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| deas of Systematical Knowledgein
Medieval I ndian: Darwana, Wastra and

Pandita

Yu-Gnang Lau*

Abstract

The present article is a concise study of the basic
structure, nature, domain and categories of systematical
knowledge in medieval Indian, while some examples will be

drawn from Tibetan tradition. The discussion will be focused

* Assistant professor, Department of Philosophy, The Hong Kong
University of Science and Technology
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on three Sanskirti terms, namely, darwana (philosophical
system), wastra (academic treatise) and pandita (scholar of
Five Science). These terms are used to define various aspects
that are essential for classical Indian idea of knowledge. They
are components of Indian tradition of knowledge system, no
matter in Buddhist or Brahaminist context. Another focus of
this article is the relationship between religion and
knowledge, or spirituality and rationality. I will try to argue
that, for both Indian traditions, they don’t have the strain
tension that happened in their Western counterpart. Rather,
the human passion for knowledge is integrated into the

scholasticism of both traditions as part of religious practice.

darwana, wastra, pandita, pabca-vidya,

kalyanamita



