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stages of his activity.  Vy&di and Vindhyavisin may appear to be
nicknames of Rudrila. VyAdi, a ferocious elephant and Vindhyavésa,
a resident of the Vindhya forest, may after all be applied Rudrila.
Regarding his date, he seenms to have flourished in the second
or third century before Christ.  Dr. Bhattdcharya also supposes that
Isvarakrshna lived later than Vindhyavasin. MAthara was according’
to Itsing a contemporary of Asvaghésha. Isvarakrshna, whose
work was commented on by Mathara, may be assigned to the first
century of Christ. Is Isvarakrishna the same as Jesus Christ? One is
tempted to ask itif hs reads ‘‘The Unknown life of Jesus Christ”
which relates that Jesus learnt Sankhya under a brahmin teacher at
Jagannatha. Even Susruta follows Sankhya doctrines and Vindhya-
vasin in his Sankhya work must have discassed thes denotation of
Sabdartha and his views were held in high respect by Patanjali,
Bhartrhari etc.,. :

5. BHIKSHU

The commentators on Slokavartika of KumArila frequently
refer to one Bhikshu as the opponent whose opinions Kumarila is
considered to criticise. The 1dsntity of Bhikshu will go far towards
the elucidation of certain problems in the history of the Nyayadarsana.
Kum‘ohakarga in his Sangttaraja frequently quotes from Bhikshu and
Sakya-Bhikshu, and the quotations are now traced to NaAgarasarvasva
of Padmasrt, a Buddhist monk. But Bhikshu of Kumarila appears to
be Dharmakirti, who defined pratyaksha prwridna in the terms of
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and Jayanta Bhatta criticises the definition and says:—
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- This Bhikshu seems to have wriiten a work called Bahy&rtha-

siddhi. Two references to this work are traceable onein Prakarana-
Panchiké:—
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