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INTRODUCTION.

Covrroversy s always painful ;. and would he worse than
wseless, 101t did not lead to the removal of error, and even, ocen-
sionally, to the discovery of truth.  As the writer helieves that
hoth these ends have, to a ecrtain degree, heen attained o the
followme remarks, lie has hid o few copics printed ofl separeately
for bis private fricnds, as well as for the nse of scholars. "T'he
Himits assigned to such letters ina Jowrnal coised a few parasraphs
and notes to be omitted, which will be now found ivcorporated
in the following pages, as the writer deemed their insertion neces-
sary to complete his views of the various subjects of which he
has treated.  ITad the Védandta philosophy heen the only point
of consideration, it would hardly have been of sufiicient impor-
tance to Lave ealled for this separate impression 5 hut, as other
topies of more general interest have arisen out of that question,
it scemed to him advisable, particularly as it supplicd the
nnavoidable omissions of bis published letter, to put the whole
in that form that might at onee eive them a chanee of more
general perusaly, as well as of deliberate considerntiom, A few
verbal inaceuracies that oceurred in the burry of its fiest publi-
catien have been corrected,

An Appendix has been added with the special view of cluci-
dating the -IlI.IL'ST.i!]}I of Cause and Fffect: as well as of denon-
strating the abswrdity of the celebrated aselent waxim, ee

nihilo, nihif fit.

Lundon, 5d Novewbher, 1555,






TIF, VEDANTA S

SSTIEM.
tirny or St Graves Haventox To Coroxel, Vaxs Kesseoy.

Adddreasod to the Fadivr of the Aostie Jorwennl

Sip s—TIn the last number of vour Jowrnal, T ind a letter addressed to vou
by Colonel Vans Kennedy, the oljeet of which is to refute certain remarks of
||;i-,:e accompanying his paper on the Fédinte philusoghy, publi-hed in the
third volume of the Trensactions of the Roval Asiatic Society. My first feel-
ing was not to put forth anything inreply ; further consideration, however, led
e ta deviate from the course which I should otherwise be disposed to fullow.
1 reflected, that silence might be construed into an alimission that Colonel
Kenncdy’s arguments were valid, and his assertions correct; besides which, it
appeared to e that justice o Mr, Calebrooke’s reputation for ageuracy, and
to myown motives for defending bim, with the respect due to thuse which
influenced the Couneil of the Roval Asiatic Seciety in ordering my sentiments
to be printed, rendered it almost imperative on me to draw up the remarks
contained in this letter, Here, T feel myself taken at a disadvantage, from
having been, for a long time past, in a state of health which unfits me for any
literary exertion.

With regret | perceive, that the observations, to which allusion has been
made, were not accepted in a spirit resembling thar which gave them utterance,
1 can appeal with confidence to my published vemarks, and to the wmembers
who were present when [ delivercd them, that nothing was said, or indicated
by tone or manner, which should hipve cansed to Colonel Kenuedy the slishtest
pain hiad he been even present. My ohservations were restricted to the expres-
sion of my conviction, that Mr, Colcbrooke had been misunderstoad 5 and
that the Hindis really had a word in the Sanserit language equivalent to meat-
ter ; indeed, so much wus my whole fecling opposed to auything calealated to
sive offence, that [ spoke of Colonel Kennedy as an able and learned writer,
Those sentiments were delivered on the impulse of the moment, and without
premeditation; as the seope of his argument had been unkuown to me, until
thie paper was reml before the Secety, Tt seemed a subject for rearet that the
weeting, which happened to be munerous, should carry away, ut its separation,
any impression unfavourable to Mr Colebrooke; fur, vecollections left on my
mind by the perusal of his paper, some years betore, satizfied me that he had
been wisunderstood. 1 was the more desirous of counteraeting any misaspre-
liension on the subjeet, as Mr. Colehrooke was disubled by loss of sight and
general infirmity from makiog any reply to Colonel Kennedy.

The Council of the Royal Asiatic Society (1 speak from some years’ personal
experience) has always been gnided by motives of the strictest impartiulity ;
and has invariably endeavoured to foster aospirit of research and investization
mto whatever relutes te the ancient or modern condition of the East; and
when it has made public any oebservations that seemed of themselves question-
able, it has taken every pains that they should be so qualified as not to lead to
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2 The édionta System.

a hasty and an immatare decision,  Acting npon these prineiples, the Conncil
referred some remarks nade by Mr. Money, Secretary to the Bombay Branch of
the Society, on aninterpretation of a1 Greek inscription by the Baron Silvestre
de Sacy, to that very ominent scholar himself; and his reply will be found at
the end of Mr, Money's remarks, in the very snme fiwseienlis of the Trensactions
containing Colonel Kennedy’s essav. 1 the Baron’s letter is made to follow
Mr. Money's paper, whilst most of my remarks precede Colonel Kennedy's
esty, the difference mnst be attributed solely to the unanimons conviction of
those members of the Couneil, who were present when Colonel Kennedy's
paper was ovdered to be published, thar his views were altogether erroncous,
anel that the attack on their venerable director required speeial notice.  The
pubilication, therefore, of Colonel’s Kennedy's essay is, of itself, n decisive
proof of the strict impartiality which regutates the proceedings of the Council
ol the layal Asiatie Society,

Guided by these considerations, the Council of the Royal Asiatic Society or-
dered, what you had reported as spoken on the occasion, to he printed with
Colonel Kennedy's paper.. Tlee itl-health of our Director rendered the secre-
tary the euly official ovaan of the society, and, while filling that office, my reply,
consequently, proceeded no less (rom the necessity of performing its duties
than from admiration of Mre. Colebrooke's rare talents, mingled with sympathy
far hissufferings, which did not allow himeven to defend himself (rom a simple
misconception.  Thongh acting under the impulse of the moment, | felt that,
in addressing a public nssembly on one of the most abstruse points of Hindi

metaphysics,—one inowhich few persons take an interest, and on which fewer
still possess any definite notions,—it was desirable to put the avgument in that
form which would admit of zeneral comprebension.  The meeting at large
understomd that Mr, Colebrooke was represented by Colonel Kemnedy to be in
error, thongh but few possessed the requisite dafe in order to form n correct
Jjudzment on the points of difference. It was evident that the patience of the
meeting was nearly exhaunsted in Bstening to the long extracts from the mystic
metaphysicians of Germany, with which that essay concluded; and that the
only chanee left of ronsing the attention of the members was 1o lollow the
homely recommendation given by thae eminent physician and philosopher,
Dre. Matthew Baillie, when pssisting in o consultation with seme of his pro-
fessional hreethren; and I aceordingly endeavonred to give my auditors® a
mouthfuol of common sense.”  For this reason, 1 refrained from the use of
technical terms, and scholastic forms of illusteation.  In aecordance with
this view, my reply was limited to. the maintaining of two positions ; the fivst,
that Mr. Colebrooke comprehended the sense of his anthor ; the secoud, that
the Hindiis dnd, contrary to Colonel Kennedy’s opinion, a word fer watter.
What T said on the oceasion was received with approbation, for all were gra-
tifiedd to find that their venerable divector was in the right. . Subsequently, when
the Conneil of our Saciety determined that my sentiments shonld be prefixed to
Colanel Kenneily's essay, it appeared requisite that something more special
should Ie given regarding eertain points, on which I had not thought proper
to touch in addressing o public assembly ;3 and the last paragraph and note
were therefore added. Tt was evidently necessary that these should be in
keeping with the rest, so that the whale arguiment might preserve a popular
form ; for T have always entertained the persuasion, that the strength of an
avaniient consists in its awn cogeney, wnd not in an array of techuical phrases,
which ean be wderstood only by the initated few.

Unwilling to rely on my own judginent, where the I'Epi.llnti()l.l of the Royal




fteply of Siv Graves Huwghton to Col. $uns Kennedy. 3

Asiatic Society, as well as that of Mr., Colchrooke, was concerned, 1 referred
the whole subiject to the late Rammolum Roy.  To will probably be conceded
by all persons acquainted with such matters, that it wonld have been diffienlt
to find a man more competent to pronounce an opinion on the question at
issue than that gifeed individual,

Profoundly versed in the rerature aml philesophy of his own conntry, him-
sell nn expounder in English of the Véddnta philosophy, both by a reference
ta the 1das and the comments written to explain them, he was the very
man to be considered as the ductor dubilantivar.  Ramwolun Roy reiternted
on this eccasion bis high admiration of Mr. Colebrooke’s perfect acquaintance
with Indian literature, which he had so often expressed in publict aod private;
amd declared his entive convurrenee o the manper in wlich Mr. Colebrooke
had deseribed the 1éfinta philosophy.  He also mve his
marks.  To substantiate his opinion, he pointed ont two possazes in his own
waorks, one of which fully supported Mr. Colebrooke’s interpretation,  that,
according to the Pédinta philasophy, God was not only the ejficient but the
maferial cause of the universe”  Those passagest were printed with my
remarks, by way of corroboration ; no allusion is, however, made to them
by Calanel Kennedy,

Having given this explanation of the causes that led to my remarks, and
their subsequent publication by the erder of the Couneil of the Socicty, I
now proceed to adduce arguments in proof that Mr. Colebrooke has really
been misapprehended by Colonel Kennedy.  1F I did not do so mare explicitly
before, the reason will appear in the foregoing statement, wherein the object
of ‘my published remarks has been shewn, and my conviction that all who
took any interest in the subject could themselves refer to Mr. Colebrooke’s
own publications.

It is known to every onc aequainted with Indian literature, that Mr. Cole-
brooke has given, in distinet publications, in the Adsiatic Researches of Cal-
cutta, and in the Transactions of our own Society, which he founded, and of
which he aceepted the office of director, some masterly translations of original
warks, and many admirable essays on the languaze, the literatare, and the
philosophy of the Hindis. In all these he had undertaken to be the expiositer,
and not the evitie, of the works he brought before the public.  Acting on this
principle, he has scidom, by any expression, given his own cpinion of his
authar, It will shortly be seen, however, that, by a fartunate departure fram
bis nsual reserve, he has lett a record of his opinion of the I'éddnta philoso-
phy that remaves all doubt as to his own conception of its nature; wnd, con.
sequently, should it appear to be, a3 Colonel Kennedy nsserts, n system of
gross and material pantheism in the writings of Mr. Celcbrooke, such an
inference must be deduced {rom the expressions of its Indian interpreters,
who are faithfully rendered by him.

pproval of my re-

* The fullowing Is an extmer from the report of the Annlversary Mecting of the Hoyal Asiatic
Socioty, held an the 1th of May 125, as given in the faiatic Jurnat for July of that vear 1= The
[t iamnehun oy, in rsing to propose the vote of thanks to Henry Thomas Colchrooke, Esq.
divcctor of the Socicey, said, thit he coull not allew Winself Lo dosa wlthond st
of M Colebrooke's s aml characters he might, oo, say, that he never i
stonnl higher in his cstimation than that vencralle gentleman.  Ie bl Ioags Bbeen tee opindon of learned
Thimaliis, thie pdja olserved, that it was impossible: Tor Europeans. to acquine a peofonmd and secorane
Enowledgeof the sanserit language, nod it was Mr, Colebronke's translat! thie Eniwse Ithdgr am) the
Mitideahard, the Lo mest GSteemed commentaries on the 1Tinidé lnw of ihieritance, which first come
vinesd him of the comtrary, amld proved to him that It wns possible for Furopeans te acqulre 2 Know.
ledge off Sanserit equally coinpreticnslve amd correet with the atives of [ndia.”
b Tranadetivng of tie Royal Asialie Society, vol. ik o 210—114,
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Il The Véddnta System.

I shall now briefly reply to such of Colonel Kennedy’s remarks as seem to
require attention.

Colonel Kennedy, in repeating his assertion that  the cssay in question
exhibits o gystem of the grossest pantheism,” and io sapporting it by extracts
which lie has given {rom Mr, Colebrooke’s essav, overlooks what he ought to
know, that a refutation had alrendy been given of such an opinion by the gno-
tation made from Rammohun Roy’s Abridgment of the Fédant, which leaves
no donbt that the I'idiating themsclves assert the Deity to be the eficient as
well ns the maferiel canse of the npiverse.  The consequence, therefore, that
ensues, according to Colonel Kennedy, namely, that the Fédinta system is one
of © oross materializm,”” must be referred to the Fédantive themselves, The
imputation cannot in any way lie against Mr. Colebrooke, and, had Colanel
Tennedy been more diligent, he wonld have fornd, that, in the instanee where
Mr. Colebrooke has departed from his vsual rescrve, he has expressed himself
as follows : — The latter (Lera Mindnsd), commonly called Fédénfa, and
attributed  to Vyasa, deduces, from the text of the Indian seriptores, a
refined psychology, which goes to a denial of a material world™*  Ie anght
not likewise to have founded o new charget of fnconsisteney upon an objection
alrcady unanswerably refuted.  1F there be inconsistency, 1t must be referred
to the native commentators, from whom the passages are drawn, and not to
Mr. Colebrooke,

Colonel Kennedy bins adduced a few passazes from the comments of Saxrana
and the Sifras of Vyasa, where the word mapa is employed, and he theoee
infers that the doctrine of mere 1wiesrox, which 1s so muoch msisted upon m
modern expositions of the I'édinta system (both written and oral), 1s the troe
and aneient one, contrary to the declavation of Mr. Colebrooke,  That, how-
cver, this s a misconeeption on the part of Colonel Kenvedy, will, I think,
appear quite evident from the following considerations.  In those ancient
Sutras or memorial verses, and in Sawgana’s cemment vpon them, the Deity,
or Biany, is represented as the sole source of every thing.  Tndividuality is
denicd to all other existing things.  All the phenomena of physical nature
resilt merely from the exertion of his energy (sektd), likewise ealled watwre
(pratriti), and ilfusion (mayiy, This encroy, nature, or illusion, is to be con-
sidered as wnreaf, hecanse there 15 nothing but Beans; and it is read, inas-
much as it is the cavse of every thing we behold about ns.

These words, therefore, so restricted, are not to be tuken in the sense they
are employed in dictivnaries or other systems,  Energy, nature, or illusion, is
further qualified by being called wnborn (afa), ond it is also termed ignorance
(evidipt ), when visible nuture is taken for o real essence by minds unep-
lightened by divine knowledge,  Encrgy, nature, or iilusion, thercfore, cannot
be suid to be anything essentiad, but it is something actnal.  Hener, these three
words are not the terms for a power, @ state, or an abstraction personified by
the aboss of languagze, but are intended to intimate something certainly that
never before entered the head of any other than o Hind( philosopher, aund
which, for want of a better term, we must call an actuafity; that s, some-
thing possessing potentiality, hut destitute of essentiality, and busily cmployed
in presenting to the Deity, while he is in calmn repose, all the phenomena de-
pendent npon sensation, thonght, and the contemplation of the visible world,
wid causing hing to beliold himsell diversified into an iofinite but fallaciows

# Trans, Moyal Asatic Sociely; vol i po 15 I Fide Col. Kevmidy's letter, o 65,

+ As these five teem3are quoted by Coloncl Kemmedy himselt, 1 have boen paeticular in their expla-
Bl



