Shidehara’s hastiness in opening the negotiations, however, courted the
opposition’s ridicule, strong objections from the inside...President Mitsugu
Sengoku of the South Manchurian Railways was critical of making too much
of the railways question...and the Manchurian Government’s suspicion...
Chang Hstieh-liang was afraid of Shidehara’s adopting an “expansive”
policy. '

Somehow Shidehara managed to surmount those obstacles and came to
the point of opening actual negotiations. But the Manchurian Government
did not respond to his overtures, judging that all he wanted was an early
initiation of the negotiations. Moreover, differences between Shidehara and
Sengoku were never reconciled and stalled the negotiations, which made
no substantial progress. Thus tentions in Manchurian continued to rise
until the explosion of the September 18th Incident.

Shidehara and those close to him later explained the failure of the second
Shidehara Diplomacy as caused by the National Interests Recovery Move-
ment in China. As far as the negotiations for the Manchurian-Mongolian
Railways are concerned, however, most of the blame for its failure must

go to Shidehara himself.

The Vaisesika Theory of the Proto-type of Numbers (samkhya)

by Keiichi Mivamoto

Generally speaking, the Vaisesika theory of numbers supplies us with many
interesting problems which underlie the relation between subject and object.
No philosophical schools in ancient India, except for the Vaisesika School
and the Nyaya School, dealt systematically with this theory. The Vaisesika
School is characterized by conceptual realism and pluralism, and espouses
the system of six (or seven) padartha-s (substance, quality, etc.). Samkhya
is one of the twenty-four qualities, and the cause of the concepts of numbers
(e.g., one, two). Therefore, samkhya should be regarded as the “proto-
type of numbers” or “number-ness” rather than be called “number.” So
proto-types of individual numbers, dvitva, etc., should be called the proto-
type of the number two, “two-ness” or duality, etc.

The Vaisesika School gives a very complicated and difficult explanation
of this theory of samkhya (PraSastapada-bhasya: samkhya-prakarana).

The complicated nature and difficulty of this explanation is caused mainly
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by two reasons: The first is that the proto-type of the number two, etc.,
which causes the concept of the plural number, is not directly inherent in
things, but occurs only after the selection of things by subject (perception
itself). According to the Vaisesika School,’ dvitva, etc., occurs from the
motive of apeksa-buddhi (perception as a motive).

The second reason is that the perception of numbers is thought to belong
to conceptual perception (savikalpaka-pratyaksa), or the perception of the
relation between what is to be qualified (viSesya) and the qualifier (visesana).
It must be noted that the perception of numbers is discussed with delibera-
tion and in detail, when compared with all the individual cases of conceptual
perception. Therefore, the criticism of the theory of the proto-type of
numbers (samkhya) turns out to be that of the Vaisesika theory of per-
ception. The main opponent who bitterly criticized this theory was the
Yogacara School of Buddhism. The author will investigate this criticism

in a future article.
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