh na karan pratishedhah. 
  
GVA-14.  A comparison is dubious if permanent and impermanent behaviors of the 
analog and the concern are indistinguishable or beyond sense experience.   

  

  
Samanya drashtantyoh a-indriyakatve samane nitya-anitya sadharmyat sanshay samah.  
 
GVA-15.  In general it is not possible to refute a comparison if there is doubt in the 
similarity of behavior, or no doubt in the dissimilar behavior, or doubt in ambiguous 
behaviors, and if there is extreme doubt about suitability of the analog to address 
remaining concerns. (Note the Syad-nay structure). 

  

  
Sadharmyat sanshye na sanshayah vai-dharmyat ubhaytha va sanshaye atyant sanshay 
prasangah nityatv an-abhupgamat ch samanyasya a-pratishedhah. 
 
GVA-16.  A comparison is well established if its behavior and its basis are independently 
established.   

  
  
Ubhay sadharmyat pra-kriya pra-siddheh prakaran samah. 
 
GVA-17.  A counter- or modified-construct is also valid if its topic is established and its 
context is not refuted.   
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Pratipakchat prakarn siddeh pratishedh anuppattih pratipakch uppatteh. 
     * 
 
Relevance of comparison 
 
GVA-18.  Relevance and irrelevance of a comparison is meaningless if the basis for the 
analogy is not established.  

  

  
Traikalya a-siddeh hetoh ahetu samah. 
 
GVA-19.  This is not because the basis for comparison can never be established.    

  
  
Na hetutah karya siddeh traikalya a-siddeh. 
 
GVA-20.  Refutation is not possible unless the basis for comparison is established.   

  

 
Pratishedh anupatteh ch pratishedhavya a-pratishedhah. 
     * 
 
Interpretation of meaning 
 
GVA-21.  A comparison is meaningless if it also supports the counter argument.  

  
  
Arthapattitah prati-pakch siddeh arthapattih samah. 
 
GVA-22.  Unstated but implied meaning of a comparison can be damaging to a construct, 
so also inability to discern other possible interpretations. 

  

  
Anuktasya arthapatteh pakch haneh uppattih anuktatvat an-aikantantikatvat ch 
arthapatteh. 
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GVA-23.  Similarity of a single behavior is valid if it is not based on a particular context. 

  

  
Ek dharm uppatteh a-vishese sarv a-vishesh prasangat sad-bhavah uppatteh a-vishesh 
samah. 
 
GVA-24.  An occasional behavior observed sometimes but not at other times can not be 
refuted.   

  

  
Kvachit tat dharm uppatteh kvachit ch anuppatteh pratishedh abhavah. 
 
GVA-25.  Refutation is not possible if the comparison supports pro and con assertions.     

  
  
Ubhay karan uppatteh uppatti samah. 
  
GVA-26.  Refutation is not possible if the basis of comparison is identified later.    

  

  
Uppatti karan abhya-anu-gyanat a-pratishedhah. 
 
GVA-27.  A comparison without a defined basis may support an independently 
established conclusion.   

  

  
Nirdisht karan a-bhave api uplambhat uplabdhi samah. 
 
GVA-28.  A comparison is not refuted even if the basis of the behavior is different.  

  
  
Karan antrat api tat dharm uppatteh a pretishedhah. 
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GVA-29.  A comparison is not established if its basis is not accessible for reasoning, or 
cognitively un-defined, or is non-existent, or does not have a basis for further 
consideration. 

  

  
Tat anuplabdheh anuplambhat a-bhav siddhau tat vipreet uppatteh anuplabdhi samah. 
 
GVA-30.  A comparison is not relevant if its basis is not-available or not-accessible.   

  

  
Anuplambh-atmkatvat anuplabdheh a-hetuh. 
     * 
 
Contemplation of not-interpretability 
 
GVA-31.  Cognitive ambivalence and whether or not a basis exists is addressed by 
meditation.   

  
  
Gyan vikalpanam ch bhav a-bhav samvednat adhyatmam. 
 
GVA-32.  The basis or context for comparison is impermanent if it has not effect on the 
outcome of reasoning.  

  

  
Sa-dharmyat tulya dharm uppatteh sarv a-nityatv prasangat a-nitya samah. 
 
GVA-33.  Refutation is not established if the similarity of behavior is not established.     

  

  
Sa-dharmyat a-siddheh pratishedh a-siddhih pratishedhya sadharmyat ch. 
  
GVA-34.  An analog with paradoxical alternatives is not necessarily insignificant.  It is 
relevant to illustrate the relationship of the concern and the behavior.  
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Drashtante ch sadhya-sadhan bhaven dharmasya hetutvat tasya ch ubhayatha bhavat na 
a-visheshah. 
  
GVA-35.  Permanent impermanence is similar to the interpretation of impermanence of 
the permanent.  

  
  
Nityam a-nitya bhavat anitye nityatv-apatteh nitya samah. 
 
GVA-36.  Permanence is refuted if its basis is impermanence. Refutation is not possible 
if impermanence is permanent.  

 

 
Pratishedhye nityam anitya bhavat anitye nityatv uppatteh pratishedh a-bhavah. 
     * 
 
Independent considerations 
 
GVA-37.  Different ways of reasoning are similar to independent considerations.  

  
  
Prayatn karya anekatvat karya samah. 
 
GVA-38.  Such independent considerations are particularly relevant if the available basis 
of interpretation is not conclusive.    

  

  
Kary-annyatve prayatn a-hetu-tvam anuplabdhi karan uppatteh. 
     * 
On defects 
 
GVA-39, 40.  Under all circumstances refutation is similar to defect.  
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Pratishedhe api samanah doshah.  

  
  
 Sarvatr evam.   
  
GVA-41.  Misdirected refutation of a defect is like a defective refutation.    

  
  
Pratishedh vi-pratishedhe pratishedh dosh-vat doshah. 
  
GVA-42.  Mis-directed refutation is like counter refutation against the context of the 
refutation or the basis of the conventional belief.   

  

  
Pratishedham sa-dosham abhyupetya pratishedh vi-pratishedhe samanah dosh 
prasangah mat-anugya. 
 
GVA-43.  It is a defect to exaggerate defects of the counter point after concluding 
arguments in support of the pro arguments.   

  

 
Sv-pakch lakchan apekcha uppatti upsanhare hetu nirdeshe par-pakch dosh abhyup-
gamat samanah doshah iti. 
     ***** 
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