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RAM SHANKAR BHA TTACHARTA

WRONG VIEWS ABOUT THE NAME AND
'NATURE OF THE EIGHTH SIDDHI OF THE
o ANIMADI GROUP =

In the works on Samkhya and Yoga we find some
difference of opinion about the name and nature of
the eighth siddhi of the Apimddi group (¥ ogasﬂ-tra-{, 3 45).
The original name of this siddhi is yatrfzkdmavasayztva or
yatrakamdvasayita (the difference being in the second-ary
suffix only), for this very form is found in the Vydsabhisya
(¥S 3. 45) and in the sayings of the Samkhya teacher
Devala (quoted in Moksakdnda, pp..216-17). We may
safely take these two texts as the oldest and most autho-
ritative among the available treatises on S'amk.hya and
Yoga. The commentaries on the Sdr,nlslzyfzkd.rzlcd (23),
namely Matharavriti, the two vrtti-s closely s1m11ar to _the
Matharavrtti recently edited by E.A. Solomon, tht? bhasya
by Gaudapada and the Yuktidipikd c]ear]y. men'tlo.n.the
name as yatrakamdvasdyitva. Most of the printed efiltlons
of the Tattvakaumudi read this very name (vide the
edition with the comm. Pirpimd by M.M. Paficinana

1The eight siddhi-s, according the Vyasa’s phisya, are:
sfera, e, whg, s, SR, afwey e and TEE-
AT [a@EdedAr] |
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‘Tarkaratna). Moreover, it was observed by Vijiana-
bhiksu that this very name occurs in the Purana-s also
(Yogavdrttika, 3. 45).1 The word yatrakémdvasdye may,
however, be.taken. as a synonym of this siddhi as it is used
in_the Vydsabhaspa (3. 45). As madhavitoa o dhanitoa is
the same as medhé or dhana, yatrakdma'vasdyitva‘ig the same
as yatrakamavasaya. A -

It is remarkable to note that the three commen-
taries on the  Vydsabhisya (namely . Tattpavailaradi, Viva-
rapa and Yogavdrttika) and the commentary by Nagefa
on the Yogasitra (ed. by Pt. Abhyankar) unanimously
s'pgzak‘_, (of the name) of the eighth siddhi as Jyatrakama-
vasayitva. o _\ L

. It appears that on account of the obseurity of this
word some wrong views have come into. éxistcncc during

- later times:.

(1) Some hold that it s illogical to enumerate
Jatrakdmdvasayitva in _féhis group; it is more- logiéa]- to
vead gariman in this group. S o

~ (2) Some read the name as kamavasayitoa or
kimavasiya. , o ,. '
"~ (3) Some are in favour of including yatrakama-
vasdyitvg either in iSitva or vasitva. , N : |
- (%) Some take satyasamkalpa or satyasamkalpata
as the original name of this siddhi. . .~
. (9) Some read gariman in this group. These

scholars are silent on Jatrakamavasayitva. L
Before examining the validity of the views of the
(Yogavarttika, 3. 45). S o , :
4 -
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exponents or commentators, we might give a brief
account of the several views. P

(i) Bhavagane$a (on ¥§ 3. 43) thinks that the
original name ofthe eighth siddhi is satyasamkalpatd which
is alluded to in the Bhdgavata passage yatkimas tad avasyats
(XI. 15. 5). The same view is found in the Candrika
commentary of Anantadeva. ' -

(ii) The ZYogasudhdkara commentary by Sada-
§ivendra (on 7S 3. 45) enumerates gariman and leaves
out yatrakamavasdyitva. Curiously enough it defines
prakamya (one of the siddhi-s of the Animadi group) as
satyasamkalpatoa, which shows that it included yatrakama-
vasiyitoa in prikimya (vide the definition of yatrakima-
sasiyitva in the Vydsabhdgya) which is defined by other
commentators in a different way. ‘

(iii) The Maniprabhd commentary by Ramananda
(on 78 3.45) mentions gariman and leaves out yatrakama-
vasayitva. The same view is found in the English exposi-

tion by M.N. Dwivedi and also in the bhiya by

Jfiagnananda which quotes a verse to this effect. (The

verse is Manasolldsa, 10. 8-9 which is a commentary by

Sureévara on the Daksinamirtistotra by Samkaracarya).
~ (iv) The printed reading of the Bhojavytis (on ¥S
3. 45) is not clear. From the readings of some editions it

appears that Bhoja does not read prapti as a distinct’

siddhi but includes it under laghiman and mentions

yatrakdmavasayitva as the eighth siddhi. In some editions,’

Bhoja seems to mention gariman instead of yatrakama-

vasayitva. He explains valitva and the construction is

such as to include yatrakamavasayitva.
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(v) The Bhaga by Svaminardyana (on 7§ 3. 45)
mentions the name of the eighth siddhi as kdma'vdsa_"yitva
and explains it as satyasamkalpati. :

(vi) The Pradipiki commentary by Baladeva (on
¥S§ 3. 45) reads the name as kdmdvasayitva and remarks

- that gariman is to be read in the Animadi group and that

ka.mdva;d‘vitva is to be discarded as it is not in harmony
with ta.dd/zannd‘nablzig/za‘ta used in this sitra. |
(vi)) Itisapity that J.R. Ballantyne and Govinda
Sa:strl Deva did not mention Jatrakamdvasayitva. The
fa}llcd to notice the loss of one name in the group of thz
eight siddhi-s (vide their Eng. exposition on 78 3 46)
[The reference number varies as these scholars tooi: the.
scintence etena Sabdadyantardhinam veditavyam as a separate
sttra, numbering it 3. 22; the sentence, in fact, belongs
to the Vydsabhisya, 3. 21]. , gs
- (viii) According to the commentary by Krsnanitha
(gn Tattvakaumudi 23), the name of the eight'l; .siddhi is -
lcamcivfzsd_'yz'wa which is explained as satyasamkalpatd. |
 (ix) The Tattvavibhikara commentary on Tattva-
Icfzumudz' 23 enumerates gariman: and meéntions kimdvasi-
yz'tva ?.].SO. It is clear that it does not include kamavasg-
.yf,tv_q in the astasiddhi group but regards it as a distinct
szd.dhz._ The printed reading of the relevant passages of
this commentary seems to be slightly corrupt. The siddhi
called iSitriva (i.e.,iSitva) must be numbered as the eighth
and no number should be given to Jatrakimavasdyitva
(x) The Kirandvali commentary by Sviminﬁrﬁya'na
(On_“ ‘.TI{' '23) enumerates gariman and mentions kdmd-
vasayitva as another name of ifitva. |
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 (xi) Dr. Stryanarayapa Sastrin (on Samkhygkarika
93) enumerates both gariman and yatrakimavasayitva. He
however leaves out i$itva. - o

Now we might show the invalidity of the views
as shown above, - Our arguments are as under:
" (a) At firstit should be noted that the inclusion of
gariman in the astasiddhi group of the Yoga school is
untenable as has been proved by me in a separate papex R
According to us gariman is accepted as ome of the
members of the astasiddhi group by the pon-Samkhya-
Yoga systems. | - |

(b) The word kgmiuasayitva cannot be taken as a
variant of yatrakimdvasayitv. According to us, if yatra
is.taken out from yatrakamdvas@yiive, the word (i.e., kdmd-
vgs@yitva) would fail to denote the sense of a supernormal
power. The inclusion of yaira (meaning ‘ wherever,
apywhere’) is indispensable to denote a power which
consists in satyasamkalpa and which gives rise to creation,
Kimavaséya is impetent to convey the sense of yatrakamé-
vas@yitva or Jatrakamavasars. ,

(c) Those who take the word yaira as a scparate
word cannot reasonably reply to the question: What is
the relevance in using the word yatra (in the semse of
yasmin) after mentioning the pames of seven siddhi-s.
Observing this difficulty, some deliberately read yacce
(i.e. yat ca) (in the place of yatrg) in the Tattvakavmudi
passage on the siddhi-s (on 23). It is however wrong to

1Vide the paper: *Is it justified to read gariman i the list
of the eight siddhis?’
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_ tampér with the Tatoakaumudi pa‘ssage as it is directly

based on the Vydsabhdspa (3. 45) which undoubtedly
mentions yatrakamdvasdyitva. '

© (d) It appears that later comtimentators failed to
know the significance of the nhame jyatrakimavasiyitva.
They may have looked at the compound word as awk-

- iward. They forgot the existence of such words as

' yatrm@amgmlm'(Makdb’lzd‘mt&, Adi. 13. 12; Vana. 12. 11),
yatrastamitasdyin and the like. Fortunately some com-
mentators admirably brouglit the sense of yatrakamivasa-

* gita to light and clearly showed the significatice of the

word yatra. The explanations afforded by the commen-
tators show why this siddhi is said to be identical with
satyasamkalps, which is the source of creation.! .
{e) The Puranic passages also speak of yatrakdmd-
gasdyitva as is shown here in brief. | |
(i) The Lingapurina (1. 88. 16-22) mentions and

~ defines the names of the siddhi-s as found in the Vydsa-
‘bhasys. The printed edition, however, reads yatra as a

separate word (Jivananda Vidyasagara’s ed.) which is
due to ignorance or printing mistake. '
(i) The Kumarikikhands of the Skandapurana men-
tions the traditional list (39. 117-118; yatra has,
howevet, been printed as a separate word; Vang. ed.).
 (ili) The Brakmavaivarta-purana (1. 6. 18) contains
‘the traditional list but merntions the name of the eighth
siddhi as sarvakdmdvasayita. Tt appears that being unable
1 Vide the Vysabhgya passage 7 ¥ wrsfa.. TEYRY et )
(3. 45), which ¢learly shotws that yatrakdmavasiyitva is the power of
creating a brahmanda. C
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to understand the significance ‘of yatra the author. (this
purana belongs to a-very. late period) has used the word
sarva in place of yatra.

(iv) The Sivapurina. (I. 11, 45-47) mentlons the
astaszda’hz group and names the eighth siddhi as sarvar
JAatva.  As Sarvajfiatva is not identical with yatrakama-
vasdyitva it appears that the obscurity of the word led the
author of this Purdna (which isone of the later purana-s)

- to use this word. o , \

- (v)  The Bhagavata contains the traditional list
(XI.15. 4-5) but it does not mention the eighth siddhi by
the name yatrakimavasayitva but by the expression ° yatra-
kamas tad avasyati® (XI.15. 5). That this expression
points to the traditional name is beyond doubt. It
also shows the process of attaining this power which
is Vaisnavaite in nature and is different from that of
the Yoga school (XI. 15. 17).

(vi) The Markandeya-purina enumerates the tradi-
tional list (40. 29-34). The printed reading with a palatal
$am may be a printing error or it may be due to the

ignorance of the editor. In the printed text yaira is shown

as a separate word—evidently a printing mistake.

The Markandeya verses have been quoted in the

Avaranavarini commentary on the Tativakaumudi (on
Sam. K4. 23). It is worth noticing that in the quoted

verses the word jyatrakamavasiyitva has a dental sa.
The commentator, however, accepted the name as
kamavasayitva as is proved from the pratika ¢ kamavasa-
yitvam iti°, and also from the explanation of the word
as given here. We have already stated that the word
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- kamavasayitva does not clearly bear the sense of-‘super-
normal power.

It is unfortunate that the prmted readings of the

- Purdnic definitions! of this stddhi seem to be more or less

corrupt. A study of these definitions reveal that yatra is
to be taken as a part of the nomenclature of the siddhi.

(f) The explanations of the word yatrakimavasa-
yitva as afforded by the teachers of Samkhya-Yoga
school® throw much light on the nature of this siddhi.
Some of the explanations clearly point to the fact that
yatra is to be taken as a part of the name.

(8) The foregoing discussion clearly shows that it
is wrong to spell the word with a palatal ¢ and to
derive it from the root §in (“to lie’) in the sense of
remaining or sitting. Bhanuji, the commentator of the

1¢f. TATBIEATTAGLH FARAEETSAT | (Mark. 40. 83; the

printed rea.dmg, however, has a palatal §z):

TASOT qd T TN TEARPEGTAT |
(Skanda, Kumarika, 55 120)

=T aer srfor wafea 7 wafq 1)
T FAEATAE Sorh FaaL 11 ] 1
weed® Y TET € 99 AAEq9T |
A se IT@ar 7 WAt a9s8ar 1 I3 1
(Linga, 1. 88. 22-23)

TeRTAEAEaEAfd | (Bhdgavata, X1. 15. 5)

2 of. gien FTACAAT TIAATH ToGRT qard WA | (Vivarana-on
Vydsabhigya, 3. 45); afews fawdAsen @ vor wafq, afew fawd
MY sqaaray waf (v.l. seraamy wakn) § fwe emTeR -
N1 BE NG RREST ameﬁwer I (Bhoja on 78 3. 45), afens fawdser

FIH TOT TAd ARTAART AeAITAT WART | (Nagefa on 18,
3. 45).
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AmarakoSa; I.136 however takes the name as kamdgvasd-
yita with a palatal §a and remarks that a certain teacher
(kascit) reads it with a‘dental sg. ' There is no evidence

to show that the word was originally spelt with a palatal

fa. The farfetched explanations of the names with a
~ palatal fa clearly point to the fact that that form of
the word came into existence in a later age.-

(h) There are strong grounds to hold that yatra-
kamavasayitva cannot be included in ifitva or vasitva or in
any other siddhi of the astasiddhi group. Commentators
assert that samyama on the siksma aspect of the bhita-s
gives rise to vafitva and on the anvaya aspect gives.rise to
iSitva, while samyama on the arthavattva aspect of the
bhilta-s gives rise to yatrakamavasiyitva.l - As the anvaya
aspect is higher than the siksma aspect and the arthavativa
aspect is higher than the anvaya aspect it would be
wrong to include yatmlcamavasayztva in ifitva or vafitva.

(i) There is a sharp difference between sarva-
b/mvadhzsthatrtva and yatrakimavasayitoa. The latter is said
to be associated with the bhitta-prakrti-s which are the
same as the fanmatrd-s as these are said to be the prakrii
(material cause) of the bhita-s. ‘This shows that yatra-
kamavasgyitva has its influerice over the field of grakya and
‘not over the field of grakana or grahity. Devala says that
the field of this siddhi is murtaa'ravya ( yatmkamavasayztvma
mirtadragpam cadhitisthatiti, Moksakinda, p. 217) which
also Justlﬁes the above view. Sarvabhavadhwthatrtva,

1 Yatrakamavasdyitva -has been rexidercd by Pargiter as © self-
mortification’ (Mark. Tr., ch. 40). Evidently it is wrong.
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however, covers the field of grakya, grahana and grahitr,
and, as such, it is greater than yatrakimavasayitoa.

It is also clear that though according to the com-
‘mentators the essence of yatrakimavasdyitva is satyasam-
kalpa, yet it is basically different from kriyaphalisrayatva
(78 2. 36), which falls under the category of iapapsiddhi

" (¥84. 1) and has nothing to do with the material cause

of the bhiita-s. Narayar,la in his commentary on the
YS 3. 45 identifies satyasamkalpatd with prakamya, a view
not accepted by ancient yogin-s. Moreover yatmkama-
vasgyitva is the result of a particular kind of samyama,
while no samyama is required to acquire kriyiphalisra-
yatva. A careful reader should note that as yama,
niyama, Gsana and pratyshira do not require any samyama,
they have been read, not in the third pada of the Yoga-
siitra (where siddhi-s based on samyama have been enu-
merated), but in the second pida.



