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PREFATORY NOTE

IN the scheme of publications planned for the Adyar
Library, Buddhistic literature forms one important
branch of study. Special attention has been paid in
recent years to the study of Tibetan and Chinese ver-
sions of certain Buddhistic Texts in Sanskrit which had
been lost and could only be reconstructed on the basis
of their Tibetan and Chinese versions. The Bhava-
sankranti-suira and Nagarjuna's Bhavasankranti sas-
tra published by the Adyar Library in 1938, under the
editorship of Pandit N. Aiyaswami Sastri, were our
first attempts in the direction of such restoration.
Encouraged by the reception which the Bhavasas-
kranti-sutra received at the hands of the scholars, we
are now issuing the second of the series, the Alambana-
pariksa and Vriti of Acarya Dinnaga under the same
editorship. A fortunate circumstance has preserved
this important Buddhistic work in their Chinese and
Tibetan versions while the Sanskrit original has been
lost. The Journal Asiatique (Vol. CCXIV, No. 1)
contains a French translation of this work with copious
extracts from the commentary of Vinitadeva under the
joint efforts of Mr. Susumu Yamaguchi of Japan and
Henry Meyer of Paris. For increasing its usefulness, it
was felt necessary to have the treatise reconstructed into
Sanskrit along with an English translation. Panpdit Aiya-
swami Sastri who is eminently fitted for the task, kindly
undertook to prepare and edit the work and has now

carried it through to a successful completion. In the
B
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present edition, he has incorporated all the salient
features of the French translation including the extracts
from the commentary of Vinitadeva and has also gone
much farther. The Commentary of Dharmapala in
the Chinese version of I-tsing has been rendered into
both Sanskrit and English and incorporated in this
edition. It is noteworthy that this Dharmap3la is
earlier in point of time to Vinitadeva. He is further
stated to be different from his South Indian namesake
who lived near Negapatam. Valuable information on
Dinnaga is also presented in the Editor’s preface. Itis
hoped that the ‘ Additional Notes’ and four Appendixes
will be helpful to students of research on the subject.

The need for a reorientation of Indological studies
from the point of view of cultural contact with the Far
East and China, has not yet been adequately provided
for in our country. Only a few institutions and Uni-
versities have made provision for the study of Tibetan
and Chinese Literature and fewer still for original
research. It is earnestly hoped that our Universities and
other cultural centres will realize the imperative need for
providing for this branch of study as early as possible.
A chair in each University to promote the study of the
cultural contributions of the literature of the Far Eastern
countries may well be expected to open up new and
fascinating fields of research.

It is with great pleasure that I record here our
obligations to Pandit N. Aiyaswami Sastri for placing his
most valuable and scholarly services at the disposal of
the Library, freely and generously.

Adyar G. SriNivasa MuURTI,
7th April, 1942, Honorary Director.



PREFACE

THE Alambanapariksa is one of the smaller treatises
on the selected subjects composed by Acarya Difnaga,
the father of medizval Indian logic. The treatise, as its
title denotes, starts an enquiry about the true nature of
the alambana, object of consciousness. The author,
after a thorough examination of the standpoints of
the Realists such as Vaibhasikas, Vais'esikas and others
who hold the external things to be real, and proving
their views untenable, establishes that the alambana,
as it appears to us, is unreal and that consciousness
alone is real—a dogma which has been held by his
predecessors, Asainga and Vasubandhu, two eminent
teachers of the Yogacara school of Buddhism. The main
contribution of Difnaga to that school in his present
treatise lies in putting the dogma on a logical basis.
This position of the author provoked a vehement
protest from the dialecticians of the opposite camp,
-more specially Kumarilabhatta and S'ankaracarya, two
great thinkers and up-holders of the Brahmanical tradi-
tion and culture. According to Yogacaras, only the pure
consciousness appears into subject and object; and
there exists, for them, nothing external apart from con-
sciousness. What causes consciousness to arise is only
its part known as grahyabhaga, knowable aspect, and
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the same is regarded as the object-cause (alambana-
pratyaya). The opponent asks: “ How can a part of
consciousness and appearing simultaneously be a condi-
tion to the consciousness itself 7’ Difndga answers
this question in two ways. The first answer is: It is,
though simultaneous, a condition, because it is associat-
ed invariably with consciousness : gua SafEIRER €.
The second answer is: It becomes also a condition in
succession by transmitting the force (vakts): qEFaYUNg
#a | (Alam. pariksa, 7 a-b). Both these answers,
according to Kumarila, are unsatisfactory and do
not stand the strict scrutiny of the logicians. So he
takes up the question for an impartial investigation and
proves invalidity of those arguments of Diiniga in
these verses :

FARA RGN S |

ARG PRSI 1l etc.
. A ¥ JFAGH AR W99 | etc.

(Slokavartika, Sunyavada, 150-158 and 158-167).
Similarly Sankaracarya! also has, in his Bhiasya on
the Brahmasitras, summarized and demolished the
whole structure of Dinnaga’s arguments found in the
present work; and in doing so he quotes this line:
gEayaRy g aftagavEa | (Alam. par. 6 a-b) in the course
of setting forth his own siddhanta. Similar criticisms

'See my paper on “ Sankaracirya on Buddhist Idealism ”
published in the Journal of Sri. Ven. Orien. Inst., Tirupati. Vol. I,

part 3, pp. 71—85, where I have studied the Bhasya in the light of
original Buddhist sources.
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are also met with in the works of Udyotakara, (Nyaya-
vartika), Vacaspatimisra (N. tatparyatika) and S7lika-
natha (Prakaranapaticika) and others. I, therefore, need
not say how thought-provoking and epoch-making the
treatise was in those days. Their arguments and counter-
arguments will be more understandable, if one could get
acquainted with the present work. Further, the work, as it
is stated, forms one of the author's original contributions
to the logic-minded Yogacara school of Buddhism. All
these circumstances necessitate us to undertake the
publication of the present treatise.

It is most unfortunate that such an important work
should have been lost to us in its original Sanskrit,
though available in translations of foreign languages,
Chinese and Tibetan. The work has two commentaries,
one by Dharmapila of Naland3, preserved in Chinese
version of I-tsing, and the other by Vinitadeva available
in Tibetan version. Mr. Susumu Yamaguchi in colla-
boration with H. Meyer has translated into French and
published in the Journal Asiatique T. CCXIV, (Jan.-
March, 1929) this work with copious extracts from the
commentary of Vinitadeva, and also edited the Tibetan
and Chinese versions of the text. But he did not study
systematically the commentary of Dharmapala. I have
restored into Sanskrit this important treatise, text with
author’'s own vrtti from the Tibetan version (Tang.
hgyur. vol. Ge, XCV), with the commentary of Dharma-
pala from the Chinese version of I-tsing, A.D. 671-695
(Nanjio, No. 1174, Taisho ed. vol. 31, No. 1625) and
also translated them all into English. Dharmapala's
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commentary is incomplete and abruptly breaks off in
the seventh verse. I have added to my English trans-
lation of the text almost all important portions of
Vinitadeva’s comment translated into English from
its French translation of S. Yamaguchi and H. Mayer.
There are two translations in Chinese of the text, one
by Paramartha (Nanjio, No. 1172, Taisho ed. vol.
31, No. 1619; Shanghai ed. “lai” part 10, pp. 13-14)
and the other by Hiuen Tsang (Nanjio, No. 1173,
Taisho ed. vol. 31. No. 1924, and Shanghai ed. “lai”
part 10, pp. 12-13). Literal Sanskrit renderings of
these two versions are made and printed in parallel
columns so that the readers may themselves note their
differences. For preparation of the edition of this
work of Difinaga, I have made use of the above
specified and other reference books of the Adyar Library
which is one of the richest and well-equipped Libraries
of India, and more specially so in regard to rare collec-
tions of Buddhist literature including Tibetan and
Chinese. I have only consulted for Dharmapila's
comment the Nanking edition of the Chinese version
of I-tsing in my possession.! Romanised Tibetan text
of the treatise has also been added at the end with a
view to facilitating the beginner in these studies. As
no printing facilities are available in the Press, I
refrain from publishing any Chinese portion or word-
index in Chinese of the work.

'A copy of this edition was presented to me by my friend and
student Mr. Shilu of China during my stay at Santiniketan in
1938-1939.
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Before closing this short preface, it will not be
out of place to say a few words about the author
and his commentators. The following accounts of
Difinaga are narrated by the Chinese traveller, Hiuen
Tsang:

“Above twenty Ul further south west of the
monastery of Achala near the capital of Pundhra was
an isolated hill on the ridge of which was a stone tope
where Chenna (= Dinnaga) Pusa composed a Yin-ming-
lun or a treatise on logic. The pilgrim then relates
about the circumstances connected the production of
this Sastra in exposition of Buddha's teaching on Yin-
ming. Chenna, the pilgrim relates, after the Buddha
departed from this life, came under his influence, and
and entered the Order. The aspirations of his spiritual
knowledge were vast and his intellectual strength was
deep and sure. Pitying the helplessness of the state
of his age he thought to give expansion to Buddhism.
As the Sastra on the Science of Inference was deep and
terse, and students wrought at it in vain, unable to
acquire a knowledge of his teachings, he went apart to
live in calm seclusion to examine the qualities of the
writings on it and investigate their characteristics of style
and meaning. Hereupon a mountain-God took the
Pusa up in the air and proclaimed that the sense of
Yin-ming-lun originally uttered by the Buddha, had been
lost and that it would, that day, be set forth at large
again by Chenna. This latter sent abroad a great light
which illuminated the darkness. The sight of this light
led to the King’s request, that Chenna should at once
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having incurred displeasure of his teacher, he was ex-
pelled, and he then joined the school of Vasubandhu.
Then he lived for some time in a cave on Bhora Saila in
Odivisa, sojourned in Nalanda, where he disputed
successfully with several defenders of various schools
and afterwards returned to Odivisa. Here he resolved
to devote himself to the compilation of a treatise on
logic, and the resolve was followed by an earthquake,
a great light and a noise in the air. When he began
to despair of success in his understanding, Mafijus'r
appeared to him, and roused him to renewed appli-
cation by advice and encouragement. The king of the
country also became of his friend and patron.” (v.
On Yuan Chwang's travels in India, Vol. II, p. 212).
From the above narratives we may conjucturally
construe his life as below: He was born in a Brahe
min family in a suburb of Kafici, then capital of
Pallava kings in South India. Being educated in
the orthodox teachings of Brahmins and Buddhists,
he joined first the Vatsiputriya sect of Buddhists,
Being unsatisfied with its teachings he started for
search of truth and finally came to Vasubandhu in
Nalanda and studied with him the logic and Vijfiana-
vada. He composed there several smaller treatises
such as commentary on the Abhidharmakosa, the
Alambanapariksa, Nyayamukha and others. After
retirement from Nalanda, he settled in a cave on
Bhora Saila in Odivisa and also frequently staying
in Achala’s monastery (=Ajanta caves) where he com-
posed his Pramapasamuccaya, the standard treatise
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on the Buddhist logic. His date may roughly be
fixed about 400 A.D., as he is stated to have studied
with Vasubandhu in Sri Nalanda, whose life-period
has been fixed as c. A. D. 280 to 360 by V. A. Smith
(History of India, 3rd ed. p. 328) on the authority of
N. Peri (Bulletin de L'Ecole France d'Extreme
Orient, t. XI, pp. 339-90).

Turning to Dharmapala, his commentator, I
should, at the outset, like to stress on one point, namely
that he is not to be confounded with a person of his
namesake viz., Dharmapala of the Theravada school.
The \latter is said to be a resident of Badaritittha (v.
Visuddhimaggatika, colophon) which is simply stated
in the Sasanavamsa to have been situated in the
country of Damila, not far from the island of Ceylon
(P.T.T. edn. p. 33). However, the latest Archaeological
finds help us to identify it with some place near Nega-
patam, a small seaport town in South India. The
present commentator, Dharmapala is nowhere men-
tioned to have been connected any way with Badari-
tittha. He, on the other hand, is stated to have fled
away from Kaifici towards the north in his youth and
remained there until his death. I have discussed at
length all the points relating to the persons and dates
of these two Dharmapalas in a separate paper entitled
“On Dharmapala” published in the Journal of Sri
Venkatesvara Oriental Institute, Tirupati, (Vol. II,
part 2, p. 347 f.). The following accounts of the life

of the present Dharmapala are narrated by the Chinese
traveller :



“The capital (Kafic) was the birth-place of
Dharmapala who was the eldest son of a high official
of the city. He was a boy of good natural parts which
received great development as he grew up. When he
came of age a daughter of the King was assigned to
him as wife, but on the night before the ceremony of
marriage was to be performed, being greatly distressed
in mind he prayed earnestly before an image of Buddha.
In answer to his prayer, a god bore him away toa
mountain monastery some hundreds of / from the
capital. When the Brethern of the monastery had his
story told, they complied with his request and gave
him ordination and the king on ascertaining what had
become of him, treated him with increased reverence
and distinction.” (v. T. Watters, op. cst. p. 226). The
direction to which he fled on the eve of distress is not
mentioned there; yet we may assume that it was
North where he spent major part of his life.

It is stated that he drew up the following works :
Sabdavidyasairyuktasasira in 25,000 slokas; a com-
mentary on the Satasastravaipulya; on the Vidya-
matrasiddhi ; and on Nyayadvaratarkasastra (= Nya-
yamukha of Dinnaga). The first of the above four
works seems to be the same as the commentary on
Bhartrhari's treatise called pei-na, mentioned by I-tsing.
Takakusu suggests that pes-na is probably ‘ Beda ' or
‘Veda.' But this is improbable, because Bhartrhari is
unknown to have composed any treatise on Veda, and
much more so, that Dharmapala should have com-
mented upon it. So it may, perhaps, be Vyakarana.
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This commentary and the commentary on Nyayamukha
are not now available. Nanjio's Catalogue mentions
four works in his credit : (1) Alambanapariksavyakhya
No. 1174, (2) Vidyamatrasiddhs No. 1197, (3) Sata-
sastravaspulyavyakhya No. 1198, (4) Vidyamatrasiddhi-
sastra No. 1210.

As regards his date, I-tsing A.D. 671-695 speaks
of him as contemporary of Bhartrhari who, according
to the same Chinese authority died in about A.D.
651-52. It is also believed that he was the elder
contemporary of Dharmakirti who flourished in the
middle of the 7th century A.D., and that the latter
was the pupil of the former. In the present com-
mentary of Dharmapala, there are two quotations,
both agreeing in spirit with the verses of Pramana-
varttka of Dharmakirti (v. pp. 61, 67). It is not
certain whether the former quotes from the latter or
they both cite them from a common source.! This
Dharmapala seems to be the same as the teacher of
Silabhadra who received Hiuen Tsang at Nalanda in
635 A.D. (v. Takakusu, Record of the Bud. Religion by
I-tsing, XIV). Prof. H. Ui has, however, fixed 539-70.
A.D. as Dharmapala’s palmy days on the authority of
Kwechi's commentary on the Vijfiaptimatratasiddhi
which is reported to have stated that Dharmapala died
in the 32nd year of his age and was one year younger

! Instances are not lacking to make us believe that Dharma-
kirti's Pramanavartika contains quotation from some earlier works ;
¢.g., the verses 3TeAfa aft ot etc., of the Ratnavali of Nagirjuna
(ed. G. Tucci. in Journal of R.A.S. 1934, April) found in the Pram.
vartika, L. 221, p. 87.
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than S'ilabhadra. This S'ilabhadra, says H. Ui, was, ac-
cording to the Siyuki of Hiuen Tsang, 30 years old
while studying with Dharmapala, and was 106 years
old when Hiuen Tsang met him. The Chinese pilgrim
started from China in 629 A.D. and arrived at Rajagrha
and saw him in 633 A.D. So Dharmapala was still living
in 557 A.D. These are circumstances which prompted
H. Ui to arrive at the opinion in regard to the date
of Dharmapala above stated (v. Vaisesika Philosophy,
p. 10). Though the tradition of Kwechi and others is
earlier and more trustworthy, yet it is not supported
by I-tsing and the Tibetan authorities, (e.g., Taranatha,
pp. 161-2). Therefore we may, as it has been stated
above, assign our commentator to the second quarter of
the 7th Century A.D. (cf. Tativasangraha, Intro. xcv).

Scholars will themselves see how lucid, and eluci-
dative his commentary is even in the translation of
so linguistically unfamiliar and foreign language as
Chinese, and how much more useful purpose would
have been served, if the Sanskrit original of it were
recovered. It is also equally regrettable that the com-
mentary is incomplete.

As for Vinitadeva, the other commentator, we
know very little of his life, and we have to content
ourselves with what Taranatha briefly remarks: * Zu der
zeit liebten die Zauberkundigen: Konig Sahajavilasa
(Lhan.skyes.rol.pa), in Sri Nalanda der Acarya Vinita-
deva (er verfasste einen commenter zu dem Pramapa in
Sieben Abtheilungen), der Sautrantika Subhamitra and
der Acarya Silapalita,” . . . (Schiefner’s translation,
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p. 197-8). He was a great logician and commentator
of his time, and was one of the gems of Nalanda
University. He is said to have flourished in about 700
A.D. His commentary on the present treatise is very
learned and helpful to understand fully the position
and motive of Dinnaga in writing the present work,
Almost all important portions of this commentary
have been translated into French by S. Yamaguchi
and H. Meyer from its Tibetan translation, and again
translated into English by me and added as notes to
my English translation of the treatise.

In concluding the preface I should offer my sincere
thanks to the authorities of the Adyar Library, es-
pecially the Director, Dr. G. Srinivasamurti, B.A, B.L.,
M.B. & C.M., Vaidyaratna, and the Editor Dr. C.
Kunhan Raja, M.A., D. Phil. (Oxon.) for kindly publi-
shing this book in the Adyar Library Series. I should
like also to thank M. Bhikshu Arya Asanga (formerly
A. J. Hamerster) Jt. Director and Curator for the
Western section of the Library for the help he has
kindly rendered by going through some portions of my
English translation of the French passages. However,
I must say that I hold myself responsible for those
portions as printed in this volume.

N. AivAswaMm1 SASTRI



Substitute the following for the verse 7a-b on page 2, line 5
and p. 6,11. 7and 11:

TSI, &% FINv #9 |

(cited by Parthasarathi Mis'ra in his comment
on Slokavartika, pp. 311 and 312.)
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W ggRIERa:
. wdtfafainm: (=sm:) ST wdg |

AT e Al @ g (o)

R, TETITET A A AT FANIAR g |
O TRETHT A T A )

3. AT gfgaERiEsta 5 F9a |
AAER A R niedaTa, ||

Q. VAZTIARET afa & af: |
AFRATIRIAT , AR g 2590 ||

* Tanjur (Narthar), Mdo, ce, (XCV) No. 4.

' This verse 1s quoted in the Tattvasangrahapafijika (GOS.)
p. 582. The reading ‘ ¥U4: ’ given within bracket is according to
the Tibetan version.

* This line being put literally, may read thus: ¥ afrraoa
amRrsie |

"Lit. fefiend. |
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4, SRR @', qEesta @ @ f )
Tt R f ey

& rahid g IgIIT |
At [edciaeadaaTy 1° ||

9. THT:’ TR L acuvonepm’ (7] |
qeEThg Frwed [ag] e |l

¢. ek FEi frewy |

TR TR |

AT EHTTEAT ATSHRTOTTHVETRET SwTT

‘ The two quarters 4d and 5a form one 1dea, and they may be
put hterally thus : §¢ ot Feafy T TAIORETIET

*This may lterally read thus 3m 9R@R TRA@ARA%A;. The
reading ‘ fiTAR’ 1s adopted from the Tibetan version of the
Vrtt.,

¢ This verse 1s quoted 1n the Tattvas. pafi. p. 582. Mr. S. Yama-
guchi suggests 1n Tib. 6b the reading ‘de’ for ‘te’ relymng upon
Vimtadeva's commentary (Tib.). It 1s also supported by the
Sanskrit origmmal. The first half of this verse 1s cited by S'arikara
n his Bhésya ad II, 2, 28, with the reading ‘ @@’ for ‘g’.

" =geig. cha han. Soreads S. Yamaguchi's edition of the Tib,
version. But the Xylograph reads gcig. nahad=uisfy,

* =ofRTrE=sfER=m (ma) hkhrul.

* This quarter 1s cited in the Tattvasad. pafi. p. 582 along with
the prose passage of the Vrtti thus: 31q 41 mﬁwwﬁ., etc.
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AT (G 100!
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1 FpCHIEETTE TEMIsHBTd | 7] 3 F9-
Ifed QAN ; GEROEE (FIAH) | GO A1 RMFIAE
AEAET | @ a6

FafifgaRmteiem: (=a0e:) SR W |

HAETHIAT TR ATeAfgNa: @ g (3wR:) 0 R

fing g gea =ew (1) fuidd | agERe’
IPANEN | 9gwUE: SR | qUIfY A aTeE: S |
WE AVEREEEET | G amash [, e
= | 3]

* Tanjur (Narthan), Mdo, ce (XCV) No. 5. The Tibetan version
has been edited by Mr. Susumu Yamaguchi with French translation
in the Journal Asiatique T. CCXIV, No 1 (1929).

' hdus. pa.

* Lit.-§RW S

* This sentente may also read thus : 3l GeHRUICHSHY A FUTITa:
R,



¥ ATSAATCT
FETEN q FETET

Askh: WERRERETRR awesd o0 | o
4 T QORI 39 | A Aa |

FAMER 397 |

fhamwear fiveaaave st 7 o fedisha |
BT E9R: FANNSEE FHRUAR Ao |

T aEAEe 7 I AR ) R )
A FONA AN AT . THERISEN |
and afamRweRle e #=A° |

waisat WER:' A @@ FAARER O] :aﬁu
WAt AR |

AETHRY 7 Rgee: Hfemakaa | 3 |

‘ Representative of this view in later periods seems to be
Bhadanta S'ubhagupta; cf. Tattvas. pafi. p, 551: Sgfar Gaeraed
fwfa A faro Bewosfeme s TG wREogERE—
ST EAGeSAvIRG @we: (Read 3eem) | 3isf GAIOEIRRAT-
sRwTAag |

"=rnam. pa. du. ma. can. yin. pas. So reads S. Yamaguchi’s
edition. But the Xylograph reads simply ‘ yin pas’,

* Cf. the opinion of Sumati, a Digambara, cited in the Tattvas.
pafl. p. 554 : SRR GqURTaT grargraedn feuT: qeve; |
W wH g AR moee ) soken Ryt
TRGIRRT: G |



£ )
T SRR fewmal 4 agafie: | w-
AR ||

WeaEEEy afy @ af: |
TRETA Tgaft 7 fsi Aok |
ATHRIRTEIA .
afg wegR sftamn: Renfan, 39 g3y
¥ 3R | sagmREeRERa |
a1fiq | Zasanm || ¢ |

AR IET, A:.
WA FATARy ariioee wR) AR |
ageashia aa: @ R |
ARNE:  AIfEeRaIid T 9 WANY | RRAM
gafoa=a m |}
FoEAT 9fRF & azmEEArEaa ) w0

goaee ety [fie-]) quifsee @i
@97 | a1 8 FFzugdai frd ARt |
kAR g A |
Qs
" Lit. S

* =zlum. po.

* More lit. aafeafa 3ttt ; or aeafeq smshy,



§ 100 LUTER |

TRNSATATS F-aRe IR |
M S eRReceny T ) § |

CEiRRE mieaEEs el SaeR IR g
fafiefiee: SrawEaeEasaa: ||

I} TEN T 399 | N dEReW: dEW:
999 |

agasl weafiEmg VeawEa s wa |
dafERg TEAIG: | AR IAMFARGRGA:  WRMEEEHl
wgu'® frfa | 'S

JTANNE FA (3] |

FHUNTY Asulava: | @I Fi% RYFANRI
R | af §ff eetdaeraasEa: | @ aq w6
Tgsiey Igfiameed (7] |

" Or. a: AR,

" =3t . of. Vrtti ad 2a.

" Lit. SFIeAT 1.

™ Cf. Nyayasitra, IV, 1, 49 SeoeaResienaiiem SEATR-
ST .

" The passage, 94T ... ¥fdQ": is quoted in the Tattvas.
pafi. p. 582. The pafijikid cites this passage omitting the words
0 q1 in the quarter b of the verse 7.

" Xylograph reads EATaIg—, rad. snad. ba—.

* ran, gi. gzugs.



Hivkaeiy(-T U
sEmRaaTatg afwed (@] ™ 1ov
ghad weaie afeeTRaad @ g S |
a1 T R

Vafmg AT T | ST @' &Y aRg F1-

ﬂa afam )
w§ fawasue |
AASTIRES AFAFARTRES | ¢ |l

agoeri  afena: 'STReRE R
AFTRAMGETT | A SRTHEAAARgF, |
Wi R afwrfowe fensra waf | sarfe
wErE: | fEE a1 9 SWwTERHERT 9 ade-
T, | T SAaTga e RegedT SuTEr |

FATTA AR HTSAAHTII: ST

“a Cf. Madhyamakavatara, Sansknit text VI, 62 and bhasya
thereon.

¥ =nus, pa. ni. Xylograph omits it.

" Or. eq®¥=ras. gi. 1i0. bo. la.

¥ =na. gi. gzugs.

* =de. hi. rmam. pahi. nus. po.

" Better reading will be sfeafdgrd. Cf. vrtti ad 6c-d.
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PARAMARTHA'S CHINESE VERSION
AT 7T

{. qgAT A ghad () RUM SRR
agEa fawa: |

3. fagfh: demamn wmfy @ qenEmER | G
fyaraaq | o g aamdt 4 fasat !

3. Hfugafd | onE: @97 qgrElamMATR AT Ry
fq, fme aqvER | SUFERd gHEEIl T i S
fa iriteueT |

. oufivaag, o1 Refwim (@) )| gaeed
f @ REffe [@[]) | SH0OR: [ | W
ATR T & |

W, UG @A | aavg aRe, Aeatey
A | am_ v TEiaET |

! Chén=dust. dirt, This character is also used for fisq, But

in the corresponding passage of the vrtti of Paramartha’s and
Hsuan Chuan'’s versions, the character ‘ chien ' is used which exactly
corresponds to #feAdr of the Tibetan. So ‘chén’ is, I think, a

mistake for ‘ chien "=,
9



10 ey T

& oafivaed IfScEeRE Reff: fef
IR T §© TR |

o. IAfege I (5] fefy | & @
nnriEn | fidafifed — ageaafwiay gfed Wl |

¢. famemie:’ | g R
SRR

' There are two kinds of sense organs, sthiila and swiksma.
The latter seems to be meant here.

* =i,



PARAMARTHA'S CHINESE
VERSION

E0LNE R IEERRC L]

3. ¥ ¥ wfigfa vg-
ORgeET aend S
e I A wewfa
oy a1 fww ) REme-
gam | qonEge T fa-
39| SEEMNTHERAA |

fma iy feomm | ‘aq
faqmfemme | asgm: | a0
e PREERfe | a
fw 3o | ooy Fagf: |

HsuaAN CHUANG's CHINESE
VERSION

ATHATIIL TR
R, ¥ SgaimEfa-

T TEATSATT FA:
WA a1 Fedfd aedd
i | REAeTan | 8-
g a1 Jefa | SEEf-
I EIFRET | SHIATY
T I | FH |

AY: TERIEEL

FROMY A=A |

A T | SR
IRt TGEN: v TRR-
‘ 11



12 HATEATOT

PARAMARTHA's CHINESE HsuaN CHUANG's 'CHINESE
VERSION VERSION

TRAEAY, W e quR A |

FRUM, | THRIT | T SR | AR} TER-

foma: weTy: | feRIET | TemEg-
afefaqmea T |

. @ I WAEER 3. Gg6: TERTEE-
fava: &nq) g - AN 7 599 |
AW | TN T CWER- GEEANER,

TRy | REH 7 aemeE | fycftarasaa_ |

o GRS T R e, e sre-
O | AR, SR fod | i -
s L P S
%o | o R e awe dgfmTeefydiaTaaa | ae
e | Hglatg 0| M| w
A | e fiwaaa | AEREURATAA s
HgRTERFE BT 3 R o an) g
gaafa | 4 [ FEE AT Y OEE-
fmiel SRR | e | g o 7 29 |
qERISAT | WnE, fem

g4 AT T A R-

qC | WmﬂﬁW:—Eﬁﬁ,



AT 13

PARAMARTHA'S CHINLSE
VERSION

T fgEme | g fArem-
|

1. HFmEE R -
3 afian wEEand Tg-
FREGAT: | qH AR\
IW: | M | AFRTT:
TIAGITE: | A IO WH;
WATOEEAH | G QA
EEH T A
@] sfeqmmar faw: fead |
qEER A fEa: FiE-
TR | AR Afd H-
FArngawea: | § 9 24
g A e |
NGIRFTE AR, |
TEAfivET [sTeR) 449 |

HsvAN CHUANG'S CHINESE
VERSION

3. ¥ gefa s
% FEER: @[ | @
TRER:  gagfasE: | o9
WANFAIFREIGHMART  9-
% afEEER | STER
5904, 5%, (93] AERM
feimacss I 0=
fRMAmEEadtaT |
gfa 1 @l 7 g T )

afsa[1wn): FlemaTaq

GO |
TS AT
AETERTATAT ||

M FRTEER: TR
T, IGAMCRIEIC] -
TH A | SR e
TGORRATMY FErRwET |



14 AT

PARAMARTHA's CHINESE
VERSION

Q. FOH | A
®A 3 REEERE: | @)
% g 7 fda) we-
AZRANHIMER | AR
R/ AFREEE, REWER
WA | SIfEETiE A G |
FTHRERUT, S
fad | g | w7 g
FA | AEAHRAGT: FIF-
SefeeEaf: 9 g ‘wE-
geAafan: |

HsuaN CHUANG's CHINESE
VERSION

wuiicuHn T aREERSH
Ifoede | a9 & -

FRAET IR |

%, PRI RFHRO-
TEEHRER TR -
e |

qERATRAL:
gl ST T |
AR ¥E:
AHRATATZAAT ||

ARG AT AT -

TAIY TEY AN A -
T, THROT Al & |

TS TR TE G IO g

TR I A T |

AR 3¢ RIN-
feisha | 4 § oy |
e A TENRISY -
FRTEM |



AT 15

PARMARTHA'S CHINESE
VERSION

W, “HUEAORE  WERA-

31 | EERITATISA FeT-
fomes (@)  afwEq |
T, WEAATHRT 4 36-
| () sefve: |
TEREMY SEE -
=5+ |

AEEAN: | ZY g
we [qaTR) geArmviREE
7 J@fd | wwaFe @«
qaffEET | i o
fsafegaeEam wERvarar
FAGR: | oM AUMEM-
@Ml 7 fRfyEaR | o
gRafEa 7 Rgmm |

& 041 39 H W i
SRR, AR | 9
Rymieg e | TERN
FGAsHER, SafeTe &

HsuAN CHUANG'S CHINESE
VERSION

W, HUEHAETAT,
HAHRAT: WG |

AU 7§
agfeamfram I

T gz fAcTRHaRATAl-
aaRam frad | arfae-
FeRn {9 | IR FEd
fafiamsr: Pl a geaq
gfa | fafemeR: @ ®-
qgE W (W) A
fefiama @ | 1 -
TR weR agfeRasa |
AR ATHIOE : GIRE-E
7 dierfad geaed: | qeTE-
fydMmeETE 1 am
AR Feegee doa |

§. 79 IEEEIIAL: G-
1 1R | A9 @941 T
a3 )
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PARAMARTHA'S CHINESE
VERSION

fFe: wadd | o R
F97 IR qUT STE |
Y 593y @ T fagare-
AT | 9| e
|n AfEEE 9 |
o | @ FH, safe-
& Wl srafearEEd 3R
qRgAETA | ARSI
M ATEAE |

v. 9543 | N 4
T el gfieRa IR
Jafisst RN 03
F® A FINSIID
w1 Isa | Ae-
geq: faaafy | gf | -
sAlsd vafa AfgamET |
5q g | T THHFE
IR AT TR
qmT | SafafAEa’ fia-
et | 9 | A

AT

HsuAN CHUANG's CHINESE
VERSION

o & IfRERINEH
fRAEaTa: |
FFR e
AT FErgwEE_ |
TR Faa6q | quTafia
A W AR QTERAATE-
FAEEASEa: | gk
g ®@wEg T @
Jqad 3 IR g
QAT |

o, IR T
TR | fRAERusTa:
&4 WM |

SEILERT

TR FRUTEA: |
Wﬂﬂﬂﬂ:
FESHII ||
faml REme agie-
FaR ISR RYm-
FRONAA: | AT ATE: |
I A e W |



HTeraetuei TR 17

PARAMARTHA'S CHINESE HsuAN CHUANG'S CHINESE
VERSION VERSION

IR PSSR | JTewTay T ) SRR
IFA| W Q@ T A SR |

| B f§ gEdA-

W' 9 g g weE-

| R sE

qE1 | IR -

g9l | O gEdani ' ag

WGgI | {EATAEA RS-

&9 |

M A FFAVAFAN G- 99 A G AR
sqwad [§d) faeafa | fa- vafggmseR wa e
IR g FU aY Iq-  faT AR RE -
7afy | FEGeTEwIAGEAT  QEERAR | g ZwaRd-
frRmamgaRafd | 41 |

a7 | gl fage  af cefEEeT e
FAIT IARERO | T & T T | H e
T AT | R | g 5 T
TR SiE agliTmes-

W | TR R | 399 | w1-
TEFRARGEETRF g |



18 ATSEAATAT

PARAMARTHA'S CHINESE
VERSION

| ghad  fEw
IR | FReREEEET |
Ry ¥ FROMIGEA |
@raTasfhined -
T | 7 TgierEeT |

¢. @ afwfagma «@fa-
g1 @ FfwlREE @A
fgmfqum | afid® @
a®Teq | I w41 4@
faftgd wam wiftm faf-zas
IHTE G99 | da: @
| w afwEvaEmiE-
AME ARG | ad
Ff+h TR 5T
R awese: | 3fE-
AT AAEAT-
fivrerm e dgfid -
AR | W W
ARAALGE: SNIREE -
ad | B | FEIE, ARE-
qRomm, faw A

HstaN CHUANG's CHINESE
VERSION

¢. fagm afemmfn
gy Zsa+ |
AT AT
Remerarargs |
fAeaEAma JEA 2he-
FAdifa | dq e afw: 4
g TR | o 4 faEE
rEAfeanft  JguEifegany
aTeam | [gdE] J 3
fegn | afwEmREED-
T, At swafad
31 | AR (4] | I
goIEE @ Rymaie
Traafat g AR
A | Feegd (AR
T SFIRFERAIRGS |



TR

PARAMARTHA'S CHINESE
VERSION

maad | Ff ReneRi-
Frafe:  faafa | fam
gvafie a1 wifie ar «fs-
=i a1 | w3 wafiea -
afyfiea IR A |

HATHIRTaETEy

' L. afg,

Lit. 391 d34lVe,

" The chinese text has a nega
tre particle ‘wu, just before
these two words. It 15 to be
omitted to make the <ense more
correct.

No case sign 1n Chinese

* Lit. .
Lat. ﬂﬂﬁﬁl
" Or—3geg-ard .
" Lit. Y= gAn,
" Cf. Madhyamakanrtti, ed. L.
V. Poussin, p. 6, 1. 3 with note
thereon.

" a fisfy ¥g: ofq A

19

HstvaN CHUANG'S CHINESE
VLRSION

quife | @1 @fw: qfarhamEr
g agfivasaTn oE-
wwafd | AT SafaTa-
qiftr @9: EET REE -
fragwidafta | Pzt
[ra)wvgd fagmr faaafad
afy’ adegorm | w fa-
AA-ATIHR TN
Z9e<d1 faqui | |1

AT JTEy

' Lit. odrfa Sfesm.
Lit. sesaaaaaifagmo.
' =ou=bonl.
a To put more hterally thi'
phrase o®F%. famAA v4 #Fqg,
HYAT % Al Ao,
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”

CORRECTIONS AND ALTERATIONS

IN THE COMMENTARY OF DHARMAPALA

21 line 79 Read @ ARESH WEAd BAT-ZAHI-

38

11

16

1o
B '_',_ —_—

17

”

T deTa |

gt AN EATIanR]
frad |

rqagR} for RGTA!

IfegafaqmTRawEd aAfgEY

TYORRTAA "I 94
Fag vafd |

@ eEaE: 4: 59y g
IWHEHRG: M |

g9 foe F3HERGS . . .

ufi: SwufEEN: @A | e
yRaaAsfyed |

AETHRANT 3 9|

@Ry |ER 344 | A
fasfigd |

afy IqNwAT FO . . .

1 39 AE for 7YY . . .

I@EITFH N, ..

qug. .. qEkad |

afEaraF: | o 7 FeAE: . . .

T agesh sfed, ghaa-
frmrrg RATsieEn |

11 omit | @q”



MSFAAGRATTTET
ATl

Zdval o9 gdafeg deEw favsda @' sma®
[d] sora s@ad: afsad |

FgUREREEE | ... ] Faf gl

WA AR aNEE TS | 94l eaNe
(@) fwlem 3 ¥ W@ | @ Apa @fh) 3@
& aganfea eaffgmf (wafa) fa @ sewafa
(@a] &Em 3fa | @ @f ‘vemeE sgrEn R
SR9EA | A AT T 3% | TRRREEmET T
(1] §IRARTaEnIwIAE | Fafy aRREE T 3R adiE
awra’ | [qurfy) RewErfdamafanf gafe | sgof
famiae sfearm: ‘afeg) v sER: fag: | o am

* This commentary has been rendered into Sanskrit from the
Chinese version of I-Ching.

'Lat. 3R,

* Lat. g a%:

-

* Lat. 91999 .«

* Or it fow: wfag (or Rifé weean), etc.
* Lat. s¥@:=fang.



22 TG

"galgr grad | R AEIERIRTEE TRNNER,
T TRGEE R (0] FAERAIEAEEITATE-
v | @9 ANRTmeRAElsaaaTE: R | 59 E-
FANATTITTAT | THANAIATR: GG FFT |
FRAATRES TERTARPEEHY, |

aft efzaRemyEl & a1 Ry | 2R 39 ) &
97 | RFIARTMETERY | S 41 | ST
fiegam | A @1 FN [ 999 | IREIRTEE-
@ | GRARYH @ TEeERE(S ] |k af-
TR @ | AAERRY T sfaamam | afme-
PO O | @91 ARfaEE A QWO | 9gak-
fmfa g taeRafa | AT |
JAIE: @IEEEES | G R0 A | g
eI | TAEIESA AT IR | qRIeadl-
ROF0 @9% MR | o9 T GEISINROR | G-
FRFARTEad wrasaf’’ | s @ |

an gf |

" Or =qael.

* Lit. SRITIE,

Y tsun-huai, to preserve and cherish.

" Lit. SR,

U Lit. stgafe.

" pen=root, §@, etc.

" The translation (q&T& . . . #rsafd) 1s tentative.



TS 23

TrgaffteRalmeife JEd | aq afuid sEm-
afq | sEies AsuaEEmEr o I 394 |
gl et sderfy | A & awslt g 3w )

[9f§] qumeE qa g | ad FA: QEIeEEReed |
Wy w g ed awem gdE gfa wiwaEm |
v fafd = | ks A aRdeR |
WA a1 FewAtd | g
Fafy @AI: GAFAATee] 20: | G4 5eugd S
T GgW: | 391 AR IFEAW daNmiETET G wEm: |
ghgaae: afvfvadem | BsR 57 @Al gEuEATEREA
faeafy |
FEROIT |
T IGURATME SRUEH | Al HEaama -
GG | TN | WIEENN Y Seveg: qane-
Iftam |
aagN a1 | g |
F@IRA 3Ehd | WAMEIREREREEATT |
FMRTE TEAET | 3R |
WA TR, e @ ety |
R | 9 v R, e i i) @
¥ Lit. R

4



24 TR

8 TRA A’G: | ERITARGARAT | TERETARER -
fa o= FREFA AN I | FA IS
gl | A4 ¥ Ry RS s@w | o ol (o)
w0 | [qa1) wfini wegafid:® wg | @ 7 s
ARSI | 99 34 W N9 a3 RS | g ade
gfa =@ anAsh om0 ) SRR e |
TS EgEd M Rg e | anoigREEaTE -
&4 i’g’: | @@ & a1 ﬂﬂl*l!ﬁ‘ﬂl‘ﬁgﬁaﬂl

aY T wARE IfEEERETR wafae | oE-
fanfwfdaa waafs: sl |

Faft sRoR° | 3R

AT | AJIRIAMIRIRT TR WATIR-
FOR | g RANGHE TERUG G4 STedged
AT IO |

AR R RER | 3 |
WATETHR IR |
ghegaRaed oA e awad 3R |
g1 Ifegd RmAdferismRay 7 affsa: | wfifs-
IHRA, | T AR | g A A IR aq )
AT |
* Lit. R

¥ Kar. 1, a-b.
¥ Lit. sfa@me



Hivaeyq- ToTEAT 25

@ fawa gl |

q WA Ig0 GETHTRR SRR, | @ 5
A |
ARG IETFAI 39 |

oqAT 999, | IEREET REFELN | (44 2 TR
&4 7Y AFREETEEEE | IQq fEw R R
e RAMORHEIE 39 | qfY e 99 RN |
A aqwiy ARy freaeir | @3l aRTsATEaT e |
FAFEY d RAFEE A99a7 | 79 AR R @ )

FROMMY 3fd |
AT TR |
e 3 |

FRUESH T | Ay RO Ao A |
PamR THREE ' @I | TERIREaRiaTgAN:
@S T 0% W | 891 9 A T 39 FRUGE 9 |
gfegaqa AERATGATY | IIH wRo AAR | daT
T FOEH FERe | ghe@il [(fom) Afd

" Lit. mo

¥ Lit, 3R
™ Lit. SE91gwOna
" = fagrreata

n =m



26 TG

[eaTe W] TR Rl | aade | [qh
T R 1]

AT 39 |

femifing | @IREITETEE | 4 ROSRTRAAE
@ frafy | AREEEREEE A {9 eEgaR-
| g AREAERE a9 | af} 38 degaETE., T
FR: TOE [ waR A9 faeafa gfa =) @
QRAE W TEE RgEI: dEe AR | awRe:
qF: @iffad | SRTIeaT: Wy SEARRE |

@ W ARG | W g8 AN
MM | IFS 93 | AMER - sfHgaREmEmia |
99 GSEANE | TEAI ST SATU SR | TS 1S
FfEiREETHY Ty R @K | TR AR
IR | JEWER, WE FEd RO 3R |
ARMIRAEIEATAINAR | G0 AeaA HeRa eI
g ¥ Wl swasy Rymsofan agamasm
R T 9T GEIEEIEEE: | GaGmEd | §Fa-
A RETRTRI qreaT | SeegE QA ST |
TEFAFTAAINAT SNaR | §5 HNORMT J9Ai -
IR

* Lit. quamfen
* or REHH,



ATSARTOrEATET 27

T FRUIRAST AR | @ anwhed | e
FAIREATANE: I FegaRFARAHROTR A1 afaf | sa-
R | R WRIAagaRTeaT AT | F3aTEd
| REM RErmia @E | 3 e
T34 09 TR |

T3E q WAOE A@EA | 3fd wREE | T A
AFRAET, M EGIRTEE 3 |

aff dum AvIsg | IEWARE AMeR AR 98-
W aEgE (481, AfbGedl A @d A |

AqARTERTHIS 2 |
AT T | F FOE |
FHNEEH 4 J@A°° | 2fa |

AINENE " Emafe e | T 9 [49:] aREW -
TR | T4 FEAT: | AHACHNENIG, AR |
qElwe § WEFANISEHE: | 911 97 Feesaree |

Aaisl; AHARAR RemAgarai 1A
Zh |

* Lat. 391 or W&,

* Lit. &4 SHaeay

¥ Lit. SRR

T =JNME 4 @[ Al Kar. 2, a.
¥ Lit. SomeadIde



28 TGN

fAfRTiaEd @ @ 9% @ e | -
T | FRISHATTHT R A I | O G -
fvwE 79 ARER | CATREERA  emAiaTal
area | el fifel, sRmEee waf | e
aE AT | AW 3% | ARAA @ 35 waf 2R
ofleaaAar At | 36 |

afeFafeTRugRTes@d I o9 e 8 |
ASGUTEIT | ARG TATEA=AT |

qu1a AT, **FAREE | 2R |

9 GO 7§99 | T QI TR eaa-
TR | 7 AEAEE  SAfBRaais: daaf |

fewmma’” 1 20

1 fyfmes: 7 GfeeaERmeaes: | & af
ACTHRATGHTEHROR |

ghgawem | T |

71 IgRfead ffFavEeTsme | o Paaiweny
Reraefomfy 7 g 99 |

* Lit. SA%HSe

* More lit. ¥u: RFFoGT®: ST agrmn aMew AT AR,
* Kar. 2. b.

® Lit, 3ditroei 1o



Y graeryqs TRTEAT 29

Rergledija sl 7 @ fwsRa |
g |

ffogad | ARIME JEHRIHAST ATARHAI 7
aﬁmm@mﬁu

“‘ggd @U: SAQISAA AT q FN-
o | fd |

HGAAR FEH | & SRR |
qesT | g |

Bwaad [UEA | REERERA’* SERRARAER-
M §4: | g apfean e | 9y sda
Wl | 7 Femidad wng a1 | S a=-
fizafigrad | 4 2T 96T | S A |

fiergenraw geadd @ AFRUAET W, 77 aTafy
g T | W aERESR 7 @ fediska | g -
el e Wi | ffles TR semeRgd ToE
A g s T e f ) Aafireid. qoR
[@ewmmEd fAF e | W ge fwm R
a framRetn af qeEai | (w6 qe e
4 |

" Add here 1n the Chinese text the character ju “as”
¥ fang = 3% or W1
* Lit. @R,



30 AT

eE: | YR e ZRmEemgI J
e Ay | ffeRenfis e Ry s
TRATf |

W 4 A | (TFRW] S W e |
ghaadTeam | AR vy WeBfi | aE wenRE-
aE @m | g | 3 R SgiEEETE aaREE
a0 | CHFHOHT GENATRR S HA0H | w aaTaadiad
TEgd Tl | ARG sagaNe
T T A IO | WEEE SAREE SR
geagaed | % ffe sefaRemmEaiE & am
frorfa | & R et o A RRRRe
Wmﬁlﬁsﬁﬁmmwﬂmﬁwmﬁﬁﬂ

fimd atwgan”” |

MY GNAE T WA JETEved-
gfeaeme |
afywas 7 39" | TEwasE |
AWM TARFA  JagaaaTead | JEImon-
qamwer | faed e | anfimiegd g
gl A 1
' Kar. 2. c.

¥ Kar. 2. d.
* To. fyrmiay:



ATeRAIATTEaT 31
AfgamRfesta ' 3R
Ay 4% afEaerisha | @ e el EEi
AAAAEATEA  IEN: SRWTER | @ 9 qeged | AT
afgarsr: @rriRaEaas: gorER
A H1q |
4 g TIRAE ) @ 9 99 fig ) 3@
f ‘et f5 afisarmn: wanpa 5 a a an 2R
aaisal TgER 3f |
q TAASETERT: ARTEWIS gl | B A
FAFN APAY | TEFET: qIWEL wIqgRERIT: gfEf-
AQEMARAF: | A e Rfwafes | AvataEwr:
zenadt efhgaadt 1 fafm: sdfm | sy ageig Ram
wfia afFami: |
APRIFRA g RATATE
A |
T | o e afesERR A )
afgEn: | 5 aw Ry afimerfii | 37 g

Cqramreafiy afmer 2fd |

" Lit. 7efa
“ Kar. 3, a-b.
“ Lat. sRTATRYT or SRRMAT 3598 |
* Lit. 9oy
9



32 AT

F a9 qANTeE 8 SERafd REE G-
afeamRiE | o1 99 O 'TEERE | R
afaeRE | ST Rfier s |
" afEEd A gEE: TN e Sefe | (e
g | R | aRgfe fafeetsR emam:
gEwmERin IR sdea | fif s dfwen A
frcad | e gafy advEn TenVETESE: | @l Td-
A GAARAIAR | ¢ ANa aWEE: | a0 T ¢ dfew
FINANG: |' TR R AT | TR SR
“SHaaE (7) 39 S99: SR ARAEEEITIE | GaTeE
fafia walsd Raraaer: | Jq F4 s Afgaes: |
T q7 JTRMITAABIRRAT: TENE: |

AR A fRe: | 3R

TafiRgreRvefiv @ffga: | afafzad: 3=
JAFANIRG: | F TA3RE: | T f§ Gae: RAETER 28 |

HleAarieaq |
a1 Sty |
§ g
Tgef 7 aguRfafafia: |

¢ =g

& =ﬂﬁi€§

“ Chi, extremely : chih, (R. 155) empty. This means also “red "
{%,



ATeATORTETEA 33
{fﬁ’ﬁﬁ%z gfavaaEn |
RO |
9 GESIAI: | A9 AU A HEAA1 | AHE-
W@ | 3% | AREAAIEGTERea o @i |
A R ITEEY | TETE: |
eemEfRafafifa |
v qzgae 92 W 9 faown gfEaafe: |
g1 @' |

fage:'" afer WgwEE | ZF3ade: [afifsangaa
AHRIZAE | F4 197 fagfafann @ faad gfa

A TTEARET ag7 WAy fEmista |

@ F9awIg | 3afy wawE: afEmisne fean afa )
Jaifia g SIRRETHRER g7 9AY JEqafeITeTq | dui
JraaHRI g fFArvefaamrearmesaR | aoda fom
FFafgffms @R | 98P quEsY  wesEdal
faeafy | 9 [ AVARPUER AW 59T: | AqgaN-
AR | a0 Ay g

P AERIRIZE 3949 19 |
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ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE
ALAMBANAPARIKSA

WITH COPIOUS EXTRACTS FROM VINITADEVA'S
COMMENTARY

A TREATISE ON THLE EXAMINATION Ol THL OBJECT-[-CAUSE]
OF CONSCIOUSNLSS

ADORATION TO ALL BUDDHAS AND BODHISATTVAS !

THOSE who accept that there exists an external thing which
serves as the object-cause (ilambana) of the consciousness of
the eye, etc. imagine either atoms to be [the ultimate object];
because they serve as causes of the consciousness ; or aggre-
gates of atoms; becausc the consciousness arises represent-
ing the image of the aggregates. Now [says the author H|

1. Though atoms serve as causes of the conscious-
ness (vijfiapts) of the sense-organs, they are not its actual
objects like the sense-organs ; because the consciousness
does not represent the image of the atoms.
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[As regards the nature of] the' object, [declares the
author,] consciousness grasps only the form of its own;
becausz it arises in that form *. Though * the atoms are causes
of consciousness, they do not possess the form reflected in
consciousness just like the sense-organs.' Therefore they
cannot become its actual objects (alambana).

Though* aggregates of atoms are alike the image of con-
sciousness, [they cannot become its actual objects ;] because

2a. The consciousness does not arise from what
is represented in it.

What * object produces the consciousness endowed with
the image of the object, is properly said to be the actual

The following extracts are translations from the French of
Vinitadeva's commentary on the Alambanapariksa. They are first
translated into French from the Tibetan version of the commentary
by Mrs. Susumu Yamaguchi and H. Meyer, and incorporated into
their French translations of the Alambanapariksa published in the
Journal Asiatique, Jan.-Mar. 1929,

' [The opponent says:] If consciousness were not capable
of being what possesses the form of atoms; it could perceive itself.
Why will not [then] the atoms, while producing the perception,
become the object (visaya) ? The author replies the following.

*Speaking otherwise, beyond the production of the form of
object, consciousness cannot conceive the object (vigaya).

‘That is to say, if a consciousness does not manifest itself
under one form particularly adapted (pratiniyata) to the atoms,
how can it conceive their proper existence? [And] if it does not
conceive [the atoms], how can they (atoms) become the object ?

' Though [the organ] is the cause [that produces conscious-
ness], it is not capable of being the object itself ; because the con-
sciousness which is born of this [organ] does not grasp the proper
nature of the organ.

*In order to refute the opinion of the opponent who maintains
that the aggregate is the object (artha), the author says the
following.

*[The opponent asks:] When one understands that [the re-
presentation] is not produced by this aggregate, why could not
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object* (alambana) of the consciousncss : becausc * that alone
is spoken of [in the $'dstra] as the productive cause of con-
sciousness.’ But the aggregates of atoms are not so (i.e. do
not give rise to consciousness) ;

2b. " Because they do not exist in substance just
like the double moon .

The double moon is perceived by a man] on account of
defects of his sensc-organs. But [this perception is not
produced by the double moon, as] there exists no object like
the double moon. Similarly the aggregates of atoms do not
exist in substance and cannot act as causes of consciousness.
Hence they are not its actual objects.

2¢c-d. Thus both the external things are unfit to
be real objects of consciousness.

this [aggregate] be the perceivable object (@lambana) ? The author
replies the following.

"\When consciousness occurs according to the form of the
object and this object produces consciousness, this object (artha)
is capable of being the perceivable object (wlambana).

“The following is reply to the question: Why is that which
produces [consciousness] only the percervable object ?

" The S'astra explains further that this object (artha) which is
the cause (hetu) of the production of the mind and mental things
(cittacaitta) and which gives the designations (vyavah@ra) to this
object (artha) when the mind and mental things have been produced,
is [precisely] the perceivable object (@lambana).

10}

This is reply to the question: Why is not the aggregate
what produces [the representation] ?

""For example, since a second moon does not exist in sub-
stance (dravyatas), it is not capable of being the object (bhava)
of the cause of the perception C;Eua) which appears as if it is a
second moon : in the same way the aggregate is no longer the cause
of the perception which appears as if it is [the aggregate] itself.
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The external things, atoms and their aggregates cannot
serve as the actual objects of consciousness, as both of them
are defective in one or other respect.”

3a-b. “Some [acaryas] hold that the combined
form of atoms (sancitakara) is the cause of con-
sciousness.

All" things arc possessed of many forms; they are
perccived in one or other form of many.* Even in atoms,
therefore, there exists the aspect which produces the con-
sciousness possessed of the combined form "

" That is, (1) when, for the thesis of atoms, though there is
causality (hetutva), there is no form (@kara), and (2) when, for the
thesis of aggregate, though there is form, there is no causality.

" Having thus refuted these two theses, the author examines a
third thesis of some of the advocates of the external things
(b@hyartha), vic., Vagbhata, etc.

" What does it matter what exists in atoms, they all exist
substantially (dratyatas). Therefore, since they exist substantially,
the state of combination (sancitikara) is capable of being itself the
cause of knowledge (vijt@na). The atoms are thus the object
(visaya) in another manner.

[The author asks of these opponents:] Is it not that the
character of atoms is well-known to be very subtle > [Now] where
is found in these [very subtle atoms] such a state of combination
(sancitii-kara) > How can there be two contradictory characters in
a single [thing] ?

[The opponents reply:] All the material things are composed
of four great elements (caturmahabhiita) and since these latter
possess the characters of colour, of odour, etc., there is what
possesses several characters. Just as there are several characters in
the atoms which are composed of four great elements, so also there
are several characters in the state of combination. Thus all things
have several characters, but one cannot see all of them at the
same time.

" Because their powers being differently aflected, the organs
cannot cognise all the objects (artha) at the same time.

¥ Having proved that in the atoms there is the combination,
one, further proves that in the atoms there is the cause which
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3c-d. The" atomic form does not become the
object of consciousness just like the attributes such as
solidity, etc.

Just as the attributes, solidity and others, though existent
in atoms, are not perceived by the visual consciousncss, so
also the atomic form ".

4a-b. In that case, the [different] perceptions of a
pot, cup, etc. will be identical ™.

Though the atoms of a pot arc greater in number and
that of a cup [less], there enists no distinction whatever
amongst the atoms ™.

produces the perception manifesting itself as if it is a combination,
It 1s, one asserts, the two parts of the perceivable objects (ilamba-
nasya dvibhiga) which lack in the two |previous] propositions.
When one says that the existence of cause produces the perception,
he asserts the causality. \When one says that what manifests itself
as if a combination [produces the perception], he supposes the form,
and he proves the reality (astitva) of the state of combination.

Y If there is in the atoms the state of combination which is
their gross character, how can one call them atoms ? [The opponent
continues the following].

"1t is so because the powers of the organs are differently
affected (pratiniyata). Likewise, though [there are atoms] they are
no longer [capable of being object of the visual perception].

" The author, wishing to refute the third proposition, asks :
What state of combination do you want to assert in the atoms ?,
land he adds:] In all cases, it is well-known that the vase and cnup,
etc., are combinations [of atoms]. In such case, what state exists
in the atoms * If you say : “ It is the state of vase,” the perception
of vase will arise in all the combinations of the cup, etc. If you
say : “ It is the state of the cup,” the perception of the cup will arise
in all [the combinations of the vase, etc.]. Therefore the [different]
perceptions (prthagbuddhi) called in certain case “ perception of
the vase” and in some other case “ perception of the cup * will
not arise.

"The opponent says: With regard to the vase, atoms are
numerous : with regard to the cup, they are a few ; one recognises
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4c. If [the opponent says that] the perception
differs in accordance with differences in the forms of
the pot and others ;

If you think that the parts of the pot, etc. neck, etc. [and
that of the cup] are different, whereby these differentiating
clements differentiate their respective cognitions. True, this
differentiating element exists in the pot, ctc.

4d-5a. But it never exists in the atoms which
exist in substance, because the atoms are absolutely
identical in their dimensions *'.

Though * the atoms arc different in substance, there
exists absolutcly no distinction in their atomic size * (pari-
mandalya).

equally atoms either many or a few in other cases ; therefore there
exists a distinction (viseesa) of perception made by * many” or
“afew”.

The author replies : The distinction in the perception (buddhi-
visesa) is not capable of being made by “a few,” or * many " : for
though in the vase there arc many atoms and la few) in the cup,
however therc is, when the question is the character of atoms, no
difference which exists in itself. Therefore it will happen that in
the case of numerous atoms, one will have a large vessel, and in the
case of a few atoms, one will have a small one; but it will not
happen that in the same state of combination the perception of the
vase will arise in the case where there are many atoms; and that the
perception of the cup will arise in the case where there are a few.

*The difference is not found any longer in what is called the
exiguous sphericity (parimandalya) of atoms.

" The opponent asks: Is it not that the atoms of the vase are
precisely of one substance (dravya) other [than the cup), and that
the atoms of the cup are also of one substance other [than the
vase]? And how can one say that there is no difference in measure ?
The author replies the following.

B The difference in form dves not reside in the atoms. Just as
whatever they may be and however numerous they may be, they all
exist in the substance, so whatever may be their measures, the atoms
are all of an exiguous sphericity, and this sphericity of the atoms is
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5b. Therefore™ the differentiation goes along with
things substantially non-existent.

The difference in forms lies only in the empirical things,”
but not in the atoms®. The ™ pot and other things are only
empirically true.

5c-d. For, if you remove one by one the atoms
[of the pot, etc.] the perception illuminating the image
of the pot, etc. will immediately vanish away.

Even ™ if that which is connected with them (sambandhin)
is excluded, what substantially exist, do not ccase to produce
their own cognitions, as for example, the colour [blue,] * ete.

precisely their unique character. Therefore how could one differ-
entiate the perception [by means of] the difference of atoms ? One
will assert to this that the state of combination is gross. Now, since
the atoms exist in substance, they ought to exist in “ being which
has no extension ", otherwise, if they had extension (digbhaga),
they would not be capable of existing in substance. Therefore,
since the atoms are not extended, wherefrom comes the difference of
arrangement ?

* Having thus refuted the difference of forms of atoms, the
author concludes the following.

* Because they are extended.

™ Because they are not extended.

¥ According to the Vaislesikas, the vase, [cup], etc. are substan-
tially existent. If the Vairesika asks: How do you know that

what are called vase, [cup), etc. exist by convemion ? The author
replies the following.

"[The Vais'esika continues:] If one would exclude [entirely]
the atoms one after another, the perception which possesses the
representation of the vase, etc. having not arisen, how might it
result form this that the vase, [cup), etc. might exist conventionally ?
The author replies the following.

?If the vase, [cup] etc. were substantial beings, if even what
is connected with them, was entirely excluded, they would not
cease [to produce] the perception [of colour, etc].

[The Vaislegika replies :] If one excludes entirely the atoms one
after another, the cohesion (samyoga) which produces (Grambha)

7
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It is™, therefore, rationally deduced that the objects of differ-
cnt sensual cognitions do not exist externally.

6ac. It is the object (artha) which exists inter-
nally in knowledge itself as a knowable aspect and
which appears to us as if it exists externally.

Though ” the external things are denied, what exists
internally in knowledge itself [i.e. its knowable aspect]

the substance, being destroyed, and [consequently, if] the vase
is destroyed, is it not that the perception does not arise any
more? \What prevents the vase, |cup] etc. from being existent
[substiantally] always (servadu) and wherever this may be (sar-
vatra) [without their destruction].

[The author replies:] If the vase and other substantial things
formed of parts (avayavidravya) exist beyond the atoms, when one
says that the vase, [cup] etc. are constituted by atoms, is he
willing to say (1) that the atoms exist in proper being as numerous
as they may be, or (2) that they exist partly? In the [second]
case, what is beyond the elements that produce one whole (avayavin)
exists by means of a single element of this whole owing to which
this [whole] is going to exist there ; if [as in the first case] what is
beyond the constituent elements does not exist that is going to exist
in [its] proper nature [svarfipena)] howerer numerous the atoms
may be; thus, the atoms as numerous as they may be, become one
whole : vase, cup,] etc. consequently, when the umity component
(that is to say the atoms) of the whole is destroyed, this whole does
not exist any more substantially ; because if it existed'again, one
would assert simultaneously several contradictory states (bhdva).

* Having thus proved that three propositions are not capable
of [demonstrating] that the external object is the perceivable object
(@lambana), [the author says) in conclusion: Since the atoms are
not capable of being the perceivable object, therefore, etc.

“ Having thus refuted the principal doctrines of other schools
whose proposed theories could be destroyed by means of well-
established reasonings, the author, now, wishing to establish his
principal doctrine on the perceivable object, says the following.

* The opponent says: If there was no external object, is it
not true that there would not be any conditional cause (pratyaya)
of the perceivable object of consciousness ?

[The author veplies :] Here, one is not in the error of non-exis-
tence of the conditional cause of the perceivable object ; for, .
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and appears to us as though it is existent externally, serves as
a condition of the actual object (ilambanapratyaya) [to con-
sciousness ®].

6c-d. Because * consciousness is the essence [of
the external object] and that [object essence of which
is consciousness] acts as the condition [to conscious-
ness).”

The internal consciousness appears as [manifold external]
object (artha) and also arises from that [objective aspect of
its own*]. Thus the internal consciousness is endowed with
two parts (i.c. image and causc) [which circumstance is absent
in all the previous propositions] and thercfore what cxists
internally in the consciousness (i.c. the objective aspect) is the
object-condition (dlambanapratyaya) to the consciousness,

If only the objective appcarance of consciousness is
experienced, [it will be a part of the consciousness and ap-
pearing simultancously with it]. How can a part of

" For example, for the eye-diseased person (taimirika), appear-
ances of hairs, flies, etc., appear in the perception with the forms
of hairs, flies, etc., [reall. Likewise, since the knowable aspect
(grahya-bhaga) is capable of being charactenstic of the object

(artha), one calls it the conditional cause of the perceivable object
(@lambana).

" Ths opponent asks again: Then how could the knowable
aspect be the characteristic of the perceivable object? The author
answers the following.

“ And also because, thanks to the maturity of impregnations
(vasana =perfume) frequently repeated of the blue, yellow, etc., the
perception (jlana) arises 1n possessing the characteristic of the blue,
yellow, etc., this charactenistic is the conditional cause of con-
sciousness.

¥ Mrs. S. Yamaguchi and H. Meyer, probably on the authority
of Vinitadeva, translate this passage thus: As consciousness
[through the characteristics] of the object (artha) [which existsj
internally (i.e., subjectively) (=the knowable aspect) possesses the
characteristic of this object, this characteristic existing, the
consciousness arises.
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consciousness and appearing simultaneously be a condition to
the consciousness” [itself] ?

7a. [Though™ the external object] is only a part
[of the internal consciousness,] it is a condition (pratyaya)
[to the consciousness], because it is invariably associa-
ted with the consciousness.

[ The objective aspect of consciousness,] though arising
simultaneously with it, becomes condition to [the conscious-
ness] which is produced by other [conditions]. *Logicians
(naiydyika) say as below : The possession of existence (bhdva)
[by existcnce] and of non-existence (abhdva) [by non-exist-
ence| is the characteristic sign of successive productions of
the cause and result, [this result] possessing the cause."”

¥ [The opponent says:] In all cases, one comprehends that
what is perceivable internally existent (7.e., subjectvely) in the con-
sciousness, be thus the appearance itself (  what appears). But, he
will say, if this perceivable object (@lambana) appears as an appear-
ance designed (dessinée) by the character of what is perceivable
(fMeyakira), this perceivable object will be what appears at the
same time as a part of this [appearance). How could [such an
appearance] be conditional cause (pratyaya) [of the object per-
ceivable by the consciousness] ?

If it was possible, this would be “ oneself made by oneself " or,
the knowable aspect (grahyabhiga) would produce the knowable
aspect (grahyabhdga); horns of the right and left of the ox would
themselves produce one by the other; this would be a formidable
error (atiprasanga) [there].

*[To this objection the author replies the following].

®[The opponent says:] By means of discrimination of parts,
it would be possible that oneself makes oneself, how would 1t be
possible that it is what possesses the determinate cause (nimitta)
without the confusion between the being of cause and of its result ?
The author replies the following.

“That is to say, at the moment when the knowable aspect
exists, the perception exists also; when it does not exist, [the per-
ception] exists no more. Consequently these two [existences] which
arise simultaneously are capable of being the cause and its result,
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ol',“

7b. It becomes condition also in succession by

transmitting the force © (sakts).

It* is also possible successively that the objective ap-
pearance of consciousness (arthdvabhdsa), in order to give
rise to a result homogeneous with itself, makes the force
(sakti) seated in the [storc-house] consciousness, and it is
not contradictory " [to the reasoning].

“ Having thus explained that the existence (bhiva) of the
object (visaya) and the existence of that which perceives the object
(visayin) exist at the same time, the author, now, explains that the
existence of the object (visaya) and the existence of that which
perceives the object (visayin) arise also successively (kramena).

“\Vhen the knowable aspect disposes (dispose) the dominant
force, it objectivizes itself into a proper being which produces
successively [consciousness]. for, while destroying itself, this know-
able aspect deposits at this moment its dominant force on the
Alayavifiana. 1f therefore this dominant force produces ac-
companying factors (sahakarin) at the second moment, it will pro-
duce a consciousness homogeneous with [the dominant force], but
at this moment only.

If the [dominant force] at this moment, does not produce the
accompanying factors, when they arise in the third, fourth, or no
matter what instant, this [dominant force], they having matured,
wiil produce the same consciousness as this,

\When one has this comprehension, he has no more difficulties
“ oneself is made by oneself " or “ they arise at the same time "
and others.

Thus this blue and other [colours], the characteristics of the
knowable aspect, which existed in the precedent perception produce
the following perception which will have the characteristics of blue,
yellow, red and other [colours].

“The opponent says: If the dominant force (s:akti) produces
the perception (jfiana), the dominant force will be precisely the
object (visaya), while the precedent knowable aspect will not be the
object. [The author replies the following.]

“ If the dominant force is not determined (vyavasthita) [to the
action] by the knowable aspect, this dominant force will not produce
any more such perception. Consequently, since the perception
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[The opponent says:] If only the self of conscious-
ness constitutes the object-condition ; how should we explain
[the saying that] the visual consciousness arises depending
upon the cye and [form © (riipa) ] ?

[The author replies :]*

7c-d. What is the sense-organ is [nothing but]
the force itself [in consciousness] by virtue of its acting
simultaneously [with the object] as an auxiliary cause
(sahakarin) [for raising up of consciousness].

The ¥ scnse-organs are inferred from [the nature of] their
results to be only the forces of consciousness, but never
constituted of matters.”

which is born of the dominant force, is also product of the knowable
aspect, there is no any contradiction (virodha).

[The idea that the interior] possesses two modalities is precisely
possible according to the former proposition (paksa), for, the know-
able aspect producing the perception similar to itself, [the interior]
possesses two modalities.

“ 1t is so because, the eye acting simultaneously with the force
which had already appeared, had produced [visual] consciousness.
But if the interior form had not appeared previously to the eye, how
could it produce the visual consciousness in acting simulaneously
with the interior form ?

“If the organs are made by elements, [as the Sarvastivadins
assert,] there will be this difficulty raised by the opponent, but in
our opinion, the proper nature of the dominant force (sakti) which
one belicves as the organ itself and which acts simultaneously
[with the object (visaya)] is precisely the organ. Therefore, for us,
just as the form is interior, the eye also is an interior proper being.

“[The opponent asks :] How could one know that the organ is
the proper being of the dominant force? [The author replies the
following.]

* For, one could infer merely some cause in considering the
result, but one could not infer the genus (visesa) of the cause. For
example, one could infer the fire on merely seeing the smoke, but
one could not infer the genus of the fire and say if these are of
berbs, of leaves [that burning]; likewise, one could, solely by the
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8a. That force is not contradictory to the con-
sciousness."

That force be in consciousness, or in its self which is
of indescribable nature *'; there " is no difference in production
of the result.

8b-d. Thus™ the objective aspect (visayaripa)
[of consciousness] and the force (sakti) [called

fruit characteristic of consciousness, make inference on the
cause, but one could not deduce the genus of the cause, that is to
say that wluch has been made by the elements, etc.

“The opponent says: The dommant force (sakti) depends on
the possessor of that force (saktimat); for, without basis {(adhara),
the domimant force 15 not capable to exist. The possessor of the
force (s:akttmat) is one of the organs: now this lorgan] itself has
been constituted by the elements.

The author answers: If once considers the representation
(vijRapti) of consciousness, [the conception] of one basis for the
dominant force is not contradictory. This being admitted, if one
basis 15 necessary, the consciousness (vijiEna) itself is capable of
being this basis (asraxya) : for, in the consciousness, there is a proper
being which knows the object (visaya) and [at the same lime‘iea
proper being which knows itself (svasamvedana).

“The opponent replies: while the dominant force residing in
this {organ] made by the elements, produces one fruit different
[from that of consciousness] the dominant force residing in
consciousness produces [in 1ts turn] one fruit different [from that
which a compound of elements would produce]. [Now, you assert
that: the organ consists in the dominant force [and] however the
fruit of elements and that of consciousness are different : the organ
does not reside thus in the domunant force, but 1t is necessarily
composed of the elements, thus the dominant force would be
capable of being sometime in consciousness and sometime in the
proper nature inexplicable (anirdes'ya) (that is 10 say in the organ).

*' The author replies: There is no any difference in the produc-
tion of the fruit ; for, in all manner (sarvatha), to see the form, [to
hear the sound,: etc. are simply productions of the dominant force.

?[The opponent asks:] Then what is thus the cause of the
dominant force of the organ ?

The author replies: Just as consciousness arises from
the dominant force of the organ, so this dominant force of the
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sense-organ] go mutually conditioned from immemorial
time.

Depending upon the force (sakti) called eye, and the
interior form (antah ripa) arises the consciousness which
appears as though it is the external object, but it arises un-
differentiated from the perceivable object. These ' two act
mutually conditioned without beginning in time (anadikala).
Sometime* when the force [called vasand] gets matured,
consciousness is transformed into a form of object (visayd-
kiratd) and somctime ” the force arises from [the conscious-
ness] endowed with the form of object.* The consci-
ousness and force, both may be said to be either different

organ arises equally from the previous consciousness which causes
the activity (avedha) of the organ, and this previous consciousness
arises from the dommnant force of the organ still more anterior.
Thus, etc.

“ The opponent asks: Then wherefrom does this dominant
force proceed ?

The author replies: The dominant force proceeds also from
the anterior consciousness which causes the activity of the organ;
this consciousness in its turn proceeds from a dominant force more
anterior, and this same dominant force proceeds from a conscious-
ness still more anterior which has caused the activity of the organ.
Thus these two, etc.

* Having thus explained that the dominant force of the organ
and consciousness are beings (bhava) of the cause (hetu) and
of the fruit (phala), the author, now, in order to explain that the
dominant force and consciousness are reciprocally mutual causes
and this without commencement in time, says : Sometime, etc.

* The translation of this passage is done according to Para-
mirtha. According to Vinitadeva, French translators have done
thus : Sometime, in [the mind which possesses] the form of this
[object] it is the dominant force [which is produced].

* Then at this moment, the cause and its fruit arising recipro-
cally in an uninterrupted continuity, one says that the time is
without commencement.
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from or identical with one another as one may¥ like.
Thus® the interior object [which is not different from consci-
ousness) is endowed with two factors, [image and cause] and
therefore it is logically concluded that consciousness lalone]
is transformed into [external] object (visaya).

The treatise on the examination of the object composed
by Acarya Dinnaga is complete.

¥ The opponent asks: Are the dominant force of the organ
and that of the object different from the consciousness or not ? If
they are different, there is only difference in denominations, but the
object is the same ; because lat this moment] one admits (pratijna)
an organ and a perceivable object (@lambana) apart from con-
sciousness. If they are not different, one could not say that this
dgminant force is the organ and that this dominant force is the
object.

The author replies: The dominant forces are the proper
nature (Gtman) of differentiations (visesa) of a stage (avasth@d)
and they exist conventionally (samvrtyd); therefore, relying upon
the mundane designation (laukikavyavahara) one could, as he Iskes,
say that [sometime] consciousness on the one hand and [the
organ and the object] on the other are of different nature (anyatva)
and [sometime] of non-different nature (ananyatva), See addi-
tional notes.

For, thus, some things which exist conventionally are in certain
case designated by different denominations ; for example, one says
“the perfume of the sandalwood” [now, the perfume is not the
same thing as the sandalwood] and in some other case they are
designated by non different [denominations]; for example, one says
“ the vase is in such matter ", etc. [now, the vase could not exist
beyond the matter which constitutes].

* Thus, having demonstrated that the perceivable object
(alambana) is truly interior, the author in conclusion, says the
following.

8



ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF DHARMA-
PALA’S COMMENTARY ON THE
ALAMBANAPARIKSA

IN order to light up the wisdom
In the vicious-and-dull-minded men, and
In order to let them extirpate their evils who spoke,

I pay homage to Him and investigate the [true]
meaning [of the text].

Some philosophers accept the external things
as object-causes of the consciousness of the
eye and others.

The fruit of investigation comprises the rejection
of what is rejectable and the adoption of what is worth
adopting ; therefore the cause for both is set forth here.
The word' * others " includes the five-fold conscious-
ness which arises having the support of material objects
and the senses as accepted by other schools of philosophy.
They conceive that the senses are directed each to an
(invariable external] real object. But the conscious-
ness born of the mind [as the sixth organ] is not to be
accepted as correct; for, it is not directed to an

. ‘Read in the Sanskrit text p. 21, lines 7—9, 3 oyfwi
s @fmmaafafar ewwh |
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invariable real object, but to an object which is only
conventionally true, for example, the chariot ’ and the
like. Though it may be permitted that the mental
consciousness is conditioned by a real object endowed
with parts® (qvayavin); yet it grasps also an object
which is not its own and which lacks a form similar
to one reflected in consciousness. But for the con-
sciousness of the eye and others, there is well-known
separate object invariably associated with each of the
senses. No such fixity of object is arrived at in the
case of mental consciousness.

Moreover, the Truth in its essence is to be realised
inwardly by a knowledge born of the repeated practice
of trance, and never becomes the object of the dis-
criminative thought (farka=manas); and again it ap-
pears as though it is perceivable, yet it shines as object
only of a supreme knowledge born of contemplating
what is heard and what is thought out, [and not at all
of the mental consciousness]. Thus the object of the
mental consciousness becomes absolutely non-existent.
For, this object can be no capable of being condition-
cause at the moment of its origination ;* nor can it be
so in the past and future moments, because the things
of past and future are non-entities just like the uncom-
posite elements of existence, [ether, etc]. For this

' Cf. Tattvas. pafi. p. 206; Nyayavartika, p. 80—1 where
different explanations are given for rathadivat.

* Read in the Sanskrit text p. 21, line 11, agfy aNfigrEaafy.
\

‘I Read in the Sanskrit text p. 22, line, 4 ¥GHRYN for Gyt |
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reason, the word “ others” is said to include the body
of five sorts of consciousness.

Then, if [you say that] the mental consciousness
owes its existence to what is brought home by the sensual
consciousness ;* how is that also possible? It cannot
take place either in the same moment as the sensual
consciousness or in the immediate next moment. It
is not possible in the immediate next moment, be-
cause the object like the colour, etc., has already been
vanished away in the immediate next moment. Nor
does the object of the present moment become condi-
tion to it, because it has been grasped by sensual
consciousness.

[If you say that] the mental consciousness grasps
naturally the external object of its own accord, then
there will be no possibility of existence of the blind or
deaf,' etc. [To accept] a sense faculty other than the
eye, etc. is contradictory to the inferential knowledge.
The denial of extra material object [which may suit to
the mental consciousness being gladly admitted, why
should we entertain a bias for the mental consciousness
alone? To the visual and other consciousness material
things serving as supporting causes become bases.
[But to the mental consciousness there is no such thing
as basis.) What is short of basis, has by nature no

* Read in the text, p. 22, line, 6, SFrafwrmgEraTSs FfewE |
Whole discussion below, cf. mﬁqﬁ, 11, 239—244,

* Cf. Tattvas. pafi. p. 825 ; Ny#yabindutika. p. 10.
"Read in the Sanskrit text, p. 22, line 12, wgaifwt
EENITERGY, ST Wk



DHARMAPALA'S COMMENTARY 59

function to perform, and therefore is to be non-existent ;
[e.g. ether). So also is the case with the mind.

[Though] the object (alambana) may be [proved
by] the perceptive knowledge, yet, since it consists in
the nature of being grasped® (grahyasvabhava), it is
absolutely unreal. So we consider it right to reject
the nature of its being object (2lambanata) and thereby
the nature of its being basis (@s'ryayata). However, the
force (vakts) which constitutes the sense faculty and
which acts simultaneously [with consciousness] will
imagin it to exist.

An external thing, etc.

It is perceived that there is some object other than
this [consciousness). This [consciousness] makes known
[to us] something opposite [to itself]. That something
is called object since it is [as it were] capable of being
grasped by an entity other than itself.

How could one say that something (e.g. perception)
depends upon mere collocation’ (s2magri) ? For, the
collocation is not properly a substance. [If one argues
that we should accept that principle in accordance with
the Tathagata’s teaching in respect of the two-fold
Truth, failing which] the Tathagata’s Truth will be
far amiss from correctly understood. This argument
goes by itself against the reasonings preceding and

* Cf. Nyayavartika, p. 521 where some anumana is referred
to thus: A faesafafter frear: mwem IefeEm « areTdia p. 656 :
o Ry @l samre—a faeo |

* This seems to be a reference to the Midhyamika's stand-
point. Cf. GRIT a8, etc., in the Bbavasadkréinti sitra, § 11,
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succeding. But, for my own part ; where is [the possi-
bility of] incurring such a fallacy ? For, I have accepted
that it depends upon a substance (dravya) as well as
collocation (samagri). Now it follows that even if
some other objection is raised, that also may be taken
to be answered.

* They postulate the subtle atom

Though the subtle atom perishes as soon as it
appears, yet two substances serve as a cause, but not
collocation [of atoms). For example, things, colour
and others, though they are simultaneously present
before the senses, become objects [only of their
respective senses] without any confusion on account of
the fact that the faculty of grasping a particular object
is fixedly assigned to each sense. All substances are
perishing, yet the double™ atom which is capable of
existing [at the time of grasping] serves as the object-
cause.

* Because the atom serves as cause for that.”

" The word “that” means the consciousness of the
eye, etc. It arises on a contact [of the sense-organ]
with the object constituted of parts. So say some
[Acaryas] : Among the causes, that which acts as the
productive cause becomes its actual object."

* Contrast the Tattvasaigrahapafi. p. 55 ZUUGITREamgN: |

Bhavaviveka calls 2 atoms as a dravya v. Ui, Vaidesika philos-

ophy, p. 131.
" Read in the Sanskrit text p. 23, line 14: & Syresw: :

gy AmEr SR | CF. Slokaviirtika, p. 285 ;] STewedar.
R |
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“ Or some others postulate the aggregate
of atoms”

The advocates of this doctrine say that the aggre-
gate formed of atoms serves as the actual object of
consciousness.

“ Because consciousness arises represent-
ing the image of the aggregate of atoms.”

The aggregate is believed to be the actual object
of consciousness, since it is born of the aggregate
[and endowed with its image]. It is as somebody says :
“ A thing whose form is represented in a consciousness
is really its object.”™ Both these disputants say:
[Here the following thesis is intended to be formulated :
consciousness has an aggregate thing as its object;
because it is endowed with the form of that aggregate
object]. Now, if [the idealist objects that] this reason is
invalid and cannot be formulated as such ; for, it lacks
an appropriate example just as the second reason which
could prove the validity of the first one does. [Moreover,
says the idealist, the reason is not recognised by us;
because we do not accept that the image represented in
consciousness pertains to an external aggregate thing,
nor do we consider real the aggregate apart from its parts
i.e. atoms. Therefore we do not have anything external
corresponding to the gross form found in consciousness.
We may now, answer that] the general quality of atoms
(paramanusamanyalaksapa) while acting as actual

"We may conveniently read in Sanskrit p. 23, lige 20,
% fge aqe@e, etc. Cf. Pramanavartika: @

T CERSAY 0 Vitti ; SIS S |
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object of consciousness will cause a gross form to
appear in it. But if you assume that there is no
external thing which may serve as a cause to conscious-
ness®; [then] there is a fault of the subject of your
thesis being contradicted in its own character. So also
is your probandum (dharma = sadhyadharma) unknown
to us.* If you say that what has been recognised by the
opponent as an accepted fact, can only be formulated as
an appropriate example, then the same is also to be
applied in respect of Probandum [you cannot prove
by means of inference a thing which is impossible to
prove).

However, one whose mind is bent on supreme
pramana, says : By what reason the two reasons, source
of dispute can be made valid, that reason is not to be
found because of lack of example which is recognised
both by us. Hence in what manner may the repre-
sentation of the image in consciousness be established
as valid reason 7"

* Though atoms serve as causes,” etc.
as accepted [by the advocates of atoms, that is, soine of
the early Buddhists and Jains]. The atom by itself
cannot serve as the cause of the consciousness for the
reason that it is not perceived and hence non-existent ;

¥ Vijhanam Svarthsalambanai is the thesis of the VijGana-
vidin. This view has been much criticised by Kumadrila and
Udyoh.h)m; (Slokavartika and N. Vartika with Tika and N. Sttra
1V, 2, 26).
“ Read in Sanskrit p 24, line 4 : afifw; creaRRIw:Ea1 1 Fur
|

B Read in Sanskrit: 3qTEEN: VAT |
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yet the body of atoms does so. However, they become
objects mutually unconnected."
* Like the senses ".

Just as a sense-faculty, though it serves as a basis
of the association of consciousness, never becomes its
object ; because it does not bear the image of the sense-
faculty ; so also atoms. \What do not possess the image
of consciousness are not considered to be its objects.
Therefore it is said :

[25] * That is the object

“The form of its own” means the image of
consciousness itself. * Consciousness grasps’ means
it determines.”

How is it known that consciousness grasps only the
form of its own ?

“ Because it arises in that form."”

This refers to the mind, (the preceding moment of
consciousness]. Consciousness arises in a form which
resembles the mind. When there is a mutual correspon-
dence or co-ordination (sariipya) between the conscious-
ness and the object-image, then we call it grasping
of the object by consciousness.® In fact, for you, there
is no object grasped beyond consciousness. How could
you, then, explain the causality of the object non-
existent apart from consciousness for rising up of its

¥ According to Kiasmira Vaibhdsikas and Bhadanta Vasu-

bandbu atoms never get combined, (na sprsanti), see. Additional
Notes below.

¥ Read in Sanskrit : @i @GR 77 | fiafad firfigd )
" Cf. Pramégavir. vitti, p. 230 : TN javive |
9
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consciousness ? Yet there is already in the preceding
moment the object-image. When this object-image is
brought home in the self of consciousness just like an
image in the mirror, it is considered that the conscious-
ness has grasped its object, [and also that the latter has
produced the former]. The self of the double atom
does not represent the image reflected upon conscious-
ness. If it does so, then wec may consider the atom
also to be its object.

* Like the sense organ "

Though it serves as the cause, it becomes no object.
If you accept that whichever is cause, is object, then the
sense-faculty also could possibly become object. [Itis
also not possible to argue that mere causality is not crite-
rion for its being object of consciousness, but a causal ele-
ment which is endowed with the image felt in conscious-
ness is so; because] it has already been stated that the
reason, the possession of the image in consciousness
suffers a fallacy of its being not established. Thus we
have to concede that the mind, s.e. the preceding mo-
ment of consciousness serves not merely as cause [of the
following moment of consciousness], but it appears
both as the sense-faculty as well the image of the object.

If you establish as the cause what has been
stated above, s.., atoms™; then, atoms being the cause,
how does it follow that the same becomes object?
[If you say that the causality and objectivity are
mutually concomitant and found invariably together]

" Read in Sanskrit p. 25, line 16 : AR T[] Wy, etc.
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then, the sense-faculty being the cause, that also
will become object. [Because the sense-faculty
never becomes object of any consciousness] the said
concomitance incurs [26] a fallacy of inconclusiveness.
Such being your proposition, we establish ® this :

“ Because atoms do not possess the form
reflected in consciousness,” etc.

Why is this sentence ? It purports to establish our
own proposition. One cannot consider one’s proposition
to be established by merely criticising other’s thesis.
In order to formulate his own proposition, (Acarya says
thus:) thesis: atoms do not become objects of consci-
ousness ; reason : because they do not manifest the form
found in their consciousness; example: like a sense-
faculty.

If the above phrase indicates that this is the reasén
for this proposition, it would follow that the author of the
Sastra having first set forth his opponent’s proposition,
propounds his own one which goes in agreement with
his opponent’s. And now the author, having paid his
attention to the refutation of the opponent's proposition,
would exhibit many defects upon it and set it aside
ultimately. [In arguing thus] the thesis which never
varies that (s.e. reason) will be asserted. Other thesis
which always varies [the reason] will be dissented.

At the outset the opponent raises an objection
(d@igana) [to the above proposition] pointing out to its
inconclusive reasoning. How false a syllogism you

® Read in Sanskrit p. 26, line 1: 34T ¥ 1 [31¢ 1]
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have formulated! Even the ordinary folk says that
the reason which is found separated from and
never associated with the object to be proved
(sadhya) is not at all a reason, but such reason gives
rise to the doubt as to the existence of the object to be
proved. Therefore you should formulate some other
syllogism. Your reason “ The atoms do not possess
the form reflected in consciousness" may sometimes
exist in the atoms whose innate natures are undeter-
mined. But the resolve is not correct that conscious-
ness always arises in co-ordination with the image [of
the object]. Therefore there is no room for your deter-
mination that the atoms do not possess the form reflect-
ed in consciousness. It ought to be stated on the other
hand, that they are of indeterminate natures. However,
this much is certain that what produces consciousness
does not become its object just like the atom of sense-
faculty. There are well-known other different causes
which produce the visual consciousness ; none of them
makes known to us the innate natures of atoms, because
consciousness never exhibits their forms.

What has been stated in respect of the sensual
consciousness may also be equally applied to the other
types of consciousness. The sense-faculty given above
as example is in fact stated with a view of particulari-
sation (pradarsanartham) and other example may also
be obtained by way of implication (artk@patts). Thus
the statement of the above reason also becomes useless.

[27) [The author replies:] The atom, though it func-
tions as cause, becomes no actual object of consciousness,
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and with this intention the above statement was made.
It is so lest the sound and other atoms should cause
to raise up the consciousness of other sense-organ.
Someone says: In the self of consciousness the grose
form is not perceived ; hence it is not object of itself
just like the atom of the sense-faculty. Because the
theory that the image of consciousness is due to the bring-
ing home of the real object-image upon consciousness
is not reasonable, the saying that no gross-form is
perceived as appertaining to consciousness is very ap-
propriate.”

Thus we have spoken that

* atoms are not objects of consciousness.”

The reason for this is that they do not possess the
form [that is experienced in consciousness] and that the
hypothesis that they are its objects is not well proved
by any means of knowledge (pramana).

If so, [the opponent says,] then, let the aggregate
of atoms be its object. [That could not be possible.]
If you, [says the author,] desire to prove your proposi-
tion on the ground that all things spoken of (in the
world) are established (as real); [then, I may reply
that] your reason is not an established one; this
will be a true logic.

“ Though the aggregate possesses the image

of consciousness .

" Cf. Pramfgav. vrtti, I1, 211 : germid 4 9 % T wiwieeaql-
o

"It is not clear what the author has replied in regard to the
fallacy of reason that has been pointed out by the opponent.
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And it may become object; yet it does not act as
its cause. For,

“ consciousness does not arise from the aggregate.”

Aggregate-consciousness bears a form (similar to)
the aggregate. But it does not produce consciousness.
How can this be the cause for it? Since it has no
characteristic of an object (zlambanalaksana), it could
not (be proved to) exist. As regards the nature of what
has been previously spoken of, s.e., atom, it lacks the
form felt in consciousness. What is, then, char-
acterised as object ?

* Every object which necessarily produces the
consciousness possessed of the image similar
to itself (s.e., the object), is said to be its proper
object .

[28] In accordance with [the process of arising of}
the object-consciousness, [we say that] what is a produc-
tive cause of consciousness, that is only its object. Some-
body says: Every object necessarily is the cause of
the mind and mental elements. This object having
produced [consciousness] is spoken of as if it was really
grasped [by its consciousness] and then it was always
designated as its actual object. What object possesses
the two-fold characteristic (s.e., causality and form) that
becomes object. When there arises the fact of produc-
tion, [the talk of it as) object (@lambana) also arises.
It is said in the scripture: When this fact arises, (or
exists), this (other) fact also arises. This formula re-
fers to the theory of dependent causation.
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Since what is the productive cause for that con-
sciousness is a condition for production, we assume
that this is a thing [to serve] as object. At the first
sight of a thing only the thing-in-itself (svalakgana) is
perceived and nothing more; so we do not call the
more (i.e., generality) as object (alambana).

" The aggregate of atoms does not produce
consciousncss ; because it is not an entity in
substance ".

The aggregate is not a real entity; because it
cannot be described either as different from or as one
with its constituents. \Vhichever is nonentity has pos-
sibly no efficiency of producing any result.

“ Like the double moon ".

The second moon does not cause to raise up the
consciousness of the second moon [as it does not exist
in substance]. If so, what is the cause of representing
that image [in consciousness]?

* Because of the defect of the senses .

When the eye has its sight disturbed by cataract
and other diseases, then the appearance of the double
moon appears and that, too, not as a real entity.

[29] “ The double moon-cognition has not
an object, though the image of the double moon
is reflected in it .

The double moon does not become object of its con-
sciousness though the latter is endowed with the image
of the double moon; because this does not produce
consciousness.
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“ Similarly the aggregate, as it does not
exist in substance, does not act as cause for
its consciousness ".

Since it is not a real entity just like the double
moon, it proves certain that the aggregate is not at all
the cause. Hence

“ It does not become object.”

Here again the word “ the double moon " is re-
peated. The example of the double moon, it is to be
understood, shows the reason, the possession of the
image [by consciousness] to be an inconclusive one. The
existence of an object for every consciousness can also be
achieved through a common logic ; hence your proposi-
tion involves the defect of contradiction. [This argu-
ment is not valid; for] the visual consciousness arises
through the eye (only), but neither through the aggre-
gate such as a patch of blue, etc. nor through the atom ;
since the consciousness is not produced by both of them
just like the consciousness born of the senses other the
eye. This example is acceptable to all. So nothing
else is to be mentioned.

The example, “ the double moon” does not exist
in substance, hence that, having the nature of uncausal
object, proves the same (f.e. absence of the cause
for the aggregate-consciousness). Though the double
moon-consciousness is endowed with the image of the
double moon, there is no real object [corresponding to
it]. The expression also happens even in the absence
of its causal object.
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If you ask me: Well, there exists no second moon ;
how does one directly perceive the two images of the
moon ? Let me explain this. Because of some potent
force (s'akti) laid down within consciousness, it appears
as though it is the consciousness endowed with the
image of the second moon. Just as a man, while asleep,
dreams that he actually sees many objects, and also
imagines in dream that he discharges so many false
acts; so also he imagines another moon upon the single
moon.

[30] Some philosophers ® say : \Vhen the eye-consci-
ousness happens to exist simultaneously [with its alam-
bana)] and since it has been criticised that both these
under such circumstances, arise in order, .. one after the
other, immediately after these two images, a mental
thought arises murmuring: ‘ I perceive the second moon.’

Some others say: It is due to a mistake in num-
ber * [of the two instead of one] in the moon, that mis-
take, too, happens out of the defect in the organ of the
sight. If you do not admit the proposition of an external
object, then the vision of gross form will be merely a
perversive thought.

[The author says: ] Mental consciousness does not
arise immediately after the eye-consciousness and its
alambana coming into exisience [as you previously
stated], but it does so only simultaneously and depend-
ing upon the images of these two. Then, [asks the op-
ponent,] how does an understanding arise that I see the

® See Pramanavirtika, 11, 294 . A/ AR (= wirew:) |1
% See Prakaragapaficiki, p. 38, verses 56—60.
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double moon ? [The author replies : If you stick to your
view,] tell me: why does not the cognition arise of the
double sound at a time immediately after the sound-
object and its consciousness being present ? It is also
impossible to assume that the mental consciousness
arises successively in the case of a man who possesses the
organ of the eye in a sound condition. Tell me, on what
basis, are accomplished many and different things : the
material objects, senses, their consciousness and their
cognizable varieties [without intervention of the mental
consciousness] ? [So we must accept that there also arises
simultaneously the mental consciousness by virtue of
which we are able to congnize many and varied things.]

One who says that I perceive the single moon as
double and accepts that there is the external object
apart from consciousness, how will that man also
explain the mistake in number causing the delusion
of the double moon to arise? [That is to say, he
must also resort to the aid of mental consciousness to
explain it satisfactorily.]

* As both atoms and their aggregates are de-
fective in one or other respect, they are not real
objects of consciousness.”

The alambana consists in two parts, vis. repre-
sentation of its own image and causality for its con-
sciousness. The atom lacks in the first part, s.e. its
image is not represented in consciousness, and the
aggregate is devoid of the second part, s.e., causality.
Thus these two defects as have been discussed, point
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out to the identity between the object and its con-
sciousness.

[31] “ Some Acaryas hold that the combined
form of atoms (saficitakara) is the cause of
consciousness "',

In each atom there exists the combined form. That
alone is perceived as the gross form in proportion to
the number of atoms. That combined form, too, is
real and produces the consciousness of the form of its
self ; because it exists in substance.

‘It becomes the actual object " ;

because it fulfils the said two conditions. This (com-
bined form) is already an accomplished fact. Hence
no question arises whether it is the same as the atom
itself or not so.

* All things are possessed of many forms ".

These atoms themselves are regarded as possessed
ot atomic form as well as combined forin. How can a
single element be described to possess two forms? All
things which are collocations of material elements are
considered to be of four great elements, earth, etc. as
their essence, and have many forms. They are naturally
possessed of distinct forces [each]. [For example,]
the image of the blue and other colours existing in a
substance-element and the same existing in a sense-
organ are known to be quite different [from each other].
In the atom, among many forms * there also exists the
combined form.”
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Only this form becomes object of the conscious-
ness of the eye, etc. So it becomes

“ the direct object of perception ".

If so, why do you not say that cognition of atoms is
possessed of combined form ? [You admit that] the atom
is of combined form. Why do you not likewise admit
that its cognition is also of the combined form ? Why
do you only say:

“There exists the combined form in the atom "

[32] This sentence, having the nature of a sentence
formulated to that effect, shows as well that their cogni-
tions are possessed of the combined form of atoms. If
so, binary atom has the form of binary atom, how has
it combined form? Only the aggregates of different
atoms are admitted in this system of thought; and
these aggregates themselves constitute the combined
forms. It is for this reason that they are not [con-
sidered to be] existent in substance. This point has
already been mentioned; why is it repeated again?
With some other motive it is done so. [That motive is
his:] Though the substance-elements are each different
in their nature, yet it is to be understood that this
combined form is related to their mere collocation.
When we analyse it, no more exists the combined form.
Moreover, though all things are regarded only as the
aggregates of atoms, still each thing has a relative differ-
ence, and we may perceive it in each substance. However,
the scriptural passage like ** What is material element,
blue, (etc.), that is the earth element (prthividhatu)”
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is to be interpreted as a sentence intended to demon-
strate the Truth. . . .*

It so, how is it that atoms are not perceived by
senses ? and how are they perceived only by the knowl-
edge of Tathata, Suchness ? [The opponent continues :]

“The atomic form becomes no object of

the [sensual] consciousness ".

This does not become object of the sensual con-
sciousness ; hence it is beyond the senses. The object
which does not fall within the operation of senses,
ought to be cognized only by the knowledge penetrating
into Suchness. \What is the argument for such an as-
sumption? It is simply this: the atomic form never
comes within the range of direct perception ;

* just like its solidity and other attributes.”
Blue and other colours
“ though really existent in atoms, do not
become objects of the visual and other con-
sciousness.”

{33] Because the powers of senses are related to-

particular objects [only, not to all].
* So also atomic form.”

This is not contradicted, but consented to by both
parties. The opponent objects : Let the atomic form ap-
pear as perceptible and not solidity, because they,
both differ one from the other in nature. We reply:
That property [of atoms] is accepted as probanms

* Since the exact Sanskrit equivalent of the Chinese expression,

chi chih is not ascertainable, the passage, Wﬁ . o SR
is left untranslated.
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which is common to all ten bases formed by the materi-
al elements; hence no fallacy of exclusion of reason
from the sapakgadrsianta. Therefore this formulation
[of syllogism] is in no way defective.*
“[Different] perceptions of pot, cup, etc.,
will be identical "

for you who hold thus, (that is, the things are
mere aggregates of atoms). For, consciousness does
not differ as its object does not differ ; and the sensual
consciousness assumes its form in accordance with the
object lying ahead (or in front). The opponent asks:
How do you know that there is no difference in the
.object of consciousness ? The author answers :

“There exists no distinction among the
many atoms of pot, cup, etc.” [though the
number “ many” may vary in each case).

This sentence means this: Though the atoms in
their combined forms become objects of our cognition,
yet, while the self-nature of the pot, etc., being cogniz-
ed, there exists even among the many aggregates of
atoms, no such character that can distinguish one aggre-
gate of atoms from the other™. Because we do not admit
[as real] the combined form distinct in each aggregate,
apart from their own real [atomic] forms, the sensual
consciousness that has arisen depending upon that form
will be identical. It is thereby settled that only the

* The prayoga may be like this: qvaeRY 7 fefifie: 1 o

WR| Ty 4 aluriifve: | qor shEai.
" Read 8W¥iNiwu~<:: in the Sanskrit text, p. 33, 1. 13 above.
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self-nature of atoms is object (@alambana). And in
the undifferentiated form of atoms, there exists no ele-
ment that causes to produce some discriminating and
reinvestigating thought [regarding the differentiated
gross form, such as pot, etc.]; for, such thought will be
a separate one, just as a thought springing up from
a blue patch, etc. [That being the case, the dis-
criminating thought of gross form, pot, etc., will
arise only when there is present the causal element.
That causal element being absent, our idea of gross
form is baseless.)

“If [the opponent says that] the perception
differs on account of differences in the forms

[of the pot, etc.].”

[34] Here “the form” means the image that dis-
tinguishes itself in each case. The pot and cup are
distinguishable in their forms by virtue of their different
parts, neck, belly and bottom, etc., and our cognitions
differ on that account.

The author replies : It is quite true,

“but the [different forms] do not exist in
substance.”

No atoms constituting the object cognized by the
sensual consciousness, are varied [in their size]. Though
the aggregates of atoms are true empirically, yet they,
being closely analysed, do not fall within the cognizance
of senses. [There remain as real only atoms, and never
the aggregates.] The [real] objects of cognition (.e.®
atoms) which are identical in form, cannot, properly
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speaking, become causes for different forms of cog-
nitions.

[The opponent asks:] How do you know that
there exists no distinction in form among the atoms ?

[The author replies :]

‘ Because the atoms are absolutely identical
in their dimension "

All objects are constituted of parts and these parts
necessarily admit of distinction of forms. The proper
nature of atoms, however, is devoid of any part and
very subtle. Therefore how can we assign to it any
distinction of form ?

“ Though the pot, cup, etc., are (apparently)
varied objects, there exists absolutely no dis-
tinction in their atomic nature.”

For, anything destitute of parts, neither increases
nor decreases.

[35] “ We therefore understand that there
is no reality "
in the aggregates of atoms.

Everything composed of parts, has a form which
is attributed to it, and not real of its own ; and as such
it does not fall within the domain of senses. Thus the
opinion has been above criticised after a careful study
that the aggregates of atoms tend to show their different
real forms. Therefore [different] cognitions of pot, cup,
etc., are, in fact, destitute of real objects different [in
form] just as the feelings of happiness and misery are.
Thus [it is clear that] atoms do not distinguish objects.
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Nor can the form [perceived by our senses] be pro-
per nature of that object.

Or

“If the distinction in parts is inferred (lit.
spoken of) on account of the distinction in
forms.”

This sentence intends to show that the proposi-
tion that nothing that is non-differentiated [in its
nature] becomes object incurs a logical fallacy called
siddhasadhana, proving of what is already well-known.
The opponents hold that the atom is in fact a thing
which is not distinguishable in its nature, yet the
different cognitions happen on account of differences
in forms. \We also admit that the atom is an undistin-
guishable object. Thercfore this proposition incurs the
fallacy of siddhasadhana ™.

The sentence, “ Because the atoms are absolutely
identical in their dimension” shows the conclusion to
be invalid that the difference in substances, (i.e., com-
ponent parts, atoms) causes difference in objects [com-
posed of substances].

Or, it makes clear that the cognitions of the pot
and cup, etc., do not bear the images of atoms ; hence
the atoms are not their actual objects in as much as they
are not objects of other cognitions; by “other cog-
nitions " is meant either mental consciousness or one
born of other senses ; for, a condition of some blue patch
being present, the cognition (born thereof) does not

™ This retort of the s:ddhasadhanado;a is not convincing as it

stands in the text of the Chinese version.
1
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bear the image of some yellow patch. Though the
qualities of atoms are many, they cannot be different-
iated one another in any way; but the sensual cogni-
tions, however, are distinguishable one another in their
forms; therefore the forms felt in the cognitions are not
of the atoms.”

[36] Or, we may take that the following idea is in-
tended in the verse : An objection that the atoms are dis-
tinguishable by themselves has been put forth and ans-
wered in order. If the aggregates of atoms are regarded
as having forms other than that of atoms, then it is
logically to be established that those forms of the aggre-
gates are not real.  There is also some other reasohing
to be mentioned here thus :

“If those atoms are removed one by one,
the perceptions of the pot, etc., do not arise.”

Things, that we speak of, like the pot, etc., are
not real things just like sema, army and other aggre-
gates, so they do not exist in substance. The following
is another mode of reasoning :

“ What objects are not found separated from
what objects, that former objects are not differ-
entiated from that [latter] objects. [Aggregates
are not found separated from atoms, so theaggre-
gates are not to be differentiated from atoms].”
The distinguished form [experienced in cognising

the pot, etc.,] is other than the one [pertaining to atoms];

® Read in the Sanskrit text, p. 35, . 17: Mgl agcashy afy.
oW, ARy frisicou. |, etc.
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because that cognition experiences the forms of the ob-
jects like the pot, etc. This inference contradicts the
real state of things. For example, when the sound-
object is present, no cognition of a blue patch would
arise in us. However, although it may be admitted
that the aggregate is grasped and some other thing
is experienced ; yet it is absolutely impossible to prove
that there is distinction among the forms of atoms.

“[It is the object] which exists internally
[in knowledge itself] as a knowable aspect.”

This line establishes what the actual object of
consciousncss is according to the author. If, in general
analysis [of a cognition], there is no object [being re-
garded as one scparate from consciousness); then it
evolves lokavirodha, contradiction with the world—a de-
fect for one's own proposition. For, the scriptures state
four conditions [for rising up a consciousness).

The word “ internally " shows that there is no ob-
ject-cause apart from the inner consciousness. [37] The
word “knowable aspect” shows that the thing in the form
of object is consciousness-product (vijianaparinama).
Thus the idea of the external that exists in consciousness
is grasped as an external object. Now the contradiction
with the experience of world comes in; for, men of the
world all accept the objects as externally existing. There-
fore the author says “as if it exists externally.” The
real object, however, does not exist apart from con-
sciousness. Its knowable aspect

“appears to us as if it exists externally.”
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The expression “I see the object externally " is
based upon wrong belief just as the visual consciousness.
of the hair-like thing in the sky, etc.

“ Though the external things are denied.”

The external thing does not exist in reality, because
it is not experienced as such. If we examine it very care-
fully with reasoning, we do not experience it externally
and in its own invariable essence. Though the opponent
may admit [a thing] characterised as external and ex-
isting in substance, yet it cannot become the object-
cause of consciousness. Nor is the form of atoms
experienced; because the atoms possess no forms
[experienced in our cognitions].

“ [That grahyashs'a] which appears to us as
though existent externally, serves as the actual
object-cause.”

Because [that alone] possesses the form of that (i.c..
object). [To prove the above the following syllogism is
formulated.] Whatever thing possesses whatever form,
that thing is identical with that form; for example,
the causality is possessed of its own form, [i.e., the
nature of being cause; that causality is not distinct
from the nature of being cause].

Again the author shows some distinct character of
the actual object (alambana) when he says:

‘ Because consciousness is the essence of
that [s.e., object],” etc.

[38] It is clear that the external thing which is anr
illusion, does not exist as an object. The form of an



DHARMAPALA'S COMMENTARY 83

object follows only in comformity with our mental
imagination ; and it is not real; for, if that which is
imagined is separated from consciousness; there is.
nothing left in the external.

“The forms of the experienced objects do

not originally exist apart from consciousness.”

Hence it is called “the knowable in its essence
existing internally ”. The word “internally " indicates
that the knowable does not exist beyond consciousness.
The knowable, [externally] non-existent by its nature is
regarded as existent internally.

“ It also arises from that."”

A part of consciousness may arise, sometime from:
itself, becausc the seventy-fifth element (i.e. conscious-
ness) has a special character. Since no consciousness
arises in separation from its object (jéeya), that part
[of consciousness] (i.e. the knowable aspect) is produced
by consciousness itsclf, and we nced not admit a fifth
cause for it.

‘ Because (consciousness) is endowed with

two parts (z.. image and cause).”

It is clear that it 1s the actual object and to be
shown as a proof [for our proposition] because of its
being decisive argument™ (i.e. its double nature). This
object of double characteristic alone is considered to be
probans (sadhana). \What is the external thing other
than [this object], that is not to be regarded as condi-
tion-cause for consciousness; [for example] things

* Omit the word 34 ” in the Sanskrit text, p. 38, 1. 11.
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experienced in dream-thought [cannot at all serve as its
causes].” What is said to be of a double character,
becomes a single proof (ekas sadhanam) ; thus only
consciousness (s.e. its knowable aspect) is endowed with
the image of object, and also gives rise to another
.consciousness. Therefore a part of consciousness be-
comes a single proof (ekas pramanam) on account of
its discharging these two functions.
Now, though

what exists internally in consciousness is
admitted [as condition-cause] ;

[39] since it has been examined that the external
things are of unreal character, there can be no other real
character thereof. The object is experienced only in
pursuance of our mental habitual imagination. But
the image of object is immanent in consciousness itself,
and that alone will be logically correct. [The oppo-
nent asks ;]

“How can a part of consciousness and
appearing simultaneously be a condition [to
consciousness itself]?”

[Author replies:] The knowable aspect (grah-
yassa), as it does not exist without consciousness,
gives rise to another consciousness.

[The opponent continues:] Now, [you have] a
fallacy called self-affecting (svarupavirodha *); since

" Here prayoga may be thus: figi ExiqTeraay | WHEITW |
N AT, A A, TSR | 47 CAATEAT FERRAISA: |

* =amf ARfRee: |
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it is yet only a part of consciousness just like its part
that grasps. [When it becomes as being grasped,] it
cannot at the same time serve as a cause. [We always
experience that] consciousness arises as being dis-
coloured by the forms of the external things. The
image-part of consciousness springs up simultaneously
with consciousness; it cannot act as cause for the
latter; because no two things simultaneously arising
act mutually as cause and effect; for example, a pair
of horns of a cow. Moreover, we do not say that an
object is co-existent with its self which is no other than
that object. For, the term ‘ co-existence ' denotes some
connection between two distinct objects. But you do
not admit that there is an object distinct from con-
sciousness. Therefore how can you call such an object
co-existent ?

[The author replies:] It is true. But, as different
images [in consciousness] are [experienced], we describe
them [as if they are] distinct [from consciousness).
We ussume that consciousness is possessed of distinc-
tions [in itself] for the reason that there exists the
divergence between the perceptible part and image-part
[of consciousness].

[The opponent continues:] If it is so; then, the
nature of being condition-cause (pratyayatva) will [as
you assume] constitute what is grasped (grzhya).” No
object of assumed character could be regarded as
possessing the self-substance. Now such an object

® See Parthasarathimis'ra, Slokavartikavyakhya, p. 309:
SRORT Wt AEA | (V. Additional Notes, last page.)
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becomes something other than the condition-cause
indeed.

[The author answers:] This is not contradictory
[to our experience]. [The preceding moment of] con-
sciousness, as it has been grasped as a distinct object,
is accepted as a condition-cause just like its disappear-
ance of immediate preceding moment (samananiara-
mirodha)a condition-cause. The momenta consciousness
of homogeneous character (sabkaga) disappears, the
same consciousness is regarded as cause into four ways.”

* Four causes are: hetu, a@lambana, samanantara and
adhipati.
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med. de. tshad. dbye. med. phyir. ro |

rdul. phra. rab. rnams. ni. rdzas. gzhan. yin. du.
zin. kyan. zlum. po. la. ni. med. do Il

de. phyir. de. rdzas. med. la. yod |

rnam. pahi. dbye. ba. ni. kun. rdzob. tu. yod. pa.
dag. kho. na. la. yod. kyi. rdul. phra. mo. rnams. la.
ma. yin. noll bum. pa. la. sogs. pa. ni. kun. rdzob. tu.
yod. pa. fiid. de |

rdul. phran. yons. su. bsal. na. ni |
der. snan. ses. pa. fiams. hgyur. phyip 1 5 I



92 ALAMBANAPARIKSA

rdzas. su. yod. pa. rnams. la. ni. hbrel. pa. can.
bsal. du. zin. kyah. kha. dog. la. sogs. pa. bhzin. du. ran.
gi. blo. hdod. pa. med. do !l de. lta. bas. na. dbas. pohi.
blo. rnams. kyi. yul. ni. phyi. rol. na. ma. yin. par.
hthad. do

na. gi. ses. byahs. f0. bo. nil
phys. rol. ltar. snan. gasn. yin. tel
don. yin

phyi. rol. gyi. don. med. bzhin. du. pphyi. rol. Ita
bur. snaf. ba. nan. na. yod. pa. kho. na. dmigs. pahi.
rkyen. yin. noll

rnam. ses. #o. bohs. phyir|
dehi. rkyen. fisd. kyan. yin. phyir. roll 6 |

nan. gi. rnam. par. ses. pa. ni. don. du. snan. ba.
dan! de. las. skyes. pa. yin. pas| chos. flid. gfiis. das.
Idan. pahi. phyir. nan. ma. yod. pa. kho. na. dmigs.
pahi. rkyen. yin. noll

re. zhig. de. ltar. snan. ba. fiid. yin. la. reg. nal
dehi. phyogs. gcig. po. lhan. cig. skyes. pa. go. ji. Itar.
rkyen. yin. zhe. nal

gcig. chahan. mi. hkhrul. phyir. na. rkyen|

lhan. cig. par. gyur. du. zin. kyan. hkhrul. ba. med.
pahi. phyir. gzhan. las. skyes. pahi. rkyen. du. hgyur.
tel hdi. ltar. glan. tshigs. pa. dag. ni. yod. pa. dan.
med. pa. dag. gi. de. dan. ldan. pa. fiid. ni. rgyu. dan.
hbras. bu. rgyu. dah. ldan. pahi. rim. gis. skye. ba.
dag. gi. yan. mtshan. flid. yin. par. smraholl
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yai. na.
nus. pa. hjog. phyir. rim. gyis. yin |

rim. gyis. kyan. yin. tel don. du. snan. ba. de. ni. ran.
dan. mthun. pahi. hbras. bu. skyed. par. byed. pahi.
nus. pa. rnam. par. ses. pahi. rten. can. byed. pas. mi.
hgal. lol

gal. te. ho. na. nai. gi. gzugs. kho. na. dmigs. pahi.
rkyen. yin. nal ji. Itar. de. dan. mig. la. brten. nas. mig.
gi. rnam. pat. ges. pa. skye. zhe. nal

lhan. cig. byed. dban nus. pa. yi

0. bo. gan. yin. dban. polan. yinll 7|l
dban. po. ni. ran. gi. hbras. bu. las. nus. pahi. fo. bo.
fiid. du. rjes. su. dpag. gi. hbyun. ba. las. gyur. pa. fiid.
du. ni. ma. yin. noll

de. ya#h. rnam. rig. la. mi. hgall

nus. pa. ni. rnam. par. ses. pa. la. yod. kyan. run | bstan.
tu. med. pahi. ran. gi. fo. bo. la. yod. kyan. ru. ste.
hbras. bu. bskyed. pa. la. khyad. par. med. do/ll

de. ltar. yul. gy. fo. bo. dai |
nus. pa. phan. tshun. rgyu. can. dan!
thog. ma. med. dus. hjug. yinll 8 Il

mig. ces. bya. bahi. nus. pa. danl nah. gi. gzugs. la.
brten. nas. rnam. par. ses. pa. don. du. snan. ba. dmigs.
kyis. ma. phye. ba. skyeho | hdi. gfiis. kyan. phan. tshun.
gyi. rgyu. can. danl thog. ma. med. pahi. dus. pa yin.
tel res. hgah. ni. nus. pa. yors. su. smin. pa. las. rnam.
par. ses. pa. ni. yul. gyi. rnam. pa. fiid. du. hbyus. la.
res. hgah. ni. dehi. rnam. pa. la. nus. paholl rnam. par.
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ges. pa. dan. de. gifiis. gzhan. fiid. dan | gzhan. ma. yin.
pa. fiid. du. ci. dgar. brjod. par. byaho l

de. Itar. na. nan. gi. dmigs. pa. ni. chos. fiid. gffis.
dan. ldan. pahi. phyir. yul. fid. du. hthod. dol

Dmigs. pa. brtag. pahi. hgrel. pa. slob. dpon. phyogs.
kyi. glan pos. mdzad. pa. rdzogs. solll



ADDITIONAL NOTES

Page 3, line 1. fiem7 srreswaq Trimsikabhasya ed. S. Levi,
p- 21. MR R sream (=smeeam)q 1 Mad. vrtti ed. L. V. Poussin
p. 364, 7. Alambana stands for Glambanapratyaya—So explain
the Chinese translators, Paramartha and Hiuan Tsang. It may also
be clear from Dharmapala’s comment, pp. 21-22 above. Alambana-
pratya is explained by Candrakirti: SeqmaTl @l ¥ ARENT
TR 9 T AMEAIAT: | Mad. vrtti, p. 77, 2. (Cf. Shlistamba
Sutra : wgfigmed . . . SATORARECY HR 1 Ibid. pp. 567, 9.) sTewsag-
A, | 19 (G ta7 JIRNHIATY A=A §51 9: | Madhya-
makavatira (Sanskrit text) pp. 12, 2. Another interpretation is
also given by him: FegwIcyFea, facRar ¥ga ST SEeaTaE-
gFUA 97 NS ST § seFAI: | Ibid. p. 12, 7. According
to this interpretation @lambana is an element (dharma) by support
of which a consciousness arises, that is to say, a supporting element
in the process of cognition is @lambana. S. Yamaguchi and
H. Meyer, on the authority of the Abhidharmakos'a of Vasubandhu
(chaps. I and II, p. 307, 1l. 5-6) and of the Trims'ikabhasya of
Sthiramati, p. 21 (fifid @3- (=fiw) fd Aedarremeraer-
$NOR] ) translate everywhere the term alambana as “ perceivable
object”. And Yasomitra’s comment makes the point clearer:
T e agre @ a6y e Wi | AR pp. 1, 18,17,

P.3,1 1.9guRe Dharmapala comments that the five-fold
consciousness is meant here. Hiuan Tsang follows him. But,
according to Paramartha six-fold consciousness is meant there with
addition of manovijBana, Vinitadeva is said to agree with Parae
martha here,

13



96 ALAMBANAPARIKSA

P. 3, 1. 2. Omit in the Sanskrit text the word * §ieq ” after
WERRATL..

P. 3,11, 1—3. Vasubandhu in his Virh¢/ika and its bhasya, speaks
of three different opinions on the external things: (1) The first
opinion is that the object of our cognition is one (2%a), .e. one whole
(avayavin) ; (2) the second one is that 1t is many, i.e. atoms, and (3)
the third view is: it is the collocation of atoms (safighata). The
first opinion is held by Vaiglesikas. The holders of other two views
are not named there (see Appendix A, p. 105 below). According to
the commentary of Vinitadeva on the Vims'akaprakarana as recorded
by the French translators, the second opinion, that is referred to by
Didnaga as the first, is that the numerous atoms exist allowing
amongst themselves some intermediate space=rdul. phra. rab.
phrag. can. de. gnas. du. ma. The third one that is referred to by D.
as the second, affirms that the atoms exist without any intermediate
space amongst themselves = rdul. phra. rab. de. dag. bar. med. par,
gnas ; that is to say, these atoms which have reciprocal support are
united=phan. thsun. bltos. pa. dat. beas. pahi. rdul. phra. rab.
de. dag. Mid. hdus. pa (French trans., p. 48, n. 3).

Again Vasubandhu in his Koga, says that it is the Kag'mira
Vaibhasikas who hold that the atoms exist with some interspace and
in close vicinity, (81/T: WAMA:) but do not get combined, and that
Bhadanta [Vasubandhu] asserts that the atoms exist without any
interspace, and due to this, they are called * combined " (nirantaratve
tu sprsta smnﬁ!ii) Compare Tattvasarigraha with Pafjika, p. 197 :

& fm: | et adaarn L L L
T HrW T < EARIGMRAIAISIATANS: | See again on p. 552:
Bhadanta-Subhagupta's view : AIVTIATSaWEMT S g'mi
wye tfa At fisel wafa 1 But there is no real combination of atoms
(sparso na asti). See Abh. Koda, Tib. text, pp. 82-3). Both these
schools seem to hold that the atoms are direct objects of our cog-
nition. Therefore Difinaga might have included both these opinions
in the first of the two. He might have meant by the theory
of sanghdta the Vailesikas' opinion. This may be clear from
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Vinitadeva's comment p. 47 above. It may also be pointed out here
that Kamalasila has recorded three views on the atomic theory
(see his Paiijika, p. 556, 8, and my paper “ Saikara on Buddhist Idea-
lism,” publishéd in the Journal of S. V. Oriental Institute, Vol. I,
part 2, p. 82.) Jainas are also credited with the opinion that the atoms
are direct objects of our perception. (See note 6 on p. 4 above).

P. 3,1 4. A long note has heen put on the word “ vijiiapti " by
S. Yamaguchi and H. Meyer.

P. 3, 1. 8. According to the Chinese translations, we may read in
Sanskrit : 9FQ: &M, etc.

P. 4, 1 1. We may read in the Sanskrit @ U3 ggafowcaq &
899, (bsad. pas. so) for 3a: @ . . . F=4q | According to Vinitadeva
pratyaya 15 meant nimittapratyaya, see French trans. p. 52, L. 7.

Ibid., and p. 43, 2. Dharmapila also here refers to the Agama,
afea afa €€ wf, etc.

P.4,1.9. 3@y Dharmapala does not give any indication
as to who were the advocates of this opmion. Vinitadeva says that
this is the opinion of Vagbhata and others—which is not confirmed
in Taranatha's Geschichte des Buddhismus (pp. 311-313). Kouechi,
the commentator on the Siddhi of Hiuan Tsang presents this third
thesis as that of Sarnghabhadra, (see La Siddhi, p. 45, and Fren.
Trans. p. 52. n. 11). I have already pointed out that Bhadanta
S'ubhagupta might be a representative of this view in later period (see
note 4, on p. 4 above). The earlier Buddhists, Sarvastivadins may
also be said to have held this opinion. Cf. Tattvasanigraha, p. 197:
QAT F4T A FIS: 1 . . . QU1 AT a SR
YIsanNTAfm: aQ9: | cp. Ibid., p. 552, Sabhagupta's view :

ARl et IR e ffa A et i

Observe Vinitadeva's comment below : @far#R; = SemR: |
P.4,1.9. @M =sgrub pa. Hiuan Tsang tranclates it as

praiyaya. But Paramartha explains thus : 3wr: afear: rqameThi |

see p. 13 above. Vinitadeva comments thus: hdus. pahi. rnam.
pa. rmam. par. ses. pahi. rgyu Mid. hgyur. ro: the state of
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combination becomes as the cause of the consciousness. (See Fren.
Trans. p. 52, n. 12).

P.4,1.9. Vinitadeva says that the state of combination is
here the gross form, saficitakara=sthulakara. See La Siddhi,
p. 45. (Fren. trans., p. 53, n. 13).

P.4,1. 12 ver. 3a-b. According to Vinitadeva this is the
statement of the opponent. Dharmapala also seems to have
meant the same. So we may supply before this the following :
afeaTeR; 7 Ao | afY €A, WY @ 1 See  Dharmapila's
comment here. But Paramirtha and Hiuan Tsang interpret that
this is the refutation of the above view by the author.

P.5,1. 3 ver. 4c.d. Hivan Tsang introduces this line thus:
R FAAEOTRATEEAERERY Ric QR |

P.5,1. 6. Note Paramiartha and Hiuan Tsang have much
simplified this sentence. See p. 14 above.

P. 5, 1. 15. See Paramartha and Hiuan Tsang for clearer
interpretation of the passage.

Ver. 5 cd. cp. Nyaya. Sttra, IV, 2, 25: g&q ﬁﬁ'ﬂm Cicic]
TIPSR qmqmaﬁqﬁ aegTefia: |

P.5 1. 17. According to Vinitadeva, the nature which is
capable of being perceived is the characteristic of the object, that is
to say, the knowable aspect (grahyabhaga). (Fren. Trans.) See
Dharmapala’s comment: §9§ aMiw: fagaaRoma: fasgreriset
adfr gfr 9egafi | see p. 36.

P.6,1. 1. Here Paramairtha’s version agrees with Dharma-
pila's comment.

Ver 7 a-b: quoted by Parthasarathi Mis'ra in him comment
on Sllokavartika, pp. 311, 312:

AWRISSTATRETTE T |

P.6,1. 8. There are 4 pratyayas, (1) hetu, (2) samantara,
(3) alambana, (4) adhipati. Abhidh-kosavydkhya, p. 18,22. These
are well explained in the Madhyamakavrtti, p. 77.

P.6,1.9. The following is the Tibetan text: Yod. pa. das.
med. da. dag. gi. de. dag. ldan. pa. fsd. ni. rgyu. dan. bbras bu.



ADDITIONAL NOTES 99

rgyu. dan. ldan. pahi. rim. gyis. skye. ba. dag. gi. yan. mishan. fisd.
yin. pa., lit.: ATARAYCTT ft ¥ rACHeAl: BW ARAIRING Sgo |
Both Paramartha and Hiuan Tsang are not very helpful in inter-
preting this quotation.

P. 6,1 13. This is a quotation from a Stitra. See e.g. S'lis-
tamba Sutra: 9: Sy & I...... wgfiwaga@. Madhya,
vrtti, p. 567, 8 and p. 6, with notes thereon by Prof. Poussin.

P.7,1. 1. This view is much criticised by Candrakirti. See
his Madh. Avatdra, my restored Sanskrit text with Bhasya, VI,
62 ff. and 57-9.

P.7,1. 4. According to Difinaga, the nature of the organ
is inexplicable. So he seems to have anticipated all criticisms
levelled by Candrakirti against his view that the sense-organs are
some forces (sakti).

P.7,1.7. Cp. Slokavartika, Stnyavada, ver. 17 : 3=qwggal
39 grHTwIRITRE |

P.7,1.9. “The consciousness which appears as though it
is the external object, but it arises undifferentiated ” is explained
in the commentary of Vinitadeva thus: ma. fies. pahi. dosn. gyi.
rnam. pa. can. gyi, rnan. par. ses. pa=—consciousness possessing
the characteristics of the object not differentiated. That is, accord-
ing to the doctrine of those who affirm the external object, the
consciousness arises depending upon the object substantially dif-
ferentiated. But the school of Vijfiaptimétrata does not accept
the object substantially differentiated.

Vinitadeva, after having given another explanation on the
bahyarthajiana, says :

* Other [school] asserts : It is the consciousness which appears
as an inexpressible object. Vinitadeva refutes this assertion in
these terms: “ But, in this case, there is every necessity to say
“inexpressible . For, all the proper characteristics are inexpressible,
Therefore, if the perception which appears as these proper charac-
teristics, arises, what arises in reality ? (sic). If one says : “ one could
not assert that the perception arises in possessing the characteristic
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of the object ", then, is it that which is not expressible, because there
is nothing, or because it is there justly the proper characteristic ? In
all cases, if it is so (1) because there is nothing, this not logic, for
one could express the very non-existence. For example, one could
express the horns of a rabbit, etc. If it is so (2) because it is justly
the proper characteristic, we have just refuted this [proposition, in
saying : all the proper characteristics are inexpressible].

What Paramartha translates on this subject by : louen che pu
ko yen chi hsiang (=?I'.'1‘iill-lilﬁlim) is justly this last
doctrine which Vinitadeva has just refuted.” (Fren. trans.,) Partha-
sirathi Mig'ra has ably presented the standpoint of the Vijidnavadins
that the object, blue, etc. is not different from its consciousness, see
his comment on S'lokavartika, p. 274.

P. 7, 1. 11, and p. 54. L. 12. After “different” and “non
different ” Paramdrtha adds “inexpressible” pu ko chouo, ana-
bhilapya, (or anmirvacya). One could not find this word either
in the Tibetan text or in the text of Hiuan Tsang. But, if one
takes account of the phrase of Vinitadeva one could explain
why *inexpressible” finds its way in the text of Paramdrtha.
Vinitadeva in his commentary, says: (gal. fe. dsios. kyi. tshul.
dpyad. na. ni. dehs. tshe. nus. pa. rnams. gnas. skabs. kyi. khyad.
par. gyi. bdag. fid. yin. pas. kun, rdzob. tu. yod. pahi. phyir.
rnam. par. scs. pa, las. gzhan. Yd. dam. gzhan. ma. yin. pa. fid.
du. brjod. par. bya. ba. ma. yin. no.) "' If one examines tran-
scendently (paramarthena) the proper nature [of dominant forces],
they are then inexpressible whether they are or not of a nature differ-
ent from consciousness. For, being the proper nature of a character-
istic of a stage of forces (s'akti), they exist but conventionally”
(vaktinam avasth@vises@imakatvena samvytisattvat). This ex-
planation signifies : things being not capable of existing in proper
pature, one could not give them any designations “ different " or
“non different”, but one could simply call them *different”
or “non different” when! they are considered as conventional
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This is justly the principal doctrine of Nagarjuna ; for, in the
opinion of Paramartha, one finds always the trace of the ideas of
Nagarjuna rather than in that of Hiuan Tsang. Thus the thesis
of a conception “inexpressible " will not be accidental, but rather
fundamental. (Fren. trans.)

French translators have taken the Tibetan word. “ gnas skabs *
to be “ avskasa™ and therefore rendered “lieu determine.” But
the exact Sanskrit equivalent will be here * avastha "= " stage "
or “ condition.”

P. 39, I 13. 994ca¥ Amgeaq; cf. Parthasarathi Misra's
comment on Slokavar. p. 309 : FRICANY WAal AT, |

P. 42,1. 2. “ Consciousness grasps the form of its own": cf.
Ibid., p. 325 : S A R | MgATCRa: SR dala |

P. 50. n. 37, horns of the right and left of the ox, etc. cp.
Ibid., p. 310. GEqRREwINT |

P. 50, n. 40. Cf. Ibid., p. 310. ver. 153. agmwam ¥g: |

P. 54, 1. 6. Undifferentiated from the perceivable object. cf.
Ibid., p. 325: GgaWg A fawe 1 1. 12. Ibid., p. 342 ver. 255.

PP. 56-57 (pp. 22-23). Compare the crittcism of the sixth
sense, manas as accepted by Earlier Buddhists and Naiyayikas,
etc. with the verse:

7 gaik oY a1 aA) aredtfeaareaty |
afRTgITORg - AfeEaE 791 1

Cited from Dirnnaga by Vacaspati Misra in his Nyayavér-
tatparyatika, p. 97.

It is to be understood that the Vijianavadins deny only the
material character of the manas as accepted by Realists, but do
mot deny it as such. Note Yaslomitra's Comm. : FII<IC v § W;
fagmsRfeaiscafea #@WIg: 1 (Abh. Kos'avyd. p 40, 1. 24). As to
the opinion of the Earlier Buddhists, the same authority remarks :
el afY gRuaeg AMRERERITH Feuaf | qureereTanly fig
£Rr aoiefr | srrecqwraraiy R dai &afhdan | amew gfy @ fwd e
ety o (Tbid.).
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According to the Vaibhasika-Sautrantikas, manas is defined
by Vasubhandhu as below :
Wcaauric A afg awm; |
mﬁmﬁ AIEISSRE S 0
Abh. Kosa, I, 17.

Santaraksita also explains it in the same manner :
;AR g AdseRmdsR |
qooARadaEeR 4t fy aeR:

Tattvas. p. 209, ver. 631.

Speaking of the imanas, Prof. Th. Stcherbatsky writes :

Yogacira-Sautrintikas do not admit manas as 6th organ.
The Older Hinayanists reckon 6 organs of senses, 5 outer senses
and one inner sense. The Realists, Naiyayikas, Mimarmsakas and
S#nkhyas characterise mind as a 6th organ. The Madhyamikas
and Vedantins also do the same. (Buddh. Logic. 11, p. 318, n. 9).

P. 57, 1. 15 and p. 22, |. 1. (G@Rirseam) Cf. Vasubandhu's
Viteikabhasya, ed. S. Levi, p. 11. aHIfASeaT | %4 q7: &1 &9
AN LATE | JENH: U

P. 58, n. 5. Tattvas. pafijika, p. 825 : 9 aq (77:) Sfawa |
IR 7 a6y EATAITRISINRASRS | SFFRRTHETEN, |

Cp. Nyayabindutikatippani, p. 27, 1. 1.

P. 61, last line. There are two views regarding sasighdita
(=paramﬁqusﬁmﬂnyalaksapa), viz, one is held by Kasmira
Vaibhasikas, and the other probably by other Vaibhasikas. In his
Kosabhisya, Vasubandhu has clearly expressed the former's view
thus : &Tefi] dmfir] omg: 1 [wanm)) 7 &gy . ... . G
TG P R oswm L. L . e e e aiRa
fefea [aria] | aR &g dorm: enw.mh R 1 (Abhs,
Kosa, Tib. text, p. 82.)

a. Cf. gy wew &g Y sl | His Visika
bhagya, p. 7, 1. 10., and p. 106 below,
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This sahghdta is, for them, different from atoms (v. Yaso-
mitra’s comment : 397 YRS TFRFT | p. 89, 1. 20).

Other Vaibhagikas, on the other hand, maintain that the aggre-
gates are not different from atoms : 9 TEHIVRNS FIAT: | & TF 9
R | 391 §4A | (Abh. Kos'a, Tib. p. 83, 1. 15). q: et dura:
7 § ¥fsale 1 (Virmsika bhasya, p. 7, 1. 11 and p. 106 below).

According to Dharmakirti, Difinaga pleads for the external
reality from the standpoint of the latter Vaibhasikas. This will
be clear from the following extracts :

afem: 9R: § a9 S )
Al feetgesad | SamETeEI, 11, 194,
gf: | 9 afaarer: weRymeET SR e | ¢ oo -
A, &A1Y e SRy < (SvrEge) | 37 |

irTTAaFRII, AR ISTRISR |
IO afearea fi ffie was=@: 0 Ibid., 195.

gft: | FeT; afvarersr: [94) RamsR ARt | gAeeAe @ R
TATHORTT: TTABTARCTIRETIT |
T @ PR AR |
AR, S araee, o Ibid., 196.

-m;n%aﬁmm....w«mﬁmmWﬂﬁ
glaarauEealed SFES qEEAe | 4 § WANATGRSERTRA |

Exactly this same opimon is expressed by the opponents in
saying * the general quality of atoms ", etc.

P. 61, n. 12. a3 3fedqreM, etc. Pramanavar. II, 224, p. 73,
1. 3. The holders of this view may be some of the Vaibhlsikas
who maintain that the single atoms are nct objects of our cognition,
but their generality (samanya=saficita) does so. Cf. the above

«extracts from Pramanavar. and vrtti thereon.
14
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P. 85, 1. 10. (=p. 39, 1. 9). This objection, according to Nya-
yavinidcaya of Akalaika, has been made by Bhadanta Subha-
gupta; see Subhagupta's passage cited by Akalaika: @ W
FIETE | PRI Xg: (Seivent:) | T, ST SRS (ST
A Pt wie ) Pedisd o YgduRa @ 1

(Nyayaviniscaya, Akalakatraya, pp. 159-60).

P. 85, n. 33. The-idea is well expressed by Dharmakirti in
this verse :

fowre & anafefy ¥ s fg:
A gie: wATETONORR |
Pramanavartika, 11, 247.
This verse is often quoted by other writers : Vacaspatimis'ra ;

N. Tatparyatikd, p. 101; Parthasarathimigra: Slok. Comment,
p. 283 and Advayavajrasarigraha, p. 17.



APPENDIX

VASUBANDHU'S CRITICISM OF
THE EXTERNAL THINGS

[The following is the extract from Vasubandhu’s
Vimgika with bhasya, ed. S. Levi. Vasubandhu, the
earlier champion of the Vijfianavada school, criticises,
there, in his own way, the views of those who hold the
external things to be real. I have reproduced the
particular portion of Vasubandhu's arguments in favour
of his thesis, vijiiaptimatrata, reality of only conscious-
ness and nothing else, to facilitate comparison with
Difn3ga’s method of argument.]

T a%% 4 9% R5a: wEE: |
9 9 9 dga1 TEEA Reafa g 2

tfa foge wafa | a9gmfesamed snfzfRadiai sas fea.
W, ©F T @R N e P | a9 a
AIE: | g1 1 9 "9 WANE: | 7 aEes fe Wi
AT STATANETE GRAHEU | TIZCey, T
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TGO | R A Gga1 Rediwaf | TR 25
 frafy | ¥ 7 fyeafa | 7

54 JTRNTRIEION: S€T |
R fra: W woidgmeR afy o

T TR | O A I AN |
T GAARAITCE: YA 1| 4R
W 7 A AR @ U9 OO | 39 @du
qAFSTARE: oS GAIAE: @ WA T
FRee T @ | W R wmR: d95a, Praead |
AT 30 UIEH: | Gl TR ST TR FIIRANTNET: |
a ¢ qeeAn: | 4 TN SO T @ dRsel

RATOIREARY GTISRA #ed 4 |
g T |
q IAeEEET aearn T Reeafa 1 93 0

'Cf, Abhidharmakosabhisya (Tib), p. 83, 17—19; and
Vygkhya, p. 89 : qmwaeifsaf asgem snawit framafi  afy swmon-
VT TIRARFITRIE: 4750 | etc. 87 AN | @ FRaqd: gom:, fwm.
AR Sieneda, SR\ Al Seefva SR | fgam-
A fy ducERT S | T A PRI | N SeesTaaml R
Yo | A ST AR a1 R SR ankiea
afte sfwswa gR 0

' Abh. Kosabhiigya (Tib.), p. 82, 19 : §STaI: GrREA, &afed +
Vyakhys, p. 89, 7.

* Ibid., p. 89, 20.
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W R TEEIE T 839 | 7 At s e
e 7 fradify g | aEeEwn f dees
FNTTITIR | TR SIS g R | AR W
AOY: T g afy ar A |

Remri) aenfia aeee 7 999 |

ai & wh: ERET TERREm g Rnm

aft i ST R A |
T A a1

TRFE TR A |G AR S
BT WAt FAEY: | 4 R q@m: sdmsha aaww 7
A | AR F wEfy wa: e afy -
W A | 7 R SR W wmisia FAmARAT-
@ 9REE: @R | AR T TR a0 SN
{9W: GOV @R | e Ao R 3 e
¥t A omiRf | & &g wRsa: five gad 7w 3
A | 7T |

= 7 foedw a3 0 Lo )

IR T o e g 7 d iR g
wafd | ateefoT @ o WA 9 R ar fear
foram, syorg sl afy @ affved | & oaeie sgi
TEURRA fieTem | a3 S | avegodial Al
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Aeiai e | 5 % TR A1 de | TR )
aﬁﬁinmn

TH A SOOI SEERY |
fafpamTgion qemer = & & 0 w0

afy aEgffes ams 9N R &% 75 Fead |
e AR | TR | SRR e -
AR | S AR G TBE e e | J R
a6 TelT SramRYE 39 | Rfewa v gRaR-
WO AN I W, 19 8% PARAT i st
TR | B a1 A TGN AT T T AT -
T | GERATTEIEHAAT T: SIS 7 & |
I ST TATHNE Fed A1 | TAET T
W TRl | @ I 7 Rl | dae s
guikimammiigfify frg Rafmm wadifa |
TANEATE A ATRGE T Fa1ad | §4918 ST S
s TRefawa Fafn gfeaf sagfil |
GIfG: TR F
Reraiafy gl e |
SEEGE AN
T Qsul e ae gOge w4 A | L8 ||

W T @ sagEfE)ER € F seaiiR ) aa
Asvl TER | AW IR IgfigFa I @ Fee-
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s ™ e e | fitw g afea fe
Tt e agd wiE a |
T TNRFAT A (TR AR |
98 AACH agTIE SO g AOR | ANeiheT
ATHFCANT T WA | FE |
I U1 ran iy
fena anaten JgfiTmTRe Rafeaed i |
T @ |
M & Ree: ke qafenea sRRmie
T Read 31 4 SONRERYE: feafy | R aa
A RgfrEiiear an IE@sh @R | e THE o
@RS | 4 W VAW | G @n Eivee: &l
Rl | N, | 3T |

QN AR ARSI I g )

i PouRsamaEaEE 9ga a%: @\ -

ol T AMISRRIE JUNATETBRY | 44T g awiauy-
DI e FOMRIEE! W | T BT E-
FAGTETIET R¥IRE ¥ Eranes i aeaad ||

! See Mahayanasttrilaikdra XIV, 43 with Bhasya.
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STHIRAMATI ON THE EXTERNAL THINGS

[The following extract is from the Bhasya (pp. 16-17)
of Sthiramati on Vasubandhu's Trirhs'ikd, ed. S. Levi.
Sthiramati is well-known to be one of the champions
of the Agamanusiri Vijfianavada school. It will be
seen from the extract below, that he has put forth for
his view the arguments which are almost similar to
those of his two predecessors, Vasubandhu and

Dinnaga.]

TR o TR RgrrertsREEed g |
TR W ANERRAERT R Y T
- NUEATAY SRTRRTIGAEATISRTaRT | T T 8L 60E0E-
GERWAR g FRR | AR, SN AR -
YAA | TGN TR R @i dm | T 9
qEVE U9 AfEaneeT, WA SERIeRE | J
Suteairin: ARl SR SRR | TR
R AT A TR M || R A |
QPRI | TR TR §h-
T | AR ANEFRIEIUETTEAER, | TR -
T, Sifegae 41 | 47 T WEE O W e
fasdrvafa | ©d afy At RESAAHRAE) A @ 9 @ |
LA | T THERMEE RRRE SsR
AT T | AREEWIE | T T R S TR
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g | SRIEHACIRERAT | SATEATR a1 * 9dReNee-
TRATD 7: @ 0 T | T i T, TR
AT T | T TNER Ryraisea |
WIAEE TIaY | SEAEASRy AT 1[I TR
CriGEcEr: | PREINEEM | 7 ¥ TAMT SAATH: |
IMARNATEER, SaaReEi Ryt sqrviee-
A, 7 5 Sl T RTRTETeTAaE

YOGACARAS' CLASSIFICATION OF
PHENOMENA (DHARMAS)

HYATRIOYHTgE®H
Niiaage- g
Mahayanasatadharmavidyamukham

[The following is the Sanskrit translation of a treae
tise above named from the Chinese version of Hiuan

® Nanjio No. 1213, Shanghai ed. Vol. marked lai, part 10,
fol. 11a.
15
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Tsang. It is attributed to Bodhisattva Vasubandhu.
It will be clear from the perusal of the treatise that it
is merely a catalogue of a hundred dharmas into which
the Yogacaras have classified the things external as
well as internal as against the Vaibhasikas who have put
them into seventy-five items. A detailed account of
the classification of dharmas made by Vaibhasikas is
given by Prof. Th. Stcherbatsky in his Central Con-
ception of Buddhism ; Appendix.]

I WA, | §AEAl fe 51 (@) § waw |
f& aﬂ?“l‘il ad9Al: CEL qefE:—Q ﬁﬂiﬁt, R -
ﬁlﬂ'ﬁ:, E] E‘Nﬁ:, 2 ﬁﬁﬁ’lﬁﬂﬁ!ﬁﬁ:, Y aﬁiﬁiﬂﬁ*
g

suafkae: G8u JETHRY WA | § IgiEE, R
dmfigme, 3 AmfeeEe, ¢ fgfema, o el
T4, § AT, '© AR, (=R #lto), ¢ 'amea-
fagmfafa |

fitadafrmd: @8tw creataf: wifig fa: |

t See Mah. Sutralaikara, XI, 37. Prakaranaryavica #astra.
as quoted by Prof. Tucci; v his article, The Idealistic School
in Buddhism, p. 8, published in the Dacca University Bulletin,
No. XII.

! The Vaibhasikas do not accept the last two types of consci-
ousness, tmanana and Alayavijiana, and bring the other types under
qpe group, vijidna, counted as one dharma,

! According to the Vaibhasikas Cetasikadharmas are only 46:
(1)Cittamahabhumikah 10, (2) Kusalamahabhuimikadharmah 10,
(3) Klesamahabhumikadharmah 6, (4) Akusalamahabhumika-
dharmab 2, (5) Upaklesa-(paritta) bhumikadharmah 10, (6)
Aniyatabhuimikadharmah 8 : Total 46.
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. @ wE

R. fafamife: @ 5
3. T BT 11
g, W 6
Y Nﬁiﬂﬁ‘dﬁlz 20
& ofvgasEn: g | 4

Total 51

Q) 8 samt—{ e, R W, 3 3,
g Gq1, W a0 |

R) 74 Rifaqafe: — 8%, R aftmy:;, 3 90,
9 gwif:, u #fq: |

(}) womE FEen'—Q ugy, R A, 3, e
AT, W AR, & AW, © ANE:, ¢ HAfH:, © HAW:,
Lo 3%, R wfgan |

(8) % #M:"—Q T, R 9fw, 3 AW, 8 A,
v fafafia, & "frarefe: |

*These are mentioned by Vasubandhu in his Trirmslika, vers.
3 c-d and explained by Sthiramati in his Bhasya thereon.

! Trimh'ika, ver. 10 b-c; Bhasya. pp. 25-6. It may be noted
that this group and the previous one are put under onme class,
cittamahabhiumikah by the Vaibhasikas.

* Trithe'ikd, ver. 10d-11a-c; Bhasya, pp. 26-28. The Vaibhasikas
omit amoha in this group.

Trit. ver, 11c-12¢; Bhiisya p. 28-9. The Vaibhisikas count
them thus: 1. moha, 2. pramada, 3. kaustdya, 4. asraddha, 5. stya-
na, 6. auddhatya which are, omitting moha, counted amongst
20 u?akledas by Yogéciras.

Lit. #o=Rfe: Sthiramati explains it as pafica satkaya-
drstayah.
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(w) fiafoema:'—: AW, 3 SWR:, 3 WA,
9 Wy, W AR, § W, © @, ¢ fftE, =4, Lo
ARG, 18 ‘AR, 4R SFTAIER, {3 WG, {8
PRAUT, tw R, L8 &FA, Qe 3@, L¢ g
@, 1 TS, o faE: |
(/) Tarishman:'’—2 g, R fewd, 3 R
¢ fEm: | _
gl s Geiy wwRafe: — ¢ 94, R 99,
3 A, ¢ g, w &9, & &, © W, ¢ T,
W, Lo @R, {{ WHGTEIRE e |
giRTTiETR: dan fifie—
¢ e, R SRR, 3 RemEmR, @ SR, » -

* Trith, ver. 12b—13; Bhasya, pp. 30-31. The Vaibhasikas
ar.cegt only the first ten upakles'as of this group.

These two dharmas (@hrikhya and anapatrapya) are put by
the Vaibhasikas under akusalamahabhimikadarma.

“ Trim, ver. 14; Bhasya, pp. 31-33. These are, for the Vai-
bhasikas the first four of 8 aniyatabhimikadharmah. The other
four aniy. dharmah, raga, dvesa, mana, and vicikitsa are counted
by Yogaciiras amongst 6 klesas. Some of the les'a and upakle-
sa groups are mentioned in the Dhammadayadasutta (Majjhima,
1, 3, p. 15): lobha, dosa, kodha, upanaha, makkha, paldsa, issa,
maccheram, maya, satheyyam, thambha, sarambha, mana, ati-
miana, mada, pamada. These are again. mentioned as upaklesa
of the mind in the VatthGpamasutta (Maj. I, 7, p. 36f.)

" This is quijilapti for the Vaibhisikas.

" According to the Vaibhagikas they are only 14, vis. Nos.
1.3, 5-14 : thus 13 in the above list of Yogacaras and aprapts being
added, 14 dharmas are counted.

® Chinese has ming-hen which means literally “ life-hatred .
I think the character hem is a mistake for kenm, source ; so I have
taken both ming-ken to mean jivitendriya or simply jivita, the 7th
dbarma in the Vaibhasikas' list.



APPENDIX 115

wfe:, & fRivEmR:, © Sdfyfios:, ¢ I, < ©-
T, o AWTHE:, L R, 4R W, Q1 Rafe, L -
|, % W\ or dR-EAf: L& wHARA: or SATHR-
W, o af@:, ¢ T, 1] W, o AW or R,
R &, }R He1, 33 it or 0, 9 ¥ or AN |

TSR Gm 'eRe—L s,
R AfRATIRI:, 3 uiEeiae:, ¢ sehR:, 4 -
il & aur |

% e Gt fRm—3 redea 3 w-
e |

&Y FEA .
1. Cittadharmal 8
2. Cetasikadharmal, 51
3. Rapadharmah 11
4. Cittaviprayuktasasmskaradharmah 24
5. Asanskytadharmah 6
Total 100

" The Vaibhagikas admit only the first 3 asarmkrtas.

"The Vaibhasikas do not admit dharmanairatmya ; dharmas
for them are real entities. Nairatmya means * iRy
and not *“G¥ANIIR ; see Mab, Shtralaskara, X1, 47,

One may refer to S. Yamakami Sogan ; System of Buddhist

Thought, pp. 217-229 for a clear exposition in English of all the
terms mentioned in this treatise.
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D

CLASSIFICATION OF PHENOMENA
(DHARMAS) ACCORDING TO
THE SAUTRANTIKAS

(It is already known that the Sautrantikas as
against the Vaibhasikas, reduced the number of
Dharmas to forty-three, But how they have worked
it out actually is not as yet known either from the
Sanskrit, Chinese or Tibetan source. However, some
hints as to the method of their classification of things
are found in the Sivajfanasidhiyar, (second part,
parapaksa) and commentary thereon. The Sidhiyar, a
polemical treatise in Tamil on Saiva philosophy was
composed by Arunandi Sivacaryar, a great Saivait
scholar of South India, who flourished in 1275-1325 A.D.
The relevant portion of the section, Sautrantikamaia®
of the Sidhiyar is given below with the commentary
which supplements the text with a very valuable neces-
sary information on the subject.]

Text: There are only two pramanas, pratyaksa’
and anumana. The momentary knowledge and the
knowable are their objects. These objects get divided

' This Section is studied and translated in full by the present
writer and published in the Journal of the Sri Venkatesvara Oriental
Institute, Tirupati, Vol. I, part 2, pp. 176-191.

*The commentator, Jfianaprakadar in explainning pratyaksa,
quotes Dharmakirti : ST *MNEY | It is divided into four : idri-
yapratyaksa manasapr, yogapr. and svasarvedanapr. See Nyaya-
bindu, I. 4-11.
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into four, vis., ripa, aripa, nirvaga and vyavahara.
Each one of these four objects is again divided into
two, and therefore they become eight in all, (ver. 3).

Two kinds of ripa are: upadanaripa and upa-
daya-ripa.

Two kinds of arfipa are: citta and karman.

Two kinds of mirvana are: sopadhisesanir. and
nirupadhisesanirvapa.

Two kinds of vyavahara are: sad. and asadvyava-
hara, (ver. 4).

Four upadanaripas are: earth, water, fire and air.

Four upadayariipas are : hardness, attraction, mo-
tion and heat.

Rupa is what is produced from the combination of
the above eight elements (4 upadanar. and 4 upadayar.).

Cilta is that which cognizes a thing cognizable
through the senses.

Karman is to discriminate what is good and what
is bad, (ver. 5).

Commentary: The author intends to bring all the
five groups of elements of the Buddhists indicated in
this verse No.5. Of these five groups, riipa includes
eight elements, four upadanarapas and four upadaya-
ripas; vedana three, kusala, akusala and kusala-
kusala; samjfia six, five sense organs® and one cilta;

* This is partly in harmony with Yosomitra's comment : ¥wrfigt
fe 3o 1 spfrerefadrer Qfemamiifa | sl g S 1 6 off | enfefy-
feafa ermfe ity afigmmgdmfy shzafn g griwfier-
af &R | p. 24-25. See . My paper on Sarvastivada in Sankara-
bhagya, publ. in the Jour. of Orien, Research, Madras, Vol. XI, p. 28,
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vijfiana six, vijianas corresponding to the six above and
samskara twenty, ten good acts and ten bad acts.'
Thus they work out forty-three in all. So says their
Scripture:

T e LML DS QIS LIT PGHTEN,

Qurigu @uCurirp Ordims dmusrss,

sl pu ugsss susay s8eflp uaswrs s,

@sri srpusgs pen pEss &5 o ppefey srler.

“1t is the siddhania of the scriptures of the Buddhists
that the forty-three [dharmas] which are momentary
are counted in five skandhas which are built up of eight
rupas, three vedans, six jfianas, their corresponding six
sarhjfias and twenty sarhskaras.”

[It may be noted that the asarhskrta elements,
akaga, etc. which are not real entities for the Sautran-
tikas, are not counted in the above list.]

! These ten good and ten bad acts are the same as dada kudalas
and dasikudalas divided into three, vdcika, k@yika and manasika.
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(Figures refer to pages)

Abhidharmakos'a (BB. ed.) 95,
96, 102, 103

Advayavajrasaiigraha  (GOS.)
104

aggregate (not real entity) 69,
70 (empirical), 77, -of-atoms-
object theory) 42 ff, 61 ff, 105 f.

AKALANKA 104

akara, v. form, image

ananyatva 55n.57, explained
100

anirdes'ya 53n.50

anyatva 55n.57, 100 _

ARUNANDISIVACARYA
116

artha 42n.5, 43n.9

arthapatts 66

atiprasanga 50n.37 ;
wered) n.40

atom (its indeterminate nature)

(ans-

66

(atom-object-theory) 41, 60, 106

(atom-generality-object theory)
61-62, 103

avayavin 57

alambana, (-dvibhaga, 45n.16;
lakgana 68; -ta 59; (ex-
planation of—) 95

a@layavihana 51n.42

sraya 53 n.49; -1z 59

avedha 54 n.52

Bhavasankrantistira 59 n.

BHAVAVIVEKA 60 n.

buddhivisesa 46 n.20

Buddhist 62

CANDRAKIRTI 95, 99

causality 82

cause, mutual- 54; -inference
52 n.48

characteristic, two-fold- (of ob-
ject) 68

chariot (as example) 57

cittacaitta 43 n.9

cohesion, samyoga 47 n.29

concomitant, mutually— 64

condidition (-simultaneous) 50,
84; (-in succession) 51 n.
42; two- 73

consciousness, —of the hair-like
thing 82 ; five-fold— 56 ; sen-
sual- 76

contradictory, not— 53 n.49

co-ordination 63, 66

dependent causation 68

Dhammadayadasutta 114, n

DHARMAPALA 95, 97, 98

DHARMAKIRTI 103-4

digbhag (of atoms) 47 n.23

DINNAGA 96, 99, 101, 103,
105, 110

dravyatah 43 n.11

elements, great- 44 n. 14

externally, “ as if it exists— * 81

force, sakti, 51
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form (akara), 42; -attributed
78; atomic— 45, 75; com-
bined—(saficit@kara) 44 n. 14
(safcitakara-object- theory
and its refutation) 44,45 n.19,
73-74; gross—67, 73 ; (distinc-
tion in-) 4647, 79; many-
44, 73 ; undifferentiated- 77

“form " 77; —(due to imagina-
tion) 83

grahyabhaga 49 n. 33, 50 n.37

grahyamsa 82, 84

grahyasvabhavae 59

happiness, feeling of— 78

HIUEN TSANG 95, 97, 100,
112 .

image, (-immanent in cons.) 84

* internally " 81, 83

I-TSING 21

Jains 62,97

JNANAPRAKASA 116 n.

KAMALASILA 97

“ knowable aspect " 81

KUMARILA 62, n,

LEVI, SYLVAIN 95, 105, 110

lokavirodha 81

Madhyamakavytti 98

Madhyamakavatara (Sanskrit
text) 95, 99

Madhyamika 59 n., 102

Mahayanasttralankara 109 n,,
112 n, 115 n.

“ many"” 76

MEYAR, HENRY 42, 49, 54,
95, 101

mind (not the 6th sense) 55-58;
(as sense and object) 64, (opi-
nion on-) 101-102

mirror, image in— 64

misery, feeling of— 78

modolities, two-- 54 n.44

moon, double— 43, 69-71;
(views) 71-72

NAGARJUNA, doctrine of—101

123

Naiyéyika 50, 101

Nyayabindu (BB.) 58 n.

Nyaybindu{tkatippani (BB.)102

Nyayavartika (Chawk.) 57, n.,
59, n.

Nyayav. tatparyaitkad (Chawk.)
104

Nyayaviniscaya (Sindh Jain
Series) 104

Nyayastutra 98

object (explained) 43,n.7 ; -cause
41 ff.; -image 67

objection (dfisana) 65

parts, two— (of dlambana) 72,
(of cons.) 83

PARAMARTHA 54 n. 55, 95,
97-101

parimandalya 46 n. 21

PARTHASARATHI MISRA
85, n., 98, 100, 101, 104

POUSSIN, L.V. 95, 99

pradarsanartham 66

Prakaranapaiicika (Chawk.)
71, n.

Prakaranaryavacasastra 112,n,

pramana, ekam—84

Pramanavartika (Rahula’s ed.)
58,n., 61,n., 67,n., 71 n., 103,
104

pratijiia 55 n. 57

pratyaya 85

reason (inconclusive) 65, 70 ;
(its exclusion) 76
(not established) 67

reinvestigating 77

resolve 66

sabhhiga 86

sahakarin 51 n.42

sakti (=sense-faculty) 52, 53,
59,—mat 53 n. 49

samanantaranirodha 86

sarvrtya 55 n.57

SANGHABHADRA 97

Sankhya 102
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saflcitakara, v. form thesis (formulated) 65
SANTARAKSITA 102 thing, (external-), passim
sandal wood 55, n. 57 (of great elements) 73
sapaksadpgtanta 76 (of distinct force) 73
sadhana 83, 84 different views on—) 96;
sadhyadharma 62 Vasubandhu’s criticism of—
samagri 59 105-9. Sthiramati on—110-111
samanya (=saficita) 103 Trimsikabhagya 95; Extract
sariipya 63, 66 from—110

Sarvastivadin 52 n.46, 97

Sastra 43 n.9; author of—65

scripture 81

send, army 80

senses, passirr ; power of—75,
(explained) 52

siddhasadhana 79

SivajNanasiddhiyar 116

Sautrantika 116

SUBHAGUPTA 96, 104

Slokavartika (Chawk.) 60, n.,
85 n., 99—101

solidity (kathinata) 45, 75

sound-object 81

S?iCHERBA TSKY, Th. 102,

12

STHIRAMATI 95,113 n.
—on the external thing 110

svalaksana 69

svariupavirodha 84

svasanvedana 53 n. 49

syllogism 66, 82, formulation of
—76

TARANATHA 97

taimirika 49 n. 33

tarka 57

tathata, suchness 75

Tathigata 59

Tattvasagraha (GOS.) 57, 1.,
58, n,, 60, n., 96, 97, 102

TUCCI, G. 112, n.
VACASPATI MISRA 104
VAGBHATA 44 n. 13,97
Vaibhagika 112; Kasmira—63,
n.. 96, 102
Vaibhasika-Sautrantika 102
Vaisesika 47 nn. 27-28; (re-
futed) 48 n. 29, 96, 103
vasand 49 n. 35, 54
VASUBANDHU 95, 96, 102,
105-112, (Bhadanta-) 63, n.,98
Vatthupama Sutta 114.n
Vimeikabhasya 96, 102, 103;
Extract from—105-9
VijRanaparindma 81
VijSanavadin 62, n., 101, 110
VINITADEVA 49n.36; 54 n.
55, 95-99. (His criticist of
other school) 100
vigayakarata 54
Vedantin 102
vyavahara 43 n, 9
UDYOTAKARA 62, n.
UL H.60
YAMAGUCHI, SUSUMA 42,
49, 54, 95, 101
YAMAKAMI SOGEN 115, n.
YASOMITRA 95, 101, 103,
117, n.
Yogacara-Sautrantika 102



TIBETAN INDEX

(WITH AUTHORISED SKT EQUIVALENT)

(Figures refer to verses)

kyai, apica 6

rkyen, pratyaya 7

gan, yat 6

rgyu, karapa 1

a1 dgar, yathestarh, vytts ad 7

gag. chabad, ekamso'pt (Onigi-
nal saha) 7

de. m, sah, vrtts ad 7

de by, tasyah 1

de hi. rkyen fiid . . . yin phyir
ro, tatpratyayataya 6

der. m1. snan. phyir, atadabha
tayd 1

don, artha 6

don. du. snan. ba, arthavabhisa,
vritsad 7

hdus pahi. rnam pa, saficita-
kara 3

rdul. phran, anu (Ongmnal
sah) 1

nai. g1, antah 6

nus. pa, saktih, vrits ad 7

nus pa. hjog. phyir, daktyarpa-
pat 7

rnam, par. Ses pahi rten can,
viyfianadharam, vrits ad 7

rnam. pa. ses. io. boh phyir,
vijfianarupatvit 6

snan . . yin. te, avabhésate 6

phy:. rol. ltar, bahirvat 6

phra. rab rdul, agu (Ong gré-
hyaris'a) 1

byed. pas, karotiti. vrtts ad 7

dbai. po. bzhin, aksavat 1

dban poh: rnam. par. rig, mdri-
yavifiapt 1

hbras. bu skyed par. byed.
pahi, karyotpadaka (Orig .
—utpattaye) vrtt: ad 7

mi bkhrul phyir ro, avyabhi-
cantvat 7

mi hgol. lo, avirodha, veifs
ad 7

mod. kyi, yadyap: 1

zlum. po, panmandalya, vytt:
ad 4 d.

yan lag. gcig ma. tshan, ekanga-
vaikalya, vrits ad 2 c. d.

yul, visaya 1

rafi dai mthun pahi, svanu-
rupa. vytts ad 7

nm gyis, kramét 7,— kyan, kra-
menapy, vrtts ad 7

ges byahi io. bo, jfeyartipa 6

sra fiid la sogs bzhin, kathi-
natddivat 3
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