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INTRODUCTION

I.GeneralRemarks.

ThepresentworkisanannotatedEnglishtranslationoftheTattvasar!zgraha

(TS)vv.1212-1263by Santarak~ita (ca.725-788)andits commentary , the
Tattvasar!zgrahapa 元jikii (TSP) , byhisimmediatediscipleKamala 訂la (ca.740ｭ

795).Thismaterialamountstoapproximatelythefirstone-thirdofthechapter

Pratyak~alak~a ♂aparlk~ii “The ExaminationoftheDefinitionofDirectPercepｭ

tion."Asthistitleclearlyshows , thewholechapterisfocusedontheBuddhist
definitionofdirectperceptionandrelatedproblems , ! ofwhichtheportiontransｭ

latedbelowdealswiththethesisthatdirectperceptionisnecessarilyfreefrom

conceptionand ,asasubordinatetopic ,withthedefinitionofconception.Inorder
toclarifytheauthors'historicalandphilosophicalpositionintheBuddhisttradition

inIndia , Iwouldliketopresentbeforehandanoutlineofthehistoricaldevelopｭ
mentofthetheoryofdirectperceptionandthenrefertosomecharacteristicsofthe

text.

Asiswellknown , theBuddhistlogico モpistemological tradition- i.e., the
Buddhistpramii'f}atradition-towhichourauthorsbelongwasfoundedby

Dignaga(ca.480-540)andthensystematizedbyDharmakirti(ca.600-660)witha

fewbutsignificantalterations.Thisschoolupholdstwokindsofrightknowledge

(pramii1'}a)only:directperception(ρ ratyak~a ) andinference(anumiina)ofwhich

theformerisfurtherconcernedwithconceptionasoneofthemostfundamental

epistemologicalproblems. InBuddhismdirectperceptionasrightknowledge

meantadirectcognitionwhichcouldnotcontainanyerror , whereasconception
wasoftenconsideredtobetherootofallevilsandmentaltroublesintheordinary

lifeofhumanbeings.2

Dignagaformulateddirectperceptionasacognitionwhichisfreefromcon ・

ception(kalpaniipocjha)inPSand , furthermore ,definedconceptionastheconnecｭ
tionwithaname , agenus , etc.(niimajiityiidiyojanii).AfterhimDharmakirtifol-

1 ForanoutlineofthechapterseeHattori1959.Roughlyspeaking , thechaptercontainsthetwo
maindiscussionsonthedefinitionofdirectperception:theanalysisofthemeaningof“ free from
conception"(kalpaniipo4ha)andof “non-erroneous" (abhranta).Thepresentstudyisconcernedwith
thefirstonly;thelatterneedsfurtherresearch.ForthepreviousstudiesofthelattertopicseeYaita
1982;Nishikawa1984a;and1984b(mainlyconcerningthediscussionsbyDharmottara).

2 AccordingtoDharmakirti , for instance , conception (vika 争a) isanequivalentofnescience
(avidya;PVSV50, 20-51 , 1), whereasholybeingssuchasayogin(PVill281)andSamantabhadrato
whomhisreligiousdevotionisdirectedinthenamaskaraSlokaofPV , arethosebeingswhohave
annihilatedthenetworkofconceptualconstruction(vidhutakalpanajala-).
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lowedthisdefinitionofdirectperception ， 五rst inPVwithoutchangeandthenin

PVinandNBwiththefollowingmodification: “Direct perceptionisfreefrom
conceptionandnon-erroneouS'(ρratyak~am ka争ana}うodhamabhrantam).Consistｭ

entwiththischangeheproposedhisowndefinitionofconception: “Conception isa
cognitionassociatedwithanexpression"(abhilapinfpratttilJ.ka かana) inverse;

“Conception isacognitionwhichiscapableoftheconnectionwithanexpression"
(abhilapasarrzsargayogyapratibhasaρratftilJ. kalpana) ,moreexactly , butwiththe
sameconnotationinprose.Thisappearedatthetimetobearadical ,newdefinition
ofconception.

SantaraksitalivedinthemostactiveperiodoftheBuddhistlogico ・epistemolo ・

gicaltraditionafterDharmakirti. Namely , thesystemofthelatterwasfully
acceptedandabsorbedwithinthetradition , ontheonehand , and , ontheother ,
afterthefulldoctrinalestablishmentofeachorthodoxschool , Buddhistshadthe
needtorefutethoseoftheirideaswhichwereopposedtoDharmakirti's.Besides ,
withintheBuddhistparty , too ,diversionsofinterpretationstimulatedcontroversies
onseveralpoints.3

Forinstance ,mostcommentatorsanddoxographerswhosetextsareavailable
nowseemtohavefollowedDharmakirti'sdefinitionconcerningdirectperception

aswellashisdefinitionofconception. However , SantaraksitaandKamalasila
appeartoindicatethatbeforethemsomeBuddhistsmaintainedbothDignaga's

de 五nition ofconceptionandDharmakirti'sdefinition.4 Thisfact , i.e., thatthere
weresomeBuddhistswhoinprinciplefollowedDharmakirti'stheoryofdirect

perceptionbutfollowedDignagaastothedefinitionofconception , isnoteworthy
inanothertextofthelaterperiod , viz., HTU , adoxographicalpiecebyJitari.5

ThusTScouldbesaidtobeendowedwithauniquecharacterinthesensethatthe

author , Santarak~ita ， triestointegratethedefinitionsofDignagaandDharmakirti

onconceptionthroughtheexaminationofallthepossibleinterpretationsofDigｭ

naga'sdefinitionandthenfinallyreacheshisownconclusion ,asmentionedbelow.
StudiesintheBuddhisttheoryofdirectperceptionhavemadeprogresssince

the1960's.Aboveall ,veryimportantcontributionswereachievedbythefollowing
excellentworks:Prof.T.Vetter'stextandGermantranslationofPVinI(Vetter

3 Forinstance , Vinitadeva'sideasondirectperceptionarecriticizedbyDharmottara(d.studies
referredtoinn.1).Kamalasilarevealsdi 宜erences fromDharmottara'sviewonseveralimportantpoints
thoughtheybelongedtonearlythesameperiod.ForthechronologyofSantarak 号ita ， Kamalasila , and
DharmottaraseeKrasser1992.

4 Seenn.81, 82,and84.

5 HTU272 , 23-25:taccapra り'ak~arrz namajatyadika~ ρanarah itarrznin 万kalpakam abhrantarrzca

yadibhavatitada ρramanam uりlate. Seealsonn.81and92.
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1966), Prof.Kajiyama'sannotatedEnglishtranslationofTBh(Kajiyama1966),
Prof.M.Hattori'sannotatedEnglishtranslationofPS(V)I(Hattori1968), and
Prof.H.Tosaki'sJapanesetranslationofPVill(Tosaki1979a , 1985).Inthese
worksthemostimportantmilestonesinthehistoryoftheBuddhistlogico ・episte­

mologicaltraditioninIndia , viz., theoriginalcontributionofDigmlga , thesucｭ
ceedingcontributionofDharmakirti , andthewritingofadoxographyinthelast
period , havebeenphilologicallyclarifiedanddigested. Besides , Dr.E.Franco
(1984)pointedouttheimportanceofthechapterItakeupnowandsettledthe

frameworkofSantarak~ita's interpretationofDignaga. Ihopethatthepresent

studywhichisimmeasurablyindebtedtotheseworkswillmakeanadditional

contributiontomodernphilologicalstudiesofthistradition ,especiallywithregard
totheproblemofthedefinitionofdirectperception ,oneofitsmostimportantand
fundamentaltopics.

II.OnSomeCharacteristicFeaturesofTSandTSP.

ThechapterPratyak~alak~a 'Japarlksii ， likeotherchaptersofTS , takesan
encyclopediclookattheproblemofdirectperceptionandsolvesitfromthe

Buddhiststandpointinthelateeighthcentury.Thismeansthatwecan , indeed ,
collectextensivedescriptionsofthetopic ,buttheauthor'sownphilosophicalposiｭ
tionsarenotsoevident , becausehisfinalanswersareinmostcasesnotdifferent
fromDharmakirti'sideas. Inspiteofthisgeneraltendency , wecan むace their

characteristicfeaturesinseveralpointsthemostimportantofwhichis,theaimof
Santarak 号i 旬、discussion; i.e.,hisendeavortointegratethetwodifferentdefinitions
ofconceptionofDignagaandDharmakirti.Therebyhetriestoexplaineachsubｭ

ordinatetopic , wherethefollowingfurthercharacteristicscanberecognized:

A.TheInterpretationoftheSentenceofDefinition:pratgak 守a '!l kalpanaｭ

poc!hamabhrantam.6

Roughlyspeaking ,thereweretwomainstreamsinthetraditionofinterpreting
thesyntaxofthesentenceofthedefinitionofDharmakirti:Onestreaminterprets

thesentenceas“T hat (cognition)whichisfreefromconceptionandnon-erroneous
isdirectperception"andtheother ,reversingthesubjectandtheobject ,interpretsit
as“Direct perceptionisfreefromconceptionandnon-erroneous."Theformerwas
heldbySakyabuddhi , Vinitadeva ,andKamala 釘la; thelatterbyDharmottaraand

hisfollowers.Santaraksitahimselfissilentonthisissue.Thatistosay ,itislikely

6 Seenn.38and39.
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thatKamala 釘la belongedtotheolders仕切m ofthetradition7alongwithVinitaｭ

deva ,etc.However ,itisnotcertainwhetherKamala 釘la wasintentionallyopposed

toDharmottara.

B.OntheDefinitionofConception.

Asstatedabove , thereweretwokindsofdefinitionofconceptioninthe
Buddhistlogico ・epistemological tradition:niimajiityiidiyojaniika 争anii byDignaga

(PSI)andabhiliipinzpratltilJ-ka 争anii byDharmakirti(PVinI, NBI).Between
these , Dignaga'sdefinition , especiallyhisusageofiidi(i.e., niimajiityiidi-) , left
roomforvariousphilosophicalanalyses:Thoughtheexpressioncouldmean

“name, genus , etc.," 8 thisusageofiidi(“etc.") issomewhats仕ange becauseits

normalusageallowsforeither“name,etc."or “genus,etc."9asthecorrectfa ロn ，and

not“name, genus ,etc."asinDignaga'susage.Besides ,thefactthatthelatterhalf
ofthecompound , yojanii ,isafemininenounallowsfortwopossibilitiesinconnecｭ
tionwiththeotherfemininenoun , kalpanii ,whichthecompoundmodifies;i.e.,the
compoundcouldbeanalyzedeitherasatatpurωα or abahuvrzhi.Dharmakirti

spokeabouthisowndefinitiononlyandkeptsilentabouttherelationbetween

Dignaga'sdefinitionandthatofhisown.Itisnotdi 伍cult toconjecturethatthese
circumstancesdirectedSantarak~ita ， whobelongedtothescholaticenvironment

afterDharmakirti ,towardareconsiderationofbothdefinitions.Theconclusionhe
finallyreachedwasthatbothwerestatedwiththesameconnotation.

BeforehecametothisconclusionheinvestigatedDignaga'sdefinitionas

minutelyaspossible.Accordingtohim ,thecompoundniimajiityiidiyojanii , “name­
genus , etc. , connection ," couldbeinterpretedinthefollowingways:

1.Connectionwithanameandagenus , etc.
a.Conceptionisthatcognitionbymeansofwhichaconnectionwith

aname ,whichistobeacceptedbyBuddhists ,andagenus , etc. ,whichis

7 Cf.PSVonPSI3c:sespaga カla rtogpamedpadeni[PSV(K):om.PSV(V)]mrlOnsummo

(Hattori1968:176-177).(“T hat (cognition)inwhichthereisnoconceptionisdirectperception 乃Cf. also
PSVonPSI3d:ga カla rtogpadedagmedpademカon summo(Hattori1968:178-179;identicalto
yatrai~ii ねlpana niistitatpratyak~am; seealson.200).Cf.NVT1 130,21-22; NVT2 241, 3:seya'J!l
kalpaniiyatrajfuinenastyarthatal}svar 秒'ato viitatkalpaniipocJha'J!lpratyak~am [NVT2:tatisadded
beforeρratyak~am NVT1].

8 Thisisnodoubtthemostnaturalunderstandingofthephraseifphilosophicalinterpretationssuch
asSantaraksita'sarenottakenintoconsideration.

9 TSP451, 21-23.Thepassageis 甘anslated onp.73.
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toberejectedasanideaofotherschools ,isrealized.lO

b.Conceptionisthatcognitionwhichconnectsaname ,whichistobe
acceptedbyBuddhists ,andagenus , etc. ,whichistoberejectedasanidea
ofotherschools ,withtherelevantobject.ll

2.Connectionwithanamethroughagenus , etc.
Conceptionisthatcognitionwhichconnec ぉ a namewiththerelevant

objectthroughthemediumofagenus , etc. , bothofwhichareexpressed
fromtheBuddhiststandpointonlyP

Inthisway , hepresentstwo- moreparticularlythree- interpretationsof
thecompound. Althoughhestatesthemas alternatives , theprogressofthe
discussionsuggeststhatinterpretationlbispreferabletola ,andthatinterpretation
2isthebestamongthem.Moreover , Kamala釘la sometimesusestheword“name"
- whichwasoriginallyusedbyDignagaregardingarbitrarywordsonly- asan

equivalentto “word" (ｧabda)inthecourseofhisdiscussions.13 Thisattitudeis
expoundedfirstbySantarak~ita intheexpressionsabdayojanii(TS1232a)inthe

senseofniimayojanii.Thus , aftergivingalternativeinterpretationsofthecomｭ
poundniimajiityiidiyojaniiandfinallyfavoringform2above , Santarak~ita declares
thatDignaga'sintention- viz., thatconceptionisacognitionwhichconnectsa
namewithanobject- isnootherthanDharmaklrti'sdefinition. Further , the
authoralsooffersinterpretationsofDignaga'sideasonconceptionasfoundinPSV

andNMukhinaccordancewiththisviewpoint.

c.TS(P)ontheDemonstrationsofkalpanapoc!ha.

AftertheexaminationofthedefinitionofconceptionSantarak 号ita proceedsto

theproblemofhow“ free fromconception"isdemonstrated.Hiswayofdiscussing
theproblemandsourcesarefoundinPVandPVin. Further ,thecontentsofthis
discussionweretakenoverbyanotherofhisworks , i.e., MA ,14 includingfive

10 Thecompoundhasbeendemonstratedtobeabahuvrzhi.Forthedetailsseepp.74-75.

11 Thecompoundmustbeata砂urWja. Forthedetailsseepp.75-76;andn.116.

12 Seepp.76-77.

13 Seenn.61, 84, 126, 164, 169, 170,and280.

14 MA24-30.Further ,TSismentionedbynameinMAV (330,13:Dekhonabsduspa;onMA96).
ThismeansthatTSwaswrittenbeforeMAwhichexpoundsSantarak~ita's originalstandpointasa
criticalsyncretismoftheSau 仕fmtika ， Yogiicara ,andMadhyamakaphilosophies.
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identicalverses.15

D.Sintarak~ita andDharmakIrti;KamalasilaandDevendrabuddhi.

ItisnotsurprisingincommentaryasmassiveasTSPthatthesourceofmany

expressionscanbefoundinprecedingtexts. Needlessto say , statementsof
DignagaandofDharmaklrti ,whoformedthetwowingsofauthorityinthis 甘adi­

tion , areoftencitedand , evenmoreoften , implicitlyusedinTSP.Besides , as
pointedoutbyFrauwallner ,16 Kamala釘la inonecontextutilizedastatementof

Sakyabuddhi , thereason being , I suppose , thatitwasaprevailingideain
KamalasIla'sage. DuringthecourseofthistranslationanotherofKamalasIla's

sourcesrevealeditself:asecondaryusageofDevendr 油uddhi' scommentaryonPV

ill249.InTS1263Santarak~ita usesthisverse ,withaslightmodification ,andin
commentinguponitKamala 釘la ， intum , utilizesDevendrabuddhi'scommentary ,
alsowithaslightmodificationP

E.Kamalasila , Vinitadeva ,andJinendrabuddhi.

AlthoughthedefinitechronologyofKamalasIla ,18 Vin Itadeva , andJinendraｭ
buddhi19isnotcertain , thefollowingpointssuggesttheirsimilarities:

1.Theyhavethesameidiosyncrasyintheirpreferenceforthetermsvarupaover

lak~a 1}a intheenumerationofthequadrupletofwrongnotions(v 伊ratipatti) -

15 TS1250(=MA25),TS1251(=MA26),TS1253(=MA28),TS1254(=MA29),andTS1255
(=MA30).Cf.TS1252abd(=MA27abd).Seenn.216, 242,and254.

16 Frauwallner1933:238-239.However , thecontextisnotrelevantto 出e presentwork.

17 Seenn.292-300;andAppendix1.Thistextualrelationwillbemoreinterestingwhenwetakeinto
considerationthatDevendrabuddhiistheimmediatediscipleofDharmaki:rtiasisKamala 釘la of
Santaraksita.

18 ItisaninterestingproblemwhetherKamalasi:la'scommentaryreflectsmoredevelopedideasthan
thatexpressedinTS ,generatedinresponsetotheworksofSantarak~ita. Krasser(1992)pointsoutthat
Kamala 釘la wasinfluencedbyDharmottaraoncertainissues.Besides , Kamalasi:lareferstoUmbeka ,
whowasnotknowntoSantarak 手ita (Schmithausen1965:216n.150).Icouldnotfindexamplesof
Kamalasi:la'sdeviationfrom ,ordevelopmentof ,thecontentsofTSin 出is work.Onthecontrary ,the
differencebetweenKamala 釘la andDharmottarapointedoutaboveconcerningthesyntaxofthesenｭ
tenceofthedefinitionofdirectperception(pp.46-47)isanexamplewhichinevitablysuggeststhe
possibilityeitherthattheformerdidnotknowtheideaofthelatteratallorthattheformerwas
intentionallyopposedtothelatterforsomereason.

19 Thereisnoevidenceforfixingthedateof]inendrabuddhi.Asapreviousstudyon 出at issuesee
Hayes1983.
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viz., svarupa , phala , gocara , andsamkhyii-regardingdirectperception.20

2.Theyunanimouslyrefertothesameillustration“Fetch themilchwithoutthe
calf!"forexplainingthattheword“cognition" (jfziina)isomittedintheaboveｭ
mentionedsentenceofdefinitionofdirectperception.21

3.Aspointedoutabove ,KamalasilaaswellasSantaraksitawasawareofthefact
thatthecompoundniimajii り'iidiyojanii inPSissomewhats甘ange intermsofthe

usageofiidi. Thesamewasalsoexpressedbylinendrabuddhiinyetanother
way.22

皿. OntheTextsandtheMethodology.

ThetranslationofTSandTSPismadefromthefollowingtexts:

1.TS1212-1263:

(Skt.) M61b2-64a2

K 1213-1264

S 1212-1263

(Tib.)23P 5764, Vol.138, 'e, 55a4-57a7
D 4266 ,TshadrnaVol.18, ze, 45al-46b6

2.TSPonTS1212-1263:

(Skt.) M 150b2-154a4

K 366, 14-398 , 27
S 448, 20-463 , 16

(Tib.)24P 5765, Vol.139, ye , 24b8-34a2
D 4267,TshadrnaVol.19, 'e, 1b1-9a2

Forthepurposeofofferingthetranslationasliterallyandthoroughlyaspossｭ

ible ,itisindispensablethateveryavailablereferencebecollectedfromothertexts
andcomparedwitheachcontextofTSandTSP.Thisprocedureissubstantially

20 Seethetranslationonp.57;andn.35.

21 Seenn.39and40.

22 Seen.96.

23 Forthetranslators ,GunakarasrlbhadraandZiba'od ,seeNaudou1980:214n.38;221;and230.

24 Forthetranslators , DevendrabhadraandGrags'byorsesrab , seeNaudou1980:211-215;230;
235-236;andRuegg1981:114.
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followedinthenotesforthetranslationwherethetextualdifferencesamongthe

abovefiveversionsofthetextsarealsonoted.25 ThemainabbreviationsIemploy

areasfollows:

M Jaisalmermanuscripts26ofTS/TSP

K E.Krishnamacharya'seditionofTS/TSP

S S.D.Shastri'seditionofTS/TSP

Pa VariantreadingsinthePatan(Pattan)manuscriptsofTS/TSP

whicharefoundinthefootnotesofS.

Ga VariantreadingsintheGaekwadmanuscriptsofTS/TSPwhich

arefoundinthefootnotesofS.

Further , thefollowingmethodologicalremarksshouldbetakenintoaccount
forthenotationsinthetranslationsandthenotes:

1.InthetranslationIuseSasthebasictext.However ,forthewayofpresenting
thetranslationIfollowthestyleofKforconveniencesake;i.e.,thetranslationof
TSisarrangedintheappropriatelocationwithinTSP.

2.Parentheses(...)intranslationsindicatethattheenclosedwordsarethecompleｭ

mentswhicharenecessaryonaccountofsyntacticaldifferencesbetweenSanskrit

(orTibetan)andEnglish;notranslator'sinterpretationisadded. Ontheother

hand ,brackets[...]intranslationsindicatethattheenclosedwordsareaddedfora
betterunderstandingofthecontentswiththetranslator'sinterpretation.

25 InprincipleItriedtocollectinthenotesasmanyrelevantpassagesaspossible ,atleastinBudｭ
dhistSanskritliterature ,whichwouldbeofanyhelpforsimilarresearchinthefuture.However ,Icould
notfullyconsultPVinTAphilologicalresearchof 出at isnotthescopeofthisarticle.

26 IoweagreatdebtofgratitudetotheVenerableJainaMuniSriJambuvijayajifortheacquisition

oftheblackandwhitephotoprintsofthesemanuscriptswhichhasnotbeenpossiblebeforeforscholars
outsideofIndia.

InthecaseofTS ,onlybyreferencetoMwasitpossibleformetoclarifybetterreadingssincethe
TibetanofTS ,asitis,isnotsoreliablefortextualemendations.
BothTSandTSPinMarewritteninanamazinglybeautifulNagariscript.TSiswritteninavery

strictscriptandfont ,eachfolioinsix(occasionally ， 五ve) linesinarigid ,well-orderedform.Thereare
onlyafewmarginalnotations , comparedwithTSP.Theverse-numberisattachedattheendofeach
verse ,countingfromthebeginningofthechapter.Ontheotherhand ,TSPiswritteninafreerstyle
thanTS.Eachfolioconsistsoffromsixtoeightlines.Thenotes , additions , andcorrectionsinthe
marginrevealthatitwasreadverywell ,althoughsomeofthosemarginalremarksapparentlybelongto
themodernage.Itisnoteworthythatthemarginalnotationsaremostlygivenwithanindicationofthe
lineinwhichthewordinquestioniswritten.
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3.BoldtypesignifiesthetranslationofTStodistinguishiteasilyfromTSP.This

isusedalsoforpresentingtheSanskrittextsofTSinthenotes.

4.IfollowSfortheverse-numbersofTS.ThefolionumberofMisalsoindicated

inthenotesforeasyaccess.ThelocationsofpassagesofTSPare , ontheother
hand ,justindicatedatthebeginningofanewtopicinthetranslation ,andtheyare
indicatedinthecaseofnotesonlywithreferencetothelocationinS.

5.EachSanskritverseofTSinthenotesisfollowedbythecorrespondingTibetan

translation; “Tib. (!)"indicatesthattheTibetandoesnotfullyreflectthereadingor
thestructureoftheSanskrit.PassagesofTSPinthenotesare , whennecessary ,
citedwithoutmentioningthenameofthetext(i.e., TSP);e.g., (450 , 14)indicates
thatthepassageisquotedfromS(p.450 ,1.14).

6.AspointedoutbyKunst ,27 theTibetanofTSisnotreliable.Itoftencontains
corruptionsandmoreoftenthannotrevealsthatthetranslationwasmadewithout

fullydigestingtheSanskritsyntax.However ,inspiteofitstextualdefects ,itmust
beconsultedforcriticismoftheSanskrittext. Fu 抗her ， Tib.pratfkas- i.e., the
wordswhicharequotedfromTSandcommenteduponintheTibetanTSP- are

alsousefulfortextualcriticismbecausetheyoftenshowafarbetterreadingthan

theTibetanTS.

7.TheTibetanpassagesfromothertextscitedinthenotesforreferenceare

generallytakenfromP.DifferentreadingsinD areoccasionallyreferredtoin

bracketsbuttheirexactlocationsareomittedexceptinthecaseofTSwhichisthe

mostimportanttextinthiswork.

8.WhenoneoftheTibetanversionskeepsapreferablereadingandanotheris

problematicorco ロupt ， Iindicatethepointbyusingasemicolonandbracketsas ,
e.g. ， “ka lpωa; 付og[D:rtogsP]pa."WhenbothPandDrevealgood ,butdifferent ,
readingsIfollowPasthebasictext.

9.Apassageisoccasionallyunderlinedforemphasis.

27 Kunst1939:vm.
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SYNOPSISOFTHETRANSLATION

(*IndicatesthatthetopicisfoundonlyinTSP.)

1.Introduction[1212].(translationp.57, 1.3)

ll.Directperceptiondefined:That(cognition)whichisfreefromconception

(kalpan a.ρo cf，ha) andnon-erroneous(abhriinta)isdirectperception[1213ab].(58,

7-60, 11)

A*.Referencestootherdefinitions.(58, 7)

B*.Onthesyntaxofthede 五nition. (59,4)

1.Onthedefiniendumandthedefinition;onthewordorderinthesentence.

(59,4)

2.Theword“ cognition" isomitted.(60, 7)

皿. On “being freefromconception."(61, 2-116,3)
A.Onconception.(61, 2-94, 14)

1.Conceptiondefined:Acognitionassociatedwithanexpression(abhiliipini

pratiti 事 ) [1213bc].(61,4)

a*.Introductoryremarks.(62, 1-64, 1)

(1)ReferencetootherdefinitionsofconceptioncriticizedbySankaraｭ

svamin ,etc[1213cd].(62,1)
(a)ThedefinitionbytheSarvastivadaschool.(62, 15)
(b)ThedefinitionbytheYogacaraschool.(63,2)

(2)Etymologicalexplanationofthewordabhiliipin.(63,4)

2.Demonstrationstoprovetheabovedefinitionofconception.(64, 3-69,8)

a.Conceptionisknownthroughone'sdirectperception.(64, 3)

(l)The 五rst demonstration[1214].(64,5)

-Corroborationofthefirstdemonstrationbymeansofinference

[1215].(65, 12)

(2)Theseconddemonstration[1216].(67, 10)

b.Conceptionisalsodemonstratedbyaninference[1217].(68,5)

3.TheexaminationofDignaga'sdefinitionsofconception.(69, 10-94, 14)

a.Introduction.(69, 10-71, 12)

(l)purva ρak~a: conceptionshouldbedefinednotonlyasassociatedwith

anexpressionbutascapablefortheconnectionwithagenus , etc.
[1218ab].(69, 10)

(2)Generalresponse:Genus , etc., isnotmaintainedbyBuddhistsanditis
notperceived[1218cd].(70,4)

-Additionalremarksonthenon-perceptionofagenus ,etc.[1219].(70,
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13)

b.InterpretationsofthedefinitioninPSI3d: “name-genus,etc.connection"
(niimajii 砂'iidiyojanii). (72, 2-88, 7)

(1)Thefirstinterpretation.(72, 2-76,9)
(a)“Name-genus, etc."(niimajiityiidi)beinginterpretedas “name" and

“genus, etc. ," respectivelyexpressingDignaga'sownidea ,whichisto
beaccepted ,andtheopinionofotherteachers ,whichistoberejected
[1220].(72,7)

(b)Interpetationsof“connect ion" (yojanii).(73, 10-76,9)

1)Thewholecompoundinterpretedasabahuvrfhi:conceptionas

thatwhichhastheconnectionwithnameandgenus ,etc.[1221].(74,
4)

2)Thecompoundasataφur~a: conceptionasthatwhichconnectsa

nameandagenus , etc.[1222].(76,4)
(2)Thesecondinterpretation:Thedefinitionofconceptionasexpressing

Dignaga'sownideaonly(svamatasiddhaiva)[1223ab].(76, 11-86, 17)

(a)TheinterpretationofPSVI(yad!cchii勾bdりu niimniiviSi~?o 'rtha

ucyate...)(76, 16-83,2)

1)Theexpression“a thingisexpressedbeingdistinguishedbya
name"inPSVshouldbesyntacticallyconnectedalsointhecasesof

genus- , quality- , action- ,andsubstance-words[1223cd].(77,9)
2)Theinterpretationof“by agenus , etc九a thing ,beingdistinguished
byanamebymeansofagenus , etc.,isexpressedasa “cow ," etc.
[1224ab].(78,3)
3)TheinterpretationofPSI3d:thatwhichconnectsanamethrough

themediumofagenus ,etc.[1224cd]. (78,13)
-Excursus:thedefinitionisnottoonarrow(ωy めti ) regarding

arbitrarywords ,either.(79,3)
a)Fromarealisticpointofview[1225a-c].(79,7)

一本 From thestandpointofthetheoryofawhole.(80,2)

ー* Fromthestandpointofpari1:zatidarsana.(80, 11)
b)FromtheBuddhiststandpoint.(81,7)
-Dignagaseparatedarbitrarywordsfromgenus-wordsbecause

theyareseparatelyknowntopeople[1225d].(81,22)
- Dignagaexpressedbotharbitrarywordsandgenus-words

separatelyonlyincomformitywiththecommonalty[1226-27].

(82,8)
(b)TheinterpretationofPSVI(anyetuarth aSunyai 争sabdair eva
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viｧ4to'rthaucyate)[1228].(83,4)

(c)Integrationofthedefinitions.(84, 4-88, 7)

1)Dharmakirti'sdefinition , abhilapinlprat 詑i I}. ， shouldbeaccepted

alsobyotherteacherswhoholdconceptionbeingconnectionwith

agenus , etc.[1229-33].TheinterpretationofPSVI(ontheword
ucyate).(84,4)

2)Dignaga'srealintention:thereconciliationofthefirstandthe

secondinterpretationsofPSI3d[1234-35].(87,2)

c.InterpretationsofDignaga'sdefinitioninNMukh.(88, 9-91,8)
(1)Thefirstinterpretation:thedefinitionasstatingbothDignaga'sown

ideaandotherteachers'opinion[1236].(88,9)

(2)Thesecondinterpretation:ThedefinitionasstatingDignaga'sownidea

only[1237].(90, 19)

d.TheexaminationofthecriticismoftheBuddhistideaofconception

upheldbyUddyotakara ,etc.[1238-41].(91, 10-94,14)
(1)Onthecriticismintermsoftheproblemofthepropertyandthe

property-possessorinDharmakirti'sdefinition.InterpretationofPSVI

(yatrai~a ka争ana nastitatpra り'ak~am). (91, 10)
(2)OnUddyotakara'scriticismthatdirectperceptionasdefinedby

Dignagacannotbeexpressedbytheword“direct perception."(91,15;94,
8)

B.Demonstrationsof“being freefromconception."(94, 16-116, 3)

1.Corroborationsintermsofdirectperception.(94, 16-107, 11)
a.Generalidea:directperception'sbeingfreefromconceptionisknown

fromself-perceptionbecauseevenapersonwhosemindispreoccupied

withinsomethingelse ,suchaspastaffairs ,perceivesblue , etc. ,whichis
rightbeforehiseyes[1242].(94, 16)
(1)Directperceptionisexperiencedincoexistencewithconception ,being
differenctfromeachother , sothatdirectperceptioncannotcontain
conception.(95, 4-97,6)

(a)Conceptionofpastaffairs , etc. , arisesindependentlyfromdirect
perception[1243].(95,4)

(b)Impossibilityofassumingtwodifferentconceptionsinsimultaneity

[1244].(96, 3)

(c)Asummary[1245].(97, 2)

(2)Theexaminationsofthecounter-argumentstothetheoryofsimulｭ

taneity.(97, 8-107, 11)

(a)purvapak~ a:. cognitionswhichoccursuccessivelyarewronglycon-
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ceivedtobesimultaneousbecausetheyoccurquiterapidlyasinthe

caseofafire-brand[1246].(97, 8-99,8)
(b)Responses.(99, 10-107, 11)

1)Theobjectionisnotrelevanttothemaintopic ,i.e.,directpercepｭ
tion'sbeingfreefromconception , sothatitisnottherealimpediｭ
menttothetopic[1247].(99, 10)

2)Thesimultaneousoccurrenceofsense-perceptionwithconception

isnotanerrorastheopponentclaims[1248].(100, 12)
3)Counter-evidencestotheobjection[1249-52].(101, 14)
a)Theexampleofasoundsuchaslatainreferencetotheexample

ofseeingadancer , etc.(102,4;104,9)
b)Inthecasewherethereisonlyconceptioninthemind.(102, 7;

105,3)
c)Allmentalactivitiesareofthesamenatureintermsoftheir

momentariness.(102,9;105,8)
4)Theexample“ like afire-brand"commitsafallacycalled“being
devoidofaprobandum"[1253-55].(105, 14)

2.Corroborationsintermsofinference.(107, 13-116,3)

a.Asyllogismbyanon-perceptionofthecause[1256-59].(107, 13)
(1)Theexaminationoftheobjection.Theword-particular(必 bdasvalak~a­

。α) asthesignified(vacya)orthesignifier(vacaka)isonlyafalsely

imputedthing[1260-61ab].(110,3)
(2)Ontheotherhand , directperceptionwhichcognizestheparticularis
notconceptual[1261cd-62].(111,9)

b.Asyllogismbyaperceptionofthatwhichisincompatiblewithapervader

[1263].(113, 3)
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TRANSLATIONOFTS1212-1263ANDITSTSP

(M150b2;S448 , 19;K 366 , 14;P24b8;D1b1)

Therearefourkindsofwrongnotions(v 伊ratipatti) whichotherschoolshold

withregardtorightknowledge(pramiil}a):(wrongnotions)concerningitsnature

(svarupa) , e妊ect (phala) , object (gocara) , andnumber(sa1?1khyii)28. Forthe

purposeofdemonstratingtheclear29 de五nition ofrightknowledgebymeansof

refutingthe(wrongnotions ,themasterhasalreadystated ,) “ascertained bytwoｭ
foldrightknowledgebothendowedwithacleardefinition."30Inordertocorｭ

roboratethis31(themasternow)states:

Directperception(pratgakl}a)andinference(anumana)whichare

assumed by other (teachers) in order to establish (categorical)

qualifications(upadhi)32arenotcorrect[asrightknowledge]forthey

(should)bedefinedasfollows.

IITS12121j33

28 ThesefourwrongnotionsarementionedalsoinNBPSbyKamalasllahimself.Forthetextand
Jap.tr.seeTosaki1984.Cf.alsonn.35-37;andDhPr35, 15-26.

29 spa~?a 1?1- prama 1}alak~a 1}am adarsayitum(448 , 20).Mytranslationofspa~?a 1?1- asanadjectiveis
basedonthefollowingpassage: ゆa~?a1?1- catall ρk~a 1}a 1?1- cetivise~a 1}asamiisa!} (15, 18)onTS3a
(学 >a~?ala k~a 1} as a1?1- yuk ta- ) . Thewordspa~?a 1?1- is, ontheotherhand , translatedasanadverbinthe
Tibetan25al:mtshan 元id gsalbarbstanpa'idonduo

30 TS3ab:spa {l!alak {la ,!asa qr.guktapramlidvitaganiscitam.Tib.P'e2a3-4;Dzelb3:mtshan
元 idgsalda カldan payiIItshadmag元is kyisgtanladbabIf.ForanexpositiononthepassageseeTSP
(15,18-21).Further ,thecontentsofTS3abareconcernedwithChapters17(Pratyak 号alak 号a t:la-pa rIk 号a) ，

18(Anumana-pO) , and19(Pramat:lantarabhava-pO).Ofthesethelastchapterisconcernedwiththe
problemofsa1?1-khyavipratipatti(d.TSP16, 21-22;530, 13).Chapter17, ontheotherhand , isconｭ
cernedwiththeproblemsofthede 五nition (lak~ana ， svarupa)andtheeffect(ρ hala; d.TS1343ff.);and
anyindependentdiscussionontheobject(gocara)isnotevident.

31 etatsamarthanartham(448,21).M originallyreadssamarthanambutiscorrectedintosamarthaｭ
nartham[sic!]inthemargin.

32 Theword “qualifications" inthiscontextmeansfalselyimputedcategoriessuchasthesix
pada 吋has upheldbythe Vaise~ika school.KamalasIlastateselsewhere that “qualification" isa
synonymofvise~a 1}a. TSP14,20:gU1}adayascateupadhayascavise~a 1}anlti vise~a 1}asamiisa!} (onTS
2abcitedbelow).Thesequalificationsarenotmaintainedtoberealbecausetheyareinoppositetothe

Buddhistideaofdependentorigination(p ratl>り'asamutpada; d.TS2a・c:gU1}adravyakriyajatisamavayaｭ
dyupadhibhi 与 I sunyam. “(Dependent origination)whichisdevoidofsuchqualificationsasquality ,
substance , action ,genusandinherence").

33 乱1: 61b2:patgak{lamanumanaqr.cagadupadhiprasiddhageIparairuktaqr.natatsid ・

dhameva qr.lak{la ,!aka qr.hitataIf.Tib.P55a4-5;D45al-2:mnonsumnidan[P:danniD]rjes ノ
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(Here ,)inordertoestablish(categorical)qualifications(means)inordertoestabｭ
!ishsuchquali 五cations asquality(gu 1}a) ,substance(dravya) ,action(kriyii) ,genus

(j iit i ), andinherence(samaviiya).34 Other(teachers)(means)the Vaise~ika

(teachers) , etc.Asfollows(means)as(themaster)shallstate(inthefollowing
discussions).

(恥 1 150b3;S449 , 8;K 366 , 21;P25a3;D1b4)
Amongthese(fourwrongnotions)(tatra)thewrongnotionregardingthe

nature35ofdirectperceptionisthatdirectperceptionis,asrightknowledge ,either
accompaniedbyconceptual(cognition)36ortheeyeandtheother(senseorgans)

whicharenotcognitionbynature.37Refutingthem(themaster)statesthedefi.niｭ
tionofthis(directperception):

\、 dpag laIIbyebragcandubsgrub[P:sgrubD]pa'iphyirIIpharolρos smrasdemi'grubIIdeni
mtshanizid'didagldanIf.
aCf.SBh22, 11:pratyak~a '!l tiivadanimittam.- ki'!lkiira 1}am-eva '!llak~a 1}aka '!l hitat.

34 Thewordingofgunadravyakriyiijiiti ・samaviiyiidyupiidhi-(448 ， 22)followsTS2ab(seen.32)

whichisfurthercommenteduponasfollows:gU1}ascadravyii1}icakr~ 少as cajiitiscasamaviiyasceti
dvand 切手. jiitisabdenaparama.μra '!l cadvividhamapisiim 伽ya '!l grhyatea. iidisabdenaan~ μ­

dra r.つlavartinii '!l vise~ii 7}iim b ， 戸 ca dharmivyatireki1}odharmii!}.kaiicidupava r1:zyante,yathii~a 7} 7}iim

api ρadii 付hiiniim ωtitva '!l sadupalambhakap 叩mii 7}avi~ayatvam Cityevamiidaya!}. , te~ii'!l graha7}am
(14, 16-20).
aPBh311, 14:siimii n，μ'!l dvividham ， ρaram apara'!lca.
bCf.PBh.321, 12-13:ante~u bhaviianty 劫sViisrayavise~akatviid vise~ii み.

CCf.PBh16, 1-2:~a 7} 7}iim apipadii 吋hiiniim astitviibhideyatvaj 的'atviini.

35 Theideathattheaccuratedefinitionofdirectperceptionaimsattheexclusionofitsmisunderｭ

standingsbyotherteachersisoftenexpressedincommentariesonDharmakirti'sworks.Forexamples
oftheseseeTosaki1984:486n.1.ItisinterestingtonoteherethatVinitadeva(NBT(V)39, 6),
Jinendrabuddhi(PST20b7), andKamalasilaagreeintheirwordingpreferringsvarupa r.勺I)ratipatti to

lak~a 7}avipratipatti againstothercommentatorssuchasDharmottara(NBT 35,1; PVinT 7b8),
Jfianasribhadra(PVinT(1)218a7),andManorathanandin(PVV(M)154, 10).

36 AccordingtoKamalasila'sownNBPS ,thisideaseemstobeclaimedbytheNyayaschool.NBPS
478,24-25:Rigspacanrηams nimnonsumthamscadnespa'ibdag 元id yinpa'iphyir ,rnamparrtog
pada カbcas pakhona'ozeszerro(seealsoTosaki1984[=NBPS]:488-489n.10).Inadditiontothis ,
KumarilaoftheMima~sa schoolalsomaintains*savikalpakapratyak~a asonekindofdirectpercepｭ
tion(d.SV , pratyak号a， v.120).

37 AccordingtoNBPS(479, 4-7) ,theupholdersofthisideaare ,forexample ,theVaise 号ika school
andtheSa~khya school.Thiskindofv伊ratipatti inothertextsispointedoutbyTosaki(1984).The

problemofquali 五cative perceptionandnon-quali 五cative perceptioninPBhisanalyzedbyHattori
(1968/69).Inadditiontothese ,thereisanotherinterestingpassageconcerningourcontext:InPVinT
(1),Jfianasribhadraintroduces-inreferenceωthe wrongnotionsonthedefinitionofdirectperception
-thoseideasas(1)NS1.1.4(218a7-8) ,(2)Sa~khya ideawhichsuggestsIsvarak 持。a's de 五nition

a
， ノ
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(Thatwhichis)freefromconceptionandnon-erroneousisdirect

perception.

IITS1213abIp8

Here , [theattributes]beingfreefromconceptionandbeingnon-erroneousin
cognitionbeingstatedafter (anudya) , (themaster)prescribes(vidh か'ate) [its

attribute]beingdirectperception ,39 forineverycase40thedefiniendum(l ak~ya ) is

\、 (3)theonewhichisparalleltoYBh b,and(4)SV , pratyak~a， v.112andv.120(218b2-4).Jftanasribhaｭ

drafurtherstatesthattheNS1.1.4isupheldbytheNyayaschoolanditiscommontotheideaofthe
Vaise 号ika school.Thisisdi 旺erent fromKamala 釘la's wayofunderstandinginNBPSmentionedabove.

Moreover ,afterintroducingthesedefinitions ,Jftanasribhadraexpoundsthatalltheschoolsmentioned
aboveholdthetheorythatdirectperceptionisconnectedwithconception(218b4:dedagthamscad
kya カm';zon sumrtogpadanbcaspar'doddoII).
aPVinT(1)218b1:Grancangyiiugspathub ρa serskyaniyulsosorienci カmtho カba nimnon

summoiesserroIf.Cf.prativi~ayadhyavasayo drHaminSK5.
bPVinT(1)218bl-2:dra カsro カChur lhunnaredba カpo Iカa danldanpaga カsems kyisphyirol

gyidカospo 宛e barbiag[P:giagD]pω / ゆoyi danbyebraggimtshanfiidkyidnospolasbyebragnes
par'dzinpasemskyi'jugpaInalasmchoggi'jugpanimカon sumyinnoiessmra'oIf.Cf.YBh11,1-3:
indriyapra1}alikayacittasyabiihyavastuparagattadvi~aya samanyavise~atmano 'rthasyavise~iivadha­

ra1}apradhana tゲtt i1}- pratyak~arrz prama1}am.

38 M 61b2-3: pratgak 伊'!l kalpanapo q,hamabhrantam abhilapiniIpratiti事kalpana
k!ptihetutvadgatmikanatuII[1 213a・d]. Tib.P55a5-6;D45a2:mnonsum 付og pada 先bral ii カ II

ma'khrulpa'0artogpaniIIbrjodpadanldansespastebIIthas伽d rgyusogsbdagfiidniIIma
yinc.Santarak~ita owespadaa-ctoPVinIv.4a-c:mカon sum 付og bralma'khrulbaf.•.付ogpamnon
parbrjodcangyiIIses μ (iιpratyak~arrz ka 争anapodham abhrantamabhil a.ρinl Ipratlti事 ねlpana).

Cf.NBI4-5: tatra ρratyak~arrz ka 争anapo cJham abhrantam.abhiliipasarrzsargayogyapratibhasa

ρratlti事 ね争ana. Seealson.43.
aTib.pratlka:m力on sumrtogbralma'khrulba(25a4).

bTib.pratlka:rtog[D: 付ogs P]pamnon ρar brjodcangyiI[P:Iグ D] sespa(25b1).
CTib.pratlka:fiebarbtags ρa yil[P:ρ 'a 'i forρayiID]rgyufiidfasogsbdag 元id min(25b2-3).

39 tatraj元anasya kalpnanaJ りo¢hatvam abhrantatvarrzcanudya ρratyak~atvarrz vidhlyate(449, 11;
Tib.25a5).HereitisveryinterestingthatKamalasilaexplainstherelationbetweenthedefinitionand

thedefiniendumbyusingtheformulation“x anudyay vidhlyate' , thecontentsofxandybeing
completelyopposedtoDharmottara'sideaasexposedinNBT40,7-8:tatrapratyak~am [:ρ ra tyak~a­

tvam]anUdyaka~ 仰ziipodhatvam abhrantatvarrzcavidh 初tι “In thiscase, ‘direct perception'being
repeated[aftertheprevioussutra], itsbeingfreefromconcep
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prescribed[asthepredicate] as , for example , (inthe sentence) “That which

tremblesisthefig(tree)."

Heredirectperceptionisthedefiniendumbecausethesubjectisnoneother

thanthedefinitionofthat(directperception);themaintopic(prakrta)isnotthe

definitionof“ fr ee fromconception"and“non-erroneous," (for)ifthatwerethecase ,
theywouldbeprescribed.

Since[perception'sidentityas]acognition(jfziina)is(syntactically)meantby

implicationthroughthedenialofconception(kalpanii)- as , forexample , in(the
sentence) “Fetch themilchwithoutthecalf!"themilchcow(ismeantbyimplicaｭ
tion)throughthedenialofthecalf- forthisreason(theword) “cognition" isnot
employed.41

\、 cognition whichdoesnotdeviate'[=PVIIlal.(Theattributes)beingnon-deviatingandbeinga
cognition ,whicharethedefiniendum(*lak~ya) ， beingstatedafter ,(theat 位ibute) beingrightknowledge ,
whichisthedefinition(*lak~a 1}a) ， isprescribed."TheSkt.parallelofthisrunsasfollows:ρ ramii ♂am

avisa1?1viidijiiiinamitiavisa1?1viiditva1?1jiiiinatva1?1ca(mtshangil)anudyaprii1?1ii1}ya1?1(mtshan 免iめ

vidhlyate(identifiedinSteinkellner1981:290;thelatterparenthesesaremine).Here ,theformulationin
g.uestionisnoteworthy ,buttheinterpretationofthedefinitionandthedefiniendu~ looksproblematic.
SakyabuddhiusestheformulationalsoinhiscommentaryonPVill123ainPVT(S)22214:...付 ogs ρa

da カbral baiiidbstannasmカon sumiiidstonparbyedpayinte/.“ (T he attribute)beingfreefrom
conception(*kalpaniipotjhatva)beingstatedafter ,(theattribute)beingdirectperception(*pratyak~a­
tva)isprescribed."Inthecourseofdiscussionhealsostatesthat “direct perception"isthedefiniendum
(PVT(S)222b3)inaccordancewithDevendrabuddhi'sidea(PVP195b8-196al).
Themeaningofanudya(“being statedafter")isnotequivalentintheabovepassages:Dharmotｭ

tarausesthewordtomean “to repeatawordwhichisalreadyemployedintheprevioussutra ," whereas
SakyabuddhiandKamalasilaseemtotakethewordinthesenseof“ to bestatedafterthepreceding
factoroftheconcernedsentence ," becausethereisnoprecedingusageofthewordsbeforetheirsenｭ
tences.Consequently ,theinterpretationofthewholesentencepratyak~a 1?1 kalpaniipotjhamabhriintam

shouldbedifferentiated:Dharmottaraunderstandsitas“ Direct perceptionisthatcognitionwhichisfree
fromconceptionandnon-erroneous"(d.NBT40, 8-9:yattatbhavatiimasmiika1?1ciirthe~u siik~iit­

kiirij 元iina 1?1 prasiddha1?1tatkalpanii ，ρotjhiibhriintatvayukta 1?1 dra~?avyam) ， whereasSakyabuddhiand
Kamala 釘la takethesamesentenceas“T hat cognitionwhichisfreefromconceptionandnon-eηoneous
isdirectperception."Kamalasila'sideaisfurtherunderstoodfromtheexamplehe0百ers; i.e., “That
whichtremblesisthefigtree"wherethelatterelement ,figtree ,isthedefiniendumwhichcorresponds
topratyak~a inthesentenceofthedefinition.ProbablyKamala 釘la's ideaontheinterpretationofthe
sentenceofthede 五nition partakesofanideaolderthanDharmottara'sbecauseVinitadevaalsointerｭ

pretspratyak~a asthepredicateandk
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(M150b5;S449 , 16;K 367 , 2;25a8;2a3)

(Inordertoclarify)what(kindof)conception42isthenintendedhereasthat

whichacognitionisfreeoftobedirectperception , (themaster)states:

Conceptionisacognitionassociatedwithanexpression(abhilapini
pratiti 争 ).

グ TS 1213hc//43

\、 vatsapra ti~edhenagodhenoriti , atojiiiinamitinoktam(449, 14-16).Cf.Tib.(25a7-8):rtogpabおg
pω sespasugskyisthob ρa 'iphyirIdpernabe'umed1:うα 'i bi:onma'oncigces わla basbe'ubkagpasba

la カb i:on martogspaltabuyin ρas de'iphyirsespai:esbrjoddoII , wheretheunderlinedpassage
meanseither“‘ cognition ' is(implicitly)s泊ted" orjustacorruption.

Thisstatementhasthefollowingparallels:
1.NBT(V)43 , 9-17: ses μ ni miwnsummoi:esbyabalamdolasses μma smos μr jiltarrカed cena

Irtogpanisespakhonada カ'breI bala'khrul ρa yanses ρ頃'i chosyinlうas[forρar (? )] mtho 先steI de

ltabωna rtogpadanbralbadanma'khrulpanises μkho nalabya'oIId，ρernabe'umedpa'idrus

ma妨げd desogcigc回byas naIrtargodmakhriddemi'0 カ gi badrusma妨げdde'0 カ bω / 'diltar

de 元id be'uda カ'brel parmthonb況de bi:indu/'dirya カrtog pada カ'khrul panisespakhonada カ

'brelparmthongigi:andannimayin pωses p叫 んho nam力on sumdu'doddoIf. “(Question:)
[Accordingtoyou]directperceptioniscognition.However , ‘cognition' notbeingstatedinthefunｭ
damentaltext , whyis(suchameaning)acquired?(Answer:)Itisunderstoodthatconceptioniscon 司

nectedonlywithcognitionand(being)non-erroneousisalsoapropertyofcognition.Therefore ,(the
words) ‘free fromconception'and ‘non-erroneous' arestatedwithrelationtocognitiononly.For
example ,(whenonehearsthesentence) ‘Fetch themilchwithoutthecalf!'onedoesnotfetchamare
butfetchesthemilchcow.Hencethis(i.e., milch)itselfisunderstoodasconnectedwiththecalf.
Likewise , inthiscasetoo , ‘conception' and‘erroneous' areunderstoodtobeconnectedwithcognition ,
andnotwithanythingelse.Therefore ,directperceptionismaintainedtobenoneotherthancognition."
TheoriginalSanskritpassageisfoundinMalvania'snoteinNB(263 ,7-10)andTatparya32,3-8:sutre
an ψiittarrz jiiiinarrzlabhyate 初ta iticed(.) 竺盟竺- おlpanayii jiiiinasyaivasarrzbandho台回 ， bhriintis
cajitiinadharma!}. tasmiit ねlpaniirahitam abhriintamcajitiinamevo りほteo tαdyathii ， avatsii[corr.:
savatsii]dhenuriinlyatiimityuktena vaqaviinlyate , kirrztugodhenuh. e叩m ihii ρi ねlpanayii

bhriintyiicajitiinasyai 叩sarrzbandho dr~~a itijitiinamevajうra tyak~am i~yata iti.TheSanskritandthe
Tibetanaredifferentregardingtheunderlinedwords.
2.pST20b8-21a2:rtogpada 力bral banesparbst. αn ρa laskya 力I [D:IIP]deses ρla'i bdagiiiddoi:es

rtogsμrb邦 政/gangiρhyirsespakhonalartogpadan'drespayodlaIde'i ρhyirdebkagpasde

khonartogsso
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NowSailkarasvamin44andothersrefutedindetail(conception)asessentially

beingacauseofverbalexpression , etc.(k!ptihetutvadyatmika).Isthis(kindof
conceptionalso)intended(inourdefinition)ornot? (Inreferencetothisthe

master)states:

Itis , however , not(meantas)essentiallybeingacauseofverbal
expressionandthelike.

IITS1213d1145

(Theword) “meant" (should)beadded.Bythis(statement)itisexplainedthatthe
refutationspropoundedbytheopponentsonthispointofdiscussiondonotpertain

because(ourdefinition)isnotconcernedwiththethesisofthose(whoarecriticized

bythem).

Verbalexpression(k!pti)46(means)verbaldesignation(vyapadesa).Itshould
beunderstoodthatagenus , etc. , isacauseofthat(verbaldesignation)for ,without

qualifierssuchasagenus ,verbaldesignationdoesnothold47.Whatismeantbythe
wordsandthelikeshouldbe(suchnotions)asreflection(vitarka)andinvestiga-

¥TBh11, 15- 12, 1: tatrapratyak~arrt kalpaniipoqhamabhriintam. ρurviiparam anusarrtdhiiyasabdaｭ

sarrtkir1}iikiiriipratitirantarjalpiikiiriiviikalpanii.yathiivij 伽ρuru 手。sya so'yarrtgha?aitipratitilf.

biilamukatiryiigiidiniimantarjalpiikiiriipariimarSarupiivii ρratttilf (asadi宜erent kindofformulation

ofkalpaniiandpratiti;forthetranslationofthepassageseeKajiyama1966:40-41).

44 Sankarasvamin's(Tib.bDebyedbdagρ0) refutationmentionedhereisnotknownelsewhere(d.
1SP 490, 25inanothercontext).ThoughthenameisfoundinPVV(M) 159, 17 (iiciirj 砂劫

Sa カkarasviim~ ρrabhrtayalf) ， theidentityofthisSankarasvaminwiththeteacherinourtextisnot

certain.AccordingtoTosaki(1979:228n.56.), SankarasvamincitedinPVV(M)abovepropoundsa
demonstrationoftheestablishmentofthenon-conceptualityofdirectperception;viz., thisSankaraｭ
svaminbelongstosomeBuddhistparty.Moreover ,DevendrabuddhicallsthepersonSridpa'ibdag(po)
(i.e., *Bhavasvamin(?», etc., andRaviguptamentionshimasHarisami(i.e., *Harisvamin) , etc.

45 Thetextispresentedinn.38.

46 Theexactmeaningofk?pti(d.Tib.btagspaD , brtagpaP;d.alsothas伽d and 元e barbtagspa

inn.38)isnotcertain.Itisparaphrasedbyvy a.ρad eSa inTSP(d.avyapadesya-inthedefinitionof

directperceptioninNS1.1.4).ThedifferencebetweenthedefinitionrefutedbySankarasvamin , etc. ,
andthatwhichismaintainedbySantarak~ita mightlieinthefollowingpoint:Theformerdiscusses

conception(ka 争ana) beingacauseofverbalexpression(k!pti)intermsofcausalitybetweenverbal

expressionandconception ,whereasthelatterdefinesitasanycognitionwhichiscapableoftheconnecｭ
tionwithwords , wherethecausalviewpointisnottakenintoaccount.

47 Thisisanexplanationoftheformulationofconceptionasacauseofverbalexpressionwhichis

criticizedbySankarasvamin , etc.Thatis, itispresumablyageneralreferencetosomeBuddhistideas
includingtheideasbytheSarvastivadaschoolandtheYogacaraschoolasdescribedbelow(nn.48-49).
Ifthisisthecase , “genus,etc."inthiscontextwouldmeannotthesixcategoriesoftheVaise 号ika school ,
etc. , butagenus , aquality , anaction , andasubstancewhichare-basedonDignaga'sdefinitionof
conception- maintainedbysomeotherBuddhists , asmentionedlater(afterTS1218onwards).
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tion(vicara) ,asthecauses(respectively)ofgrossnessandminutenessofthemind
whichareconnectedwithwords ,48 and , likewise , theconceptionofthegrasping
andtheprasped(aspectsofcognition)(grahyagrahakaka 争ana) ， etc.49

Expression(abhilapa)(means)awordasthesignifier(vacaka み 必bda l} )， and

itisofuniversalform.50 That(cognition)inwhich(anexpression)existsasa

48 sabdasarrzsargaeittaudarikasuk~matahetu vitarkaviearau(449 ,22;d.Tib.25b5:sgrada カ'dres jうa

da カj semsrtsi ・iz ba[P:rtsi 市 ρaD] da 力 説b pa'irgyurtog ρ'a da カdj うryod ρada カj). Thispassagerefers

tothedefinitionofconceptionbytheSarvastivadaschool.AsimilarreferenceisfoundinNBTT21,4-5:
Vaibha~ika indriyavijfianarrz vitarkaviearacaitasikasarrzprayukta1'(l kalpanam ieehanti. “T he

Vaibha~ikas maintainsense-cognitionbeingconceptionwhichislinkedwithreflectionandinvestigation
asmentalfunctions."ReferencesarealsofoundinAKII33ab- vitarkaearavaudaryasuk~mate- and

itscommentaryAKBh60, 25- eittaudariねta vitarkah.eittasuksmatavieara 与 “Refl ection isgrossｭ
nessofthemind.Investigationisminutenessofthemind."ElsewhereVasubandhuequatesvitarkawith
svabhavavi ・kalpa (AKBh22,22).Further ,Yasomitra(AKV64,25-28)citesthefollowingpassageof
thePa 元easkandhaka (i.e.,the*Pafieaskandhaprakara1'}abyVasubandhu):vitar 知事 初旬ma l;- . parye~a­

komanojalp aS, eetanaprajfiavise~a争， yaeittasyaudari 初ta. vieara!tkatamal;-.pratyavek~ako mano・

jalpas ,tathaivayaeittasyasuk~mata. “What isreflection?Itisamurmurofthemindwhichlooksafter
(theobject);itisaspecialwillandintellectwhichisgrossnessofthemind.What(then)isinvestigation?

Itisamurmurofthemindwhichfullyexamines(thatobject)which ,inthesameway(asinreflection) ,
isminutenessofthemind."Cf.theChinesetranslationinPailS489b27-29.
Onepointdeservestobediscussedhere:Inthesetwotextsvitarkaandviearaaredefinedas

grossnessandminutenessofthemind- ortwofunctionsofthemind-andnotastheea ωe ofthose
functionsasstatedinTSP.Infact ,Vasubandhusuggeststhedistinctionof “grossnessandminutenessof
themind"from “the causes(d.nimittabhutainAKBh61,2;andhetuinAKV138,23-24) ofgrossness
andminutenessofthemind."Cf.alsoADV81, 4-7:vitarkonamacittaudaryalak~a 1'}a みsarrzkalpa­

dvitiyanama vi~ayanimittaprakara vikalpisarrzjfiapavanoddhatavrtti み， audarikapafieavijfianakayaｭ

pravrttihetu みviearas tueittasauk~myalak~a 1'}o manovijfianapravrttyanukula 与 (for ananalysisand
lap.tr.ofthepassageseeYoshimoto1982:54-55and225-226).

49 ThisisareferencetothedefinitionofconceptionbytheYogacaraschool.Similarargumentsare
foundinNBTT21,5-6: Yogaearamatenaeatathagataj 元anam advayarrzmuktvasarvaj 元anarrz grahyaｭ
grahakatvenavika 争
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(cognitional)imageiscalledassuch(i.e., abhiliipin).51

(MISlal;S449 , 25;K 367 , 11;P2Sb6;D2b3)
Howthen52iscognitionofsuchakind(viz., asassociatedwithexpression ,)

established?(Inordertoanswerthisthemaster)states:

That(cognition)whichiscapableofconnectingawordwithanobject ,
evenifthewordintheformof “tree," etc. , isnotactuallyapplied ,
appearsasifitwereconnectedwithanexpression.

IITS12141/53

\、 'disdonbヮod pa'i ρhyir brjodpanisgralabya'oII(d.Yaita1984:30-31).Cf.alsoNMGBh53,8-9:
abhilapyate'nenahyabhi 向μみsabdas ， tenasaJ?1sargalf sa J?1bandha ふtadyo g:y叫samanyakara 事

pratibhasate'syamitiabhilap ωamsar 玄ayo ，幻laprati bhasa.

BeforeKamala 釘la ， Vinitadevaprovidestwokindsofexplanationsforthewordabhi 伝'jJa whichis
usedinNB5:abhila ，μ is awordasthesignifier(vacakah 勾bdalf) bywhichanobjectisexpressed

(abhilapyate'nena)anditmeansageneralform(*saman ，戸f命的 oftheworda;oralternatively ,itmeans
thegeneralfeatureofanobjectasthesigni 五ed (μ da吋hasamanμJ?1 vacyam)b.V机in 耐1i由I武tadeva concludes
thetωopi 化c bystatingt出ha剖t

objectisdirectperceptionasrightknowledge 一These ideasofVini 由T託tadeva arecri 凶tiz 詑ed inthec∞ommen­
t也ar討ies onNBT-SeeNBTT23, 19-24 , 1;DhPr52, 18-19;andTatparya29, 6-15.

aNBT(V)41, 2ふ ぬηiodμr b戸dpasna ηod μste smrabarbyed μsgra'i noboyinnoII;
andTatparya 29 , 14: abhila わlate 'neneti. 勾bdasamanyam. Inthis casethe word abhilii μ­

sa J?1sa 唱のogya- “capable oftheconnectionwithanexpression"inNB5meansthegeneralfeatureofan
object(*arthasamanya)(NBT(V)41,5-6)
bNBT(V)41, 11-12:denibrjodparbyaba[corr.:ba'i]yinρω ヮ・odρ a steIbs伽d parbyaba

dongyi ゆ'yi ganyinμ'0 ノy ; andTatparya26, 15:abhilapyataityabhil a.μ与padarth asamanyaJ?1
vacya 侃 In thiscasethewordabhila μsamsa 棺ayogya- meansthegeneralfeatureofaword 円。da­

samanya).

CNBT(V)42, 3-5:...sgradandongyi 砂川'i rnampamayinjうa 'i sespaganyinpadenimnon
sumgyitshadmayinno.Cf.alsoNBT(V)39, 12-13(translatedinn.39).

51 savidyateyasyalfpratibhiisatalfsatathokta(449 ,24).Cf.Tib.25 b6 : snaカ ba ga力 la 'di yod pa de
ladeskadcesbya'oII;NBT48,2-3: abhiliiμsamsarμ:yayo.幻Fο'bhidhり，akarabhasoyasyaJ?1prat'itau
satathokta.

52 punar(449 , 25);ya カ [D: ganP](25b6).

53 M 61b3:sabdarthagha!anagoggavrk タa itgadiriipata 争 Igavacamapragoge'pisabhilaｭ
pevajagateII[1214].Tib.0)P55a6;D44a2-3:sgradon'drerru カba IIsi ゐ [D: siP]zesbyasogstshul
gyisniIIganzigsgradanma'dreskyanIIdenibrjodpafziddu'gyurII(seealsonn.54and55).Tib.
padad, denibrjodpafziddu 'gy ur, wouldsuggestSkt.*sa+ abhih王Jりin 'i +eva(or*sa+
abhilapatvena)jayate.Thisseparationofsa(deni)isapparentlywrong , but 元id duisworthnoticing:

thereisnoindicationofSkt.iva.ItmightbepossibletoconjecturethattheoriginalSkt.was*sabhiｭ
uρ aiva (i.e., sabhi釘ρa +eva)and , inthatcase , thewholesentencewouldmeanasfollows: “That
(cognition)whichiscapableofconnectingawordwithanobject , [viz., conception ,]appearstobereally
connectedwithexpression , [viz., tobereallyconnectedwithword , ]eveniftheword [itself] ノ
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The(syntactical)connection(of“ in theformof‘tree,'etc."shouldbeunderstoodas)

“T hat which(iscapableofconnectingawordwithanobject) ,evenifthewordin
theformof ‘tree ,' etc. ,isnotactuallyapplied ,(appearsasifitwereconnectedwith
anexpression)."54 Alternatively , the(syntactical)connection(canbeunderstood)
withrelationtotheformerpa 口as “(T hat cognition)whichiscapableofconnecting
awordwithanobjectintheform‘tree,' etc. ,(appearsasifitwereconnectedwith
anexpressionevenifthewordisnotactuallyapplied)."55(Themaster)showsby

this(verse)thatconception[asassociatedwithanexpression]isestablishedby

directperceptionitself(p ratyak~ata eva)56becauseconception[ofsuchanature]is

knowntoalllivingbeingsbytheirdirectexperience(anubhava-!)57.

(M151a1;S450 , 9;K 367 , 17;P26a1;D2b4)

Thatisto say , this58(conception)isestablishedasacauseofactivities
(itikartavyata)59frominfancyonwards.Indicatingthis(point , themasterstates):

Onaccountofthecontinuingpresence(anvaga)ofresidueimpresｭ

sions(vasana)duetorepeatedacquaintancewith(theconnection

between)nameandobject(namarthabhavana)hispreviousexistence ,
evenanewborn(child)isgoodatactivitiesbecauseheislinkedwith

\、 in theformof‘仕 ee ，' etc.,isnotactuallyapplied."However ,thisplausiblereadinghasaproblem;i.e.,
inTS1216cbelow , wefindanotherexampleofTib.fiidforivainextantSk t., wheretheTibetan
translationiscertainlywrong(seenn.72and73).ThisrevealsthattheTibetanTSisnotalwaysreliable
regardingthereadingofivaIeva.

54 Tib.pratika25b7:si カzes byasogs カo boyisIIgahzigbrjodda カmi ldanyahII(d.n.53).

55 Tib.ρ ratika25b7-8:si カzes byasogs カo boyisIIsgradonsbyorbarru カba yisII(d.n.53).Ifollow
thefirstinterpretationforthetranslationoftheverse.Accordingtothissecondexplanation , onthe
otherhand ,theversewouldmeanasfollows: “That (cognition)whichiscapableofconnectingaword
withanobjectintheformof‘tree,' etc. ,appearsasifitwereconnectedwithanexpressionevenifthat
wordisnotactuallyapplied."

56 pratyak~ata eva(450,7);Tib.mカon sum 耐d kyis[D:kyiP](25b8).Directperceptionheremeans

self-cognition(svasarrzvedana).Cf.PVill123:ρ ratyak~arrz kalpaniiJ りoqharrz ρratyak~enaiva sidhyatiI
ρratyiitmavedyal} sarve~iirrz vika争o niimωarrzsrayal}If."Itisunderstoodbydirectperceptionitselfthat
directperceptionisfreefromconception.Allbeingsinternallycognizeconceptionasbeingbasedona
name."Cf.alsoPSI7ab;andNBI10.

57 anubhavasiddhatviitM [Tib. 伽ms su myo力 bωgrubpa'iphyirro25b8-26a1]:anusiddhatviitKS

(450,8).Anotherpossiblereadingofthepassageisasfollows:...becauseconception[ofsuchanature]
isestablishedbythedirectexperienceofalllivingbeings.

58 NotranslationofasauintheTibetan.

59 itikartat つlatii (450, 9);'diltarbyaba[p:onlybyabaD)(26a1).
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this(conception).

IITS12151160

Previousexistence(means)previousbirth.Thereonehadrepeatedacquaintance

with(theconnectionbetween)nameandobject , i.e., practicewith(theconnecｭ
tionbetween)word61andobject.Thereisacontinuingpresence , i.e., continuation ,
ofthoseresidueimpressions , i.e., capacity ,which62aresetdownbythis(repeated
acquaintance)onaccountofwhich(conception)existsinaninfanttoo.Thisiswhy

eventhe(newbornchild)isactuallyequippedwithcognitionconnectedwithan

expression.63Becauseheislinkedwiththisconception ,(thebaby)becomesgood
at , i.e., skilledin, activitieswhichareexemplifiedbysmiling , crying , suckingthe
breast ,beingpleased ,etc.64 Therefore 65,bythese(activities)whichareeffects(of
conception ,) conceptionasstatedabove , (viz., asassociatedwithexpression ,) is
certainlyinferredevenin66aninfant.67 Thesameideaisexpressed[byBhart~hari]:

60 M 61b3-4: atitabhavanamarthabhavaniwasananvayat/sadyojato 'piyadyogad itiｭ
kartavyatapaf u争 グ . Tib.P55a6-7;D45a3:'dasdussridpa[P:ρ ar D]mi カdon laIIgomspa'ibag
ehagsrjes'j ug ρhyirIIskyesmathagpaga 力'brel pasII'diltarbyaiessgrinjうor 'gyurII.Asimilar
discussionisfoundinNBTandPVinT(seenn.64and69).

61 Thisparaphraserevealsthatnaman(name)and 必bda (word)havethesameconnotationinthis
context.

62 Notranslationofya(450, 11)intheTibetan.

63 tenabhi 向ρin 'iprat'itistω:yapi bhavatyeva(450,12);desnamカon parbrjodpaeangyi[D:gyisP]
sespadela[D:om.P]ya カ 'gyur ba 元id yinnoII(26a2-3).

64 Cf.NBT50, 1-51 , 1:balo'pihiyavaddrsyamanarrzstanarrzsaevayamitipurvadr~?atvena na
pratyavamrsatitavannoparataruditomukhamar，ρ'ayati stane. “ . • • for ,even(inthecaseof)aninfant ,
aslongashedoesnotidentifythebreastheisnowlookingatwiththeonewhichhehaspreviously
seenintheform'Thisisidenticalwiththat!,'hedoesnotstopcryingtoputhimselftothebreast."Cf.
alsoTSop278, 6-9:kuta 事punar halakasyakalpanasiddhetieet.tatkaryasyapravrttyadilak~a 1}asya

pradarsanat.tathahihalako 涜~guryadiparihare stanadauprava 付ate. “(Question:) Butthenhowis

conceptionofaninfantestablished?(Answer:)Byindicatingthee百ect ofthat(infant'sconception)
whichischaracterizedbyhisactivitiesandsoon.Thatistosay ,aninfantputshimselfto(mother's)
breastandsoon, keepingawayfromherfingerandsoon."

65 Notranslationofato(450, 14)intheTibetan.

66 bal ，ω:yapi (450 , 14);byispala[D:om.P]yan(26a4).

67 Asyllogismusinganeffectasitsreasoncouldbeformulatedhereasfollows:Hewhoisskilledin
activitieshasconceptionwhichisdefinedascogntionassociatedwithanexpressionas ,forexample ,a
dumbperson(muka)a;andaninfantisskilledinactivitiesasexemplifiedbysmiling , crying ,suckingthe
breast , being pleased , etc.Cf.Tcitparya 28, 12-14:atraprayoga 事. halodharm l, purva.ρaradr~?a­

karabhedagrahivi初lpajfianayukta itisadhyarrz, stanemukha ゆ仰ad itikaryahetz φ.

aCf.NBTT23,2;TBh(innn.43and70);andSV , pratyak !;Ja,v.112cforhalamukadi.
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Allactivitiesintheworldarebasedonwords.(Therefore)evenaninfant ,
withhismentalresiduessetdowninhisprevious(birth) , understands
these(activities).68

69Moreover,that(conception)comesaboutinthese(infants)inawaythatreveals
anobjectwhichischaracterizedasaword-sound(dhvani)intheformofvague

syllables(and)whichexistsonlywithin(themind)(antarmiitra 1.ゆarivartinam !)

asifitwereexternal , onaccountofthis(conceptiontheinfants)insomelater
periodbecomeskilledintheunderstandingofconvention(samketa).70

(M151a3;S450 , 19;K 368 , 1;P26a6;D3a1)
Bythe(followingversethemaster)expressesagaintheestablishmentofconｭ

ceptionbymeansofdirectperception:71

Andthat(conception)whichisquitevividlyunderstoodatthetime

68 CitedfromVPI129.Forthetextseen.70.

69 sapunalJsarrzmurcchitak~arakaradhvaniz 必i~?am antarmatraviparivartinam[corr.bytheTibeｭ
tanbelow: 仰tarmatravt MKS]arthambahirivadarsayanti:te~arrz samupajayateyayapascatsarrzketaｭ
graha1}akuSaliibhavanti(450,17-18). Cf.Tib.P26a5-6;D2b7-3al:yigedanrnam μr maphyedpa'i

rnampacande[P:teID]yansgra'ikhyadparcannantsamduyo 加su gsalbaphyirolgyidonitabur
testonpagangis[D:giP]phyis[D:phyirP]brda'dzin μla mkhaspar'gyurbadeyandedagla 御

barskyebayinnoII(equivalentto*sapunalJsarrzmurcchitak~arakara dhvanivisi~?am... (?)).My
translationfollowstheSanskritformulation.
Similarexpressionsa問found inPVinT49b4-5:sgra'isnanbayandelayodpayinnozena.dela

skyebagiandugoms μ ゐs sgra'irnampamigsalbayoddammedk.μ力 問先ste. ..(identicaltoDhPr

51,17-8:sabdakaro'pitatrasりeva. ..iticet.astutatrajanmantarabhyasatmurcchita 事 勾bdakara lJ · •
;identifiedinYaita1984:33);TSop(inn.70);andTBh(inn.43).

70 Thefollowing(TSop278,6-14)seemstobebasedonTSPuponTS1215:kuta!J-punarbalak 叫ya

!:.f! _lp ~'!fi: sid 坐竺 竺・a 加喧主盟主担 b ρrav!'t~ μdilak~a 1}asya ρradarsanat. tathahibalako '元~gu r.舛di­
μη hare stanadaujうravartate.C taduktarrz- itikartavyatalokesarvasabdavyapasrayaItarrz μrva­
hitasarrzskarobalo'pipratipadyateIIiti.dbalakepunalJsarrzm 如chitaksarakaradh vanivisi~?abuddhi

viparivartin i: !:. f! _~き空恒一坐Myaya μScat samketagrahanak uSal?. 些互型空 e Cf.TBh 12, 3-6:nanu
balamukadi:namantarjalpakararrz ka 争ana) 宛anam astltikutoniscetavyamiti ce ιvikalpakaryad

i~?ani~?opadana μriharat. d!Harrzcedarrzk空盟笠balamukadau ， i:psitarthasvi:kara1}am ani:psitarthaｭ
tyajanarrznama(forthe 住anslation ofthepassageseeKajiyama1966:41).

ー Cf. kutalJ ρunar i:d!，Sl ρratl tiみ sidd色!J: aha(449,25)
oCf.ato'naya 竺盟bhutaya yathoktakalpanabalasyapyanum i:)ωta eω (450， 14).
CForthetranslationseen.64.
dCitedin450, 15-16.VPandTSPreadyaminsteadoftaminρada c.
esapuna!J-sammurcchitaksarakaradhvanivisi. 手~~t antanndtr :f! Vl.μrivart inam a竺tha 担bahir

?翌 ~4~:iCl:. ~Cl:. !':. ~~_~l! ~空色沼型政l!iii: :}空ち yaya ρascat sanketagraha 1}ak 仰坦E色盟竺ti (450,17-18;seealson
69).

71 pratyak~ata 争 (450， 19);mnonsumgyis[D: 砂 P](26a7).
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whenoneconsidersorreflects , etc. ,asifitwerepenetratedbywords72
cannotbedenied.

IITS12161j73

(M151a4;S450 , 20;K 368 , 4;P26a7;D3al)

Bythe(followingversethemaster)expressestheestablishmentof(concepｭ

tion)alsobymeansofaneffectasalogicalindication(kiiryali カgata わ which is

referredtoasverbalactivity(必 bdavyavahii ra):

Thefixedrelationbetweenwordandobjectthroughadetermination

bythat(conception)is(indeed)erroneously(imputed).(But)ifthis

(conception)werenonexistent ,this(fixedrelation)(sa!)wouldnotbe
possibleevenif(itwere)ofsuchakind(idrsyapiI), (viz. , erroneous ,)
becauseother(external)thingsarenotfit[asobjectsofwords].

IITS12171j74

72ρiida c(seen.73)isbasedonVPI131:naso'stipratyay りloke yah 勾bdiinugamiid rteIanuvidｭ
dhamivajftiinarrzsa 門larrz 勾bdena bhiisateII(bhiisateisoccasionallyreplacedbyjiiyate , gamyat久 or

vartateincitations).AsimilarexpressionisfoundinTSop278,5-6:ta φratibhiisino 'rthiikiir ，ω:yecchii­

dhinasarrzketiinuvidhiiyiniisabdeniibhidhiiturrzsakyatviit.Cf(!).Jha1937(p.616): “ . •.cannotbeset
asidebymerewords";i.e., sabdairmodifiespiidad.
ApartfromthecontextofTSP ,thewordsabdiinuviddhagenerallytendstobereferredtoasa

characteristicofthesavikalpaka ρratyak :5a-theory mainlyoftheVaiyakara t:J,aschoolas ,forexample ,in
TBV489,2-3:atriihaVaiyiikara 1}a 争 - naviiksarrzsparsarahitiikiicitpra# μttir asti ,sabdiinuviddhii­
垣s tas)叫pratibhiisaniit， Prameya39,1-2: ye'piSabdiidvaitaviidinonikhilapratyayiiniirrzsabdiinuvidｭ
dhatvenaivasavikalpakatvarrzmanyate...;andTR82, 14-15:...sarvamevasabdiinuviddhamiti
Bhii??a-Saiva-Vaiyiikara1}ii1}.

73 M 61b4:cintotprek タadikale cavispalJ!a1flgapravedgateIanuviddhevasasabdairapaｭ
hnotu1flnasakgateIf.Tib.(!)P55a7-8;D45a3-4:semskyisdpyod[D:spyodP]sogsadωsu μカ グ de
nirnampargsalbar 付ogs IIsgrayis ワ白rtogs de 元id laIIbs 元on parnuspamayinnoIf.
AccordingtotheTibetan ,theverseseemstomeanasfollows: “And atthetimeofexaminationby

themind ,this(conception)isquitevividlyunderstoodandthisverypresenceofthewordscannotbe
denied."ThisTibetanappearstobetranslatedfrom*anvayaor*an昭amainsteadofanuviddhaandto
neglecttheparticleivawhichissubstitutedbyeva(ftid).Moreover , thisconfusionofivawitheva
occursoftenintheTibetan.Forexample , thesameverseofBhartrhariistranslatedintoTibetanin
PVinT(1)b,TBh(Tib.)C,TSP(Tib.)'e225a7-8 ,andBAT80,24-27 ,amongwhichthefirsttwoconfuse
ivawitheva.
aCf.Tibpratika26a6:semskyis[D:kyiP]dpyodsogs.
bPVinT(1)219a6:sgrayi[D:sgra'iP]rjesgr ηma gtogs μ'i IIses μ 'jig rtennayodminIIsespa

rj白su bsgrubspaftidIIthamscadsgradusesparbyaII;d.jうii da cd:*anuviddhamevajftiinarrz
sarvarrzsabdenagamyat ι

CTBh(Tib.)P5762(ze)367 b1-2: 吋ogs te'jigrtennayodminIIsgrayi げes 'grolasgi:anganIIses
pathamscadsgradanniII ηes suldanpakhonarsnanII(thepositionofpiidaaandpiidabis
reversedinD);d.ρ ii da cd: 本 anuviddham eva.., bhiisate.

74 M 61b4-5:tasgascadhgavasagenabhranta 鈎bdarthago 事sthiti 争 Iangagogadasat- ノ
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Thisisbecause(themaster)previously75negated(theidea)thatthefixed

relationbetweenwordandobjectisrealandestablishedthatitiserroneously

(imputed). Thenifthisconceptionwerenonexistent , thenthisfixedrelation
betweenwordandobjectwouldnotbepossibleevenif(itwere)ofsuchakind ,
viz.,evenif(itwere)erroneous 76,becausethat[relationbetweenwordandobjectF7

isestablished(ta りfa vyavasthanat!y8bywayofits[i 息， conception's,F9 intention

(abhipraya)andbecauseithas[already]beenexplainedthatotherexternalthings

suchastheparticular(svalak~a 1Ja )80arenotfitasobjectsofwords(vacya).

(M151a5;S451 , 9;K 368 , 11;P26b2;D 3a3)

Isn'titthecasethatother (teachers)8 1, too ,82assumethatconceptionis

\、 tve 'sga キsedrsg apianasambhavetIf.Tib.(!)P55a8;D45a4:deyahhespamedρa yibIIdes
kya カ mカon parzenpalasII'khrulpa'isgrada 先don dugnasIIdeda カ'dra 'a カ[P:ya 冗 D] misriddoIf.
TheTib.pratlkaintroducingtheverserunsdelasya カ (26a7).

asedrsyaρi KPaGa[d.sii...ldr か 。ρi 450,22]:sadrsya ρiMS.

bpiidaaforSkt.piidac(?)

75 purvamMS(450, 21):ρurvair(i.e., “by previous[teachers]")KPaGa.Theword“previously"seems
toindicatethegeneralcontentsofthepreviouschapter , Sabdarthaparik号a (e.g.,TS870).Seealson.274.

76 Passage450 , 21-23istranslatedintoEnglishbyFranco(1987:448n.21O)inconnectionwitha
passageofTUS.

77
object"(Sabdiirthavyavasthii).Thewordiscommenteduponas'sabdiirth ω:ya" inthemarginofM.In
thatcase , however ,thesentenceshouldbereadasfollows: “This isbecausewordandobjectarenot
established(t ω;ya +avyavasthiiniit)bywayofconception'sintention."

78 tasyiivyavasthiiniit[Tib.dernam ρar gzagpa'iphyir26b1]:tasyiivyavasthiiniitKS(450,23).See
alson.77.

79 "It s円 ( tad- 450 ,23)iscommenteduponas “= ね争ana " inthemarginofM.Cf.PVI70ab:tasyii
abh φriiyav aSiit siimiinya'f?1satprakl; 吋itam f. “T heuniversalis(erroneously)statedtoberealbywayof
its(i.e., conception'sbuddhl)intention."

80 ThisdoesnotnecessarilymeanthatKamala 釘la hereregardstheparticulardefinitivelyasexternal
objectsbecauseitpossiblyalsohasameaninginthefollowingsense:Allothers , evenifonehypothetiｭ
callytakesthemasexternalobjectssuchastheparticular , arenotfitastheobjectsofwords.

81 ItislikelythatthisisareferencetootherBuddhistinterpretersofDignaga'sdefinition
(niimajiityiidiyojaniikalpanii)whowerebiasedagainstDharmakirti'sdefinition(abhiliipinlpratlti!}

kalpanii).ThisispointedoutbyFranco(1984:390-391;398n.5;and1987:437-438n.186).Theideaof
FrancowhichIwouldliketofollowisveryinterestingasaworkinghypothesis , especiallywhenwe
takeintoconsiderationtheevidencesofothertexts.Forinstance , itislikelythatDignaga'sideastill
prevailedforcenturiesafterDharmakirtiassuggestedfromthefactthatJinendrabuddhiwroteacomｭ

mentaryonPSV;andJitaritookupDignaga'sideaasthedefinitionofconceptionalmostatthelast
stageoftheρramii 7} a traditionofBuddhism(forthepassageseen.5above).

82 Theexactsenseofapi(451,9)isnotclear.Thefunctionofthisparticleseemsquitedifferent ノ
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(defined)notonlyascognitionassociatedwithanexpression83butalsoascapable

oftheconnectionwithagenus ,aquality ,anaction ,etc.84 Whyisthis(latterkind
ofconception)nottobeincluded?

(Inordertoanswerthisobjectionthemaster)states:

Other(teachers)upholdconceptionasalsocapableoftheconnection

withagenus ,etc.(However)this(kindofconception)isnotsuitable
becauseagenus , etc. , isdeniedandbecauseitisnotperceived.

IITS12181185

Andbecause...notperceivediscorrelatedwithagenus , etc.,[asitssubject ,]and
this(reason)isstatedasarefutation[oftheirassumption]ontheconditionthata

genus , etc. , is(hypothetically)accepted(bythemasreal).

(M151a5;S451 , 13;K 368 , 17;P26b4;D3a5)

Bythe(followingversethemaster)supportsthevery(pointthatagenus , etc.,)

\、 from anotherusageofapionthenextline(451 , 10)whichcorrespondstothesameparticleinTS
1218b.IntheabovetranslationIinterpretthepassageofobjectionnotasarealquotationbutasan
assumedobjectionutteredbyKamalasIlahimself.
Anotherpossibleinterpretationofthepassageisasfollows: “ (Obj ect ion:) Otherteachers , too,

assumethatconceptionis(defined)notonlyascognitionassociatedwithanexpressionbutalsoas

capableoftheconnectionwithagenus ,aquality ,anaction ,etc.Whyisn'tthis(latterkindofconcepｭ
tion)nottobeincluded(inyourdefinition)?"Inthiscase , “other teachers"(anye)mustmeanthose
teachersreferredtobythosewhomakethisobjection , and“ too" (api)hasthesenseof“not onlythe
objectorhimselfbutalsootherteachers";consequently ,thesenseofanyeinTSPcannotbethesameas
thatinTSinthisinterpretation.Cf.Eng.tr.byFranco1984:391.

83 abhiu 王pinl f?t pratltif?tkalpaniif?t(451,9);mi'lOnparbrjodpacangyi[P:gyisD]sespartog[corr.:
rtogsPD]par(26b2).

84 Itisveryinteresting ,asFranco(1984:394)pointsout ,thatname(niiman)isnotmentionedhere.
ThisrevealsthattheymighthaveregardedabhiliipinlpratltilJofDharmakirtiasmoreorlessidentical
withniimakalpaniiinDignaga'sdefinition.Moreover ,thisidentificationofniimanwithabhiliipaisalso
tracedinSantarak 宇ita IKamalasila'sownidea(seeIntroduction , p.48).Itisquitepresumablethat ,in
someperiodafterDharmakirti , thereappearedsomethinkersinaBuddhistpartywhoupheld
Dharmakirti'sdefinitionofconception , ontheonehand , andstillhesitatedtothoroughlyabandon
Dignaga'sdefinition ,ontheother.Asmentionedbelow(seenn.92and94;d.n.121),similarBuddhist
ideasarefoundinothertextswheretheyrefertothefivekindsofconceptionwhichoriginatefrom
Dignaga.

85 M 61b5:jiityiidiyojaniiyogyiimapyanye kalpanii ,!,- vidu争 Isiijiityiiderapiistatviid

adrlJ!escanasa'!'-gatiiIf.Tib.P55a8-b1;D45a4-5:rigsLasogsda カ'byor 'osLaIIrtogpayanna
giangyissesIIrigsLasogspadebsal[P:gsalD]ρ hyirIImisnanbasniami'thaddoIf.Cf.lap. 位. in
Tosaki1979a:234n.70.TheverseisanalyzedinFranco1984:398n.6.
aTib.pratlka:misnanphyirna(26b3).
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isnotperceived:

Insofarasagenus , etc. ,isnotperceivedand[-evenifitdidexist-]
itsconnection[withthesubstratum]doesnotmanifestitself- as ,for
example ,in(themixtureof)milkandwater ,etc.-howisitpossible
toconnectitwiththeobject?

IITS12191186

And...as ,forexample ,in(themixtureof)milkandwater ,etc. (わか odakii di­

vacca)87(meansthefollowing):Aslongasmilkandwater ,etc.-beingmixedｭ
donotappearasdistinguished(fromeachother) , itisnotpossibletoconnect
them.88 Inthesamewayagenus , etc.,-evenifitdidexist89- insofarasitdoes
notappearasdistinguished90fromthesubstratum(iisraya) , itisnotpossible[to
connectit]withits91substratum.

86 M61b5-6:jiitgiidiniimadr~[atviit tadyogiipratibhiisaniit/k~irodakiidivac ciirthegha[a ・

niigha[atekathamIf.Tib.P55b1-2;D45a5:rigslasogsrnamsmisna カbas aIIdeda カ '仇l pami
snanphyirIIchuda カ '0 masogs'dra[D:'daP]nabIIdonlasbyorbajiltar'grubIf.Cf.lap.tr.in
Tosaki1979a:237n.78;andEng.tr.inFranco1987:499n.298(d.alsoFranco1984:398n.9).
IntheTibetanabove ,thesyntaxofthetwoablativeclausesisnotclear.The 五rst ablative(misnan

bas, i.e., adr~ratvat) mightbethereasonforthesecondablative(dedan'breipamisnanphyi η i.e . ，

tadyogapratibh ゐanat). However , theSanskritrevealsthrough“ and" (ca) , whichisomittedinthe
Tibetan ， 出at bothablativesareequallythedirectreasonsforarthegharanagharatekatham.Besides ,
gharanagharateisakindofplayonwords:gharanaisasynonymofyojana , andgharateisparaｭ
phrasedbysa わな'l te inTSP.
aTib.pratika:rigslasogspami'dod ρas [P:IIaddedD](26b4).
bTib.pratika:chudan'0malasogsbiinII(26b4-5).

87 ThesourceoftheillustrationisPVinI44,11-14:rigsda カyon tanda カ わla bada カldan ρa dagni
'dilamisridpaitiddoIIranbiinthadadpadan'breipadagmisnanbω s卸or bamirigs ρa'i phyir

danldeltar 付ogs pamedpa'iphyirIchudan'0madagbiinnoII(Skt.jatigu 1}akri ・)ia vatametanna
sambhavatye叫ril ρavivekasarrzbandhayor apratibhasanenagharanayogat , ksfrodakavadatadvedini;
Steinkellner1972:202).Theexamplek~irodaka isalsousedinTUS246,15-16.Foranexpositionofthe
exampleseeFrauwallner1958:335;Vetter1966:103Anm.18;andFranco1987:499-500n.298.

88 Cf.Tib.rnampargiag[D:biagP]par(26b5)insteadofgharana(451, 14).

89 ForjatyadinarrzsaUve'pi(451, 15)theTibetanreadsrigslasogsparnams'breipayodpayinna
yan(26b5-6; “even iftheconnectionwithagenus , etc., didexist").

90 ThewordvivekenaisbasedonPVm146b-d:.., ja~μder vivekenaniruμ1}atItadvatayojana

nastikalpanapyatranastyatal}II. “Because agenus , etc., isnotascertainedasdistinct(fromthe
substratumofthegenus , etc , )thereisnoconnectionwiththepossessorofthat(genus , etc.)Bythis
reasonthereisnoconceptionwithregardtothis(genus-possessor ,etc)."SeealsoPVininn.87.

91 tadiiSraye1}a(451,15)isatatpurzω compound. ItistranslatedintoTib.asrtendedan(26b6)asa
karmadharayacompound.
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(恥I{ 151a6;S451 , 17;K 368 , 23;P26b6;D 3a6)

(Opponent:)Ifthatisthecase ,conceptionisnottobe(defined)astheconnecｭ
tionwithagenus , etc.Whythendidtheauthorofthedefinition , (i.e., Dignaga ,)
statethattheconnectionwithaname , agenus , etc. , isconception(niimajiityiidiｭ
yojaniikalpanii ,PSI3d)?92
(Inordertoanswerthis , themaster)states:

Inordertoindicatetheobjecttoberejectedandtheonetobe

accepted(heyopadeyavilJaya)bystatingthetwoitems , (i.e .,theconｭ
nectionwithanameandtheconnectionwithagenus , etc. ,Dignaga)
statedthisconceptionintwoways ,thatwhichisknownwell(resPectｭ
ively)tohisownpartyandtotheopponents.

IITS12201/93

Here(theopject)toberejected(means)conceptionastheconnectionwitha

genus , etc. ,whichisknownwelltotheopponents ,and(theobject)tobeaccepted
(means)conceptionastheconnectionwithaname , etc.,whichisknownwellto
hisownparty.Inordertoshowallthis ,bothkindsofconceptionareindicated(in
theexpressionniimajiityiidiyojanii).94

92 Thekeyphraseniimajii りliidiyojanii isvariouslyinterpretedinthesubsequentdiscussioninthe

text.Itakethecompoundheresimplyasta φur ωa. TheTibetan(26b7)readsasfollows:m的da カrigs

sogsda 力'brel ρas [D:IaddedP] 付og[corr.:rtogsPD]pa. “ Ow ing totheconnectionofanameanda
genus , etc.,[itiscalled]conception."ThesourceoftheexpressionisPSI3d:niimajii りiidiyojanii. Cf.
PSI(V):m仇da 先rigs sogssusbyorba'o;andPSI(K):mindanrigssogsbsrespa'o(Hattori1968:

176-177).Further ,Dignaga'sdefinitioniscitedorreferredtointhefollowingtexts:
1.CitedcorrectlyasniimajiityiidiyojaniiinNV2 207, 19-20(seen.94);NBhii176, 15-16(the

wordisparaphrasedbyniimiidisa1?lsarga);DhPr42, 10;andTAV 53, 29.
2.CitedasjiityiidiyojaniiinPVT(R)62a2-3;PPaii138, 1;NSi138,7;andNVV520,3-4.
3.Citedasniimajiityiidika 加nii inHTU272,23.
4.Referredtoinotherform:niimajiitigu1}akriyiidravyasvarupiipannavastvantaraniru，向zii­

nusmaraォzavlねlpaniiinNC59,2-60 , 1,usingalsoVaibha~ika's definition , i.e., niru，μμnωmara1}avikal­

peniivika争ak劫 in AKI33ab.Cf.alsoTAV55,14-17;andTUS182,5-6(gU1} acala na jii tyii divise~otpii ­

dita1?lvijiiiina1?lkalpanii).

93 M 61b6: hegopadegavi 守agakathanaga dvagoktita 争 Iparaparaprasiddhega'!l kalpana
dvividhoditaIf.Tib.P55b2;D45a5-6:bla カda カdor ba'iyuldagniIIbstanpa'iphyi ・r nag 宛lS gsu 市

teIIbdagda カgian la'di'grubpa'iIIrtogparnamg宛is gsunspayinaIf.
aTib.prattka:g宛is subsadpa'iphyir(27a1).

94 Heretheauthormaintainsadistinctionbetweensvaprasiddha(svama 以 i.e . ， niimayojanii)and

parap r.ωiddha (ρaramata; i.e.,jiityiidiyojanii).However ,itisnotlikelythatSantarak 号ita wasthefirst
propounderofthisdistinction.UddyotakaraalsointroducesDignaga'sdefinition ,separatingniiman ノ
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Howisitunderstood?Hence(themaster)states , “by statingthetwoitems."
(Thatistosay)name-genus-etc. (niimajii り!iidi) (means)a “name" anda “genus,
etc."(andthewholecompoundmeans)theconnectionofthem 戸In thiswaythe

twogroupsarestated(intheonecompound).Otherwise(theexpression)would

havebeenformulatedonlyas“ the connectionwithaname , etc. ," or“ the connection
withagenus , etc. ," which , however , isnotacompleteenumeration(parigaJ.lana)
because(inthatcase)itwouldfollowasanundesirableconclusionthattheword

“etc." isnoteffective.96

(乱1 l5la8;S451 , 24;K 369 , 4;P27a3;D 3b2)

(Opponent:)Isn'titthecasethatconceptionisapropertyofcognition

(j iiiinad h arma ),andwhatconstitutesthemaintopichereisonlytheexplanation
of(cognition's)lackingofthat(conception) ,becausewearediscussingperception ,
andnottheexplanationofthelackingofapropertyofanobject(arthadharma)?97

Theconnectionofanameandagenus , etc. ,98 withtheirpossessor(tadvadbhi み )99

¥fromjo.tyo.di:athakのほm kalpano..no.majo.tyiidiyojanii[NV2:niimajiitiyojanetiNV l]・ yat kilana

niimn o.bhidh かαte nacajo.tyo.dibhirvya ρadi. かate vi~ayasvarilpiinuvidhiiyi paricchedakamo.tmasa'!tｭ
vedya'!ttatpratyak~am iti(NVl130,4-6,NV2 207,19-21;citedinDhPr42,10-11).Asimilarideais
foundinNBhu176,18-19:...iり'e~ii 1りG元cavidho. kalpanii ρarasiddhyodo.hrto.， svamatetusarvaiveya'!t
niimaka 争aneti. “ . ..Inthiswaythesefivekindsofconceptionareillustratedwithreferencetotheother
[non-Buddhist]teachers'well-establishedidea.In[Dignaga's]own idea , however , everyconception
belongstothisname-conception."Cf.alsoTAV 55, 14-5.

95 Thatis, the 五rst halfofthecompoundconstitutesadvandva , i.e.,"name"and“genus,etc."Asfor
theanalysisofthewholecompound ,ontheotherhand ,Kamalasila'sexplanationhereinTSPonTS
1220isquitesimple(no.macajiityiidayascano.majiityo.dayaste~ii '!t yojan o.,451,21).Thisisbecausethe
intentionofTS1220isonlytoshowthedωndva structureofthefirsthalf.

96 AsimilarideaisexpressedbyJinendrabuddhiinPST21a3-4:minnisogspa'isgrasbsdusnayan/
rigslasogsparnamsdannωμmtshuns pamayin μ'iphyirlogssub.μ5 ρa 'o /ゲ nωρa rntshunsparna

yinpa 元id nimi カla yodpa 元id[D: 元ad P]kyiphyirda カ / rigslasogsparηams nidelasbzlogpa'i

phyirteI バ·gs lasogs ρa rnamsyonssubrtagspayingyidekhonaiiidduyodρa rnamsmayinnoII.
“Even thougha ‘name' couldbeimpliedintheword‘etc.' itssyntacticalimplicationisnotthesame(as
出at ofagenus ,etc.),sothata(name)shouldbedistinguished.Thedifferencebetweentheirsyntactical
implications(isrealizedbythefollowingpoints:)Anamedoescertainlyexist ,whereasagenus , etc.,is
differentfromthat;agenus , etc.,isaconceptuallyassumedthinganddoesnotexistinreality."Fora
Skt.reconstructionofthepassageseeJambuvijaya1966:101(inthesectionDignagaviracita 与sva ・

v~ttiyukta 与Prama r:>-asamuccaya 1，l ) n.9.

97 Cf.TheTibetanstructureofnanu...(451 ,24f.):'onte...dongyichosdanbralbarbstanpani
mayinpayinnam[D:naP](27a3-4).

98 Cf.Tib.mindanrigslasogspanimi カda 先 行:gs lasogspadeda カldan ρada カsbyor baga カyin ρa

(27a4)insteadofno.majiity o.din o. '!t ωy o. yojano.tadvadbhi み (45 1 ， 25).

99 Thewordtadvatmeanstheindividualasasubstratumofagenus ,etc.Itisused ,forexample ,in
PSV9c-lOaandPVill146b-d.
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isapropertyofanobject100andnotofcognition. Therefore , theauthorofthe
definition101(Dignaga)statedapointlessmatter.102

Expectingtobecriticisedinthisway(themaster)states:103

Indicatingtheimmediatecauseof[conception]itselfthis“ con nect ion
withaname[andagenus ,] etc."occurs(inone'smind). Therefore
(Dign 孟ga's definition)isnotoffthepoint.

グ TS 1221/j104

Theimmediate , i.e., direct ,cause(nimitta)isthecause(karar.za)ofthat(concepｭ
tion);that(cause)iscognitionassociatedwithanexpression;andthis(cognition)is

thuscalledconnectionbecauseitarisesasifitweretwothingsschematically

arranged.105[However ,inreality]nothingconnectsanythingbecause(intheirultiｭ
matenature)allelementsofexistence(beinginstantaneous)aredevoidoffunction

(nirvyapara).106

Indicatingthat(immediatecause)107(isrealized)intwoways.IOBThat(concepｭ

tion)bymeansofwhich(yatal}.)109thereisaconnectionwithaname[andagenus ,]

100 Tib.dongyichosyingyi(27a4)forarthagatodharma 事 (45 1 ， 25-26).

101 lak~a 1}akiirasya (451,26)istranslatedintoTib.asmtshaniiidbyedpa(27a5)andnotasmtshan
iiidmdzadpa.Thismightberelatedwiththefactthatthewordappearsinanopponent'sidea.

102 Thedistinctionbetweenjカiinadharma andarthadharmahereseemstoberelatedtothediscusｭ

sioninPVinIv.4,especiallyinPVinI40, 15-17.ForsimilardicussionsseePVinT51a7-8andPST
21a8-b1.Cf.NBTinn.41.

103 Skt.pratikaruns niimiid か'ojanii ceyamiti(452 , 7)without-iidiafter iti , thoughitcertainly
indicatesthewholeverse.TheTibetan(27a5)isalsowithout-iidi.

104 M 61b6-62a1:namadigojanacega'!lsvanimittamanantaramIaklJpgavartategenatena
naprastutabhidhall.Tib.0)P55b2-3;D45a6:m仇la sogsda カsbyor [D:sbyerP]byed'di'ilira カgi

rgyumtshandemathagIIgangis'phagpargnasgyurpaIIdesnagnasskabsminbrjodminIf.

105 “The twothings"(vastudvaya452,8)heremeans “name" and“genus, etc.,"butitisnotclearwhy
theyarecalledvastuwhichisoftenusedtodenotearealentity.Apossibleinterpretationregardingthis
pointisasfollows:Anameandagenus , etc. , are- eventhoughnothingisconnectedinrealityｭ
connectedasif(d.iikiira “appearance")theyweretworealthings.Thefactthattheopponentassumed
hereisarealistmightalsohavesomethingtodowiththisproblem.

106 nirvyiipiiratvatsarvadharmii1}iim (452 , 9-10).ItisasecondaryusageofPSVonPSI9d:
nirvyiipiiriihisarvadharmiilJ(Hattori1968:182-183;107n.1.66め).

1叩07

1叩08 “"In twoways"(dviibhyii 'f!l ρrakiiriibhyiim 452 , 10)iscommenteduponas“ in termsofconception
ofanameandintermsofconceptionofagenus , etc."(niimakalpaniitojiityiidika 争aniitas ca)inthe

marginofM.
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etc. , 110iscalledassuch , (viz., astheconnectionwithanameandagenus , etc.).
Further ,(thisisvirtually)abahuvrfhicompound- eventhoughthesubstrata[of
“name andgenus , etc. ," andof “connection"] aredi 妊erent (切か 'adh i・karar.z ya ) ­

because[thecompound]isanindicator(gamaka)[ofconception]111orbecausethe

e鉦ect ismetaphoricallyattributedtoitscause.llzThemotive(prayojana)113of(the

employmentof)metaphoricalattributionistopointoutthenatureofthecauseof

theeffect(inquestion)distinguished114fromalltheother(irrelevant)causes.

(乱 1 151b2;S452 , 14;K 369 , 16;P27b1;D3b6)

Alternatively ,115“connection" rather(meansthat)that(cognition)bywhicha
nameandagenus , etc. , areconnected(yojyate'nayetiyojanii). Thecompound
beingconstructedas“ that whichconnectsaname ,agenus , etc. ，川

109 Thatis,thecompoundisexplainedasanablativerelation;i.e., niimajiityiidiyojaniioriginatesfrom
ka 砂anii. Cf.Franco1984:393.

110 niimiidinii1flMKS(452, 10)[d.Tib.m仇la sogsρ。 27a8]: tiibhyii'!1PaGa.

111 Thepassagegamakatviid 叩iyadhikar aJJye 'picabahuvrihilJ-(452,11)seemstomeanasfollows:
Thecompoundniimajiityiidiyojaniiisanalyzedtobeabahuvrihicompoundbecauseithasafunction

toindicatekalpanii.Theauthordrawsreaders'attentionheretothegrammaticalpointthatthiscomｭ
poundbelongstoaratherspecialkind(d.theemploymentofapi)ofbahuvrihicalledvaiyadhiｭ
kara 1}yabahuvrihi ,wherethesubstrataoftheformerfactor(i.e., niimajiityiidi)andofthelatterfactor
(i.e., yojanii)ofthecompoundaredifferentandthereforetheircase-endingsaredifferentwhenthe
compoundisanalyzed(i.e., niimajiityiidinii'!1[gen.]yojanii[nom.]), unlikeanormalcompoundcalled
siimiiniidhikara1}yabahuvrihisuchastheword“bah uvrih i "itselfwhichisanalyzedappositionallyas
bahavovrihayoyatra(d.Abhyankar/Shukla1977:283and370).Asimilarreferencetothiskindof
compoundisfoundinKart:lakagomin'scommentaryonthewordpriik 付asakti inthesecondintroducｭ

toryverseofPVI:priikrt ，ωaktih ρriikrtiini bahilJ-siistrii1}itatrasaktiryω:yeti ， gamakatviidvyadhiｭ

kara1}obahuvrihilJ-.priikrtiiviisaktiryasyetisamiiniidhikara1}aeva(PVSVT3,8-9).

112 Thatis,conceptionisthecause ,andtheconnectionwithanameandagenus , etc.,istheeffect.
Theexpressionkiira1}ekii η'opaciiriit isusedinNBill2,andtheusageofupaciirainthiswayinthe
Buddhistlogico ・epistemological traditionistracedbacktoDignagaas ,forexample ,inPSV(K)124b4
onPSilllab.

113 Forexamplesofthenecessityofamotiveasthebasisfortheemploymentofmetaphorical
attributionseePVSV1, 12-15(identicaltoHB1*, 6-8)andSteinkellner1967b:84-85Anm.6.

114 oz:必 i~?akii lッ'akii ri1} a lJ- (452, 12);khyadparcangyi[D:gyisP]'brasdubyed ρa'i (27b1).

115 athavii(452 , 14);rnampagcigtuna(27b1).

116 Thisrevealsthatthecompoundniimajiityiid か'ojanii isagenitivetatpur~a (i.e., niimajiityiidinii1fl
yojanii) , andthewordyojanii , derivedfromthecausativeofverb';yuj ,meansaninstrumentora
meanstoconnectanameandagenus , etc.Ithinkthatthisinterpretationofthecompoundisvalid
throughoutthesubsequentdiscussionsandisthefinalanswertothisissue.IdonotagreewithFranco

(1984:393)whoconsidersthatthecompou
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explainedwas)indicated[byDharmakirti]tobethatverycognitionassociatedwith

anexpression(abhi 釘piny evapratlti 1}),sothatthereisnomisinterpretation(inhis
words).This(etymologicalexplanationthemaster)shows(inthefollowingverse):

Alternatively , this[constructionofthecompoundistobeexplained
asfollows]: “A name , agenus , etc. , areallconnectedbythis(conｭ
nection)."Aconceptionexplainedinsuchawayisstated[byDharmaｭ

kirti] as a cognitionassociated with an expression (abhiliipini

pratiti 争 ) .

IITS12221j117

(M151b2;S452 , 17;K 369 , 20;P27b3;D3b7)

Bythe(followinghalfversethemaster)statesanotherreply(tothe

opponent):118

Alternatively ,whatisstated(byDignaga)isjustonlyconceptionthat
isestablishedinhisownopinion...

IITS1223ab1j119

(Opponent:)Ifthisisthecase ,120 howarethefollowingpassageintheVrtti(viz.,
PSV)bythemaster(Dignagatobe)interpreted?:

Inthecaseofarbitrarywords ,athingisexpressedbeingdistinguishedby
aname(as , forexample ,) J!ittha.Inthecaseofgenus-words ,(athingis
expressedbeingdistinguished)byagenus(as ,forexample ,) cow(go).In
thecaseofquality-words ,(athingisexpressedbeingdistinguished)bya

¥theobjectpossessedofaname ,agenus , etc.,isconnected.Cf.PST21a4-6:mindanrigslasogspa
rnamskyisbyorbanim仇dan rigssogssbyorbaste/...minlasogsparnamsdeda カldanJ うa'i donda 力

ga カgis sbyorbarbyedyandag ραr sre[D:sriP]barbyed ρa'i sespadertog ρa'o I/. “T he connectionof
anameandagenus , etc., isthemeaningofniimajiityiidiyojanii. ・ . .Conceptionisthatcognitionby
whichthatname , etc.,isconnected , [i.e.,] mingled ,withanobjectwhichispossessedof(thatname ,etc.)"

117 M 62a1-2:namajatgadagal}sarvegojgantevanagetisaItathoktakalpanaprokta
pratitirabhilapini1/.Tib.0)P55b3-4;D45a6-7:m仇dan rigssogsrnamskyi'amaIIya カna 'dila
desbyorbasIIbrjodpada カldan sesjうa deIIrtogparbrjodcesgsu カspa yinl/.
aTib.jう>ratlka: ya カna minda カrigs sogskun(27b2-3).

118ρ arihii rii ntaram 恥1 K: parihiiriintamS(452, 17).

119 M62a2:gadvasvamatasiddhaivakevalakalpanodita/.Tib.P55b4;D45a7:yannabrjod

ρ叫 'ba ' zig 元id IIbstan ρω mカgi 'dod ρa grubI/.

120 Thatis, “If thecompoundniimajiityiidika 争anii isexpressedonlyfromDigniiga'sownstandpoint
asstatedinTS1223ab."
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quality(as , forexample ,) white(Sukla).Inthecaseofaction-words , (a
thingisexpressedbeingdistinguished)byanaction(as, forexample ,) a
cook(pacaka).Inthecaseofsubstance-words ,(athingisexpressedbeing
distinguished)byasubstance(as ,forexample ,) astaff-bearer(da1J4in)or
ahorn-bearer(visa1Jin).121

Forbythispassageitiselucidatedrespectivelythatanobjectwhichisconnected

alsowithqualifierssuchasagenus , etc. ,isexplained.
Hence , (inordertoanswerthis ,themaster)states:

..because“ a thingisexpressedbeingconnectedwith , [i. e., distinｭ
guishedby ,]122aname"shouldbe(syntactically)connectedinallcases.

IITS1223cdjj123

Inallcases(meansnotonlyinthecaseofarbitrarywords)butalsointhecaseof

genus-words , etc. Thefollowingismeant:Justaswhenarbitrarywordsare
employed(p rayujyama1J e~u!)124athingisexpressedbeingdistinguishedbyaname ,
inthecaseofgenus-words , etc.125- suchasacow , etc.-athingis(also)exｭ
pressedbeingdistinguishedbyaname.Inthiswaythis(expression , i.e., '“‘a thingiおS

expressedasdistinguishedbyaname旦，;コ，

thesentences(0ぱf PSV ,thetextinquestion).126

(M151b4;S453 , 4;K 370 , 3;P27b8;D4a4)

(Opponent:)Ifthisisthecase , [viz., ifthephrase“ a thingisexpressedas
distinguishedbyaname"iscorrelatedwithallthefivecases] ,howwillthefurther
instrumental , (namely ,) “by agenus ," “by aquality ," “by anaction ," or“by asub-

121 PSVonPSI3d.Cf.Eng.tr.inHattori1968:25;andFranco1984:397.Citationsandsecondary

usagesofthispassagearealsofoundinthefollowingtexts:NVT1130,19-21(Hattori1968:83n.1.27);
andNBhii176,16-19.Cf.NPV35,12-15;NM240,9-11;Kas254,15-17;NCV60,4-12;TAV55,8-9;
andTRD38, 21-39 , 3.

122 AspointedoutbyFranco(1984:400n.19), thewordyuktaisnomorethanasubstitutionfor
visistaformetricalreasons.

123 M62a2:sarvatranamnagukto'rthaucgataitigojanatII.Tib.P55b4-5;D45a7:thamscad
duya 勾min da カdon IIsbyorbassbyorbazesgsunssoII

124 yathiiyadrcchiisabde~u prayujyamiine~u niimniivisi~?o 'rthaucyateM[ef.Tib.jiltar'dodrgyal
ba'isgrasbyorbadaglami 元gi khyadparcangyidonbrjodpa27b6-7):prayujyamiine~u am.KS(452,
22-23).

125 jiityiidisabd ρu (452,23);rigslasagspa'isgradag 台 (27b7).

126 Inthisinterpretationaname(niiman)mustmeanaword(勾 bda ) becauseitisappliedtoallthe
fivecategories.
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stance ," be(syntactically)connected?
(Inordertoanswerthis ,themaster)states:

Ontheotherhand , theirusefulnessisknownthroughthese , (i.e .,
agenus , etc.) , becausetheyare(syntacticallyconnected)bythe
instrumentalcase.

IITS1224ab1j127

(Thatistosay ,)athing ,beingdistinguishedbyanamebymeansofagenuswhich
isaninstrument(kara 1Jabhuta) ,isexpressed(as ,forexample ,) “cow." Likewise ,(a
thingisexpressedbeingdistinguishedbyaname)bymeansofaquality , etc., (as ,
forexample , “white ," etc.)Inthiswaytheirusefulnessisknownthroughthese ,
(i.e ., agenus , etc;) , becausetheyare(syntactically)connectedbytheinstruｭ
mentalcase.

(Opponent:)Ifthisisthecase ,howshould(thiswayofinterpretationofPSV)
be(syntactically)connectedinthefundamentaltext(sutra) , i.e.,the“name-genus­
etc.connection"(namaja り!adiyojana ， PSI3d)?

(Inordertoanswerthis ,themaster)states:

Themeaningwhichresults[fromthisinterpretation]is[thatthat

whichconnects]anamethroughthemediumofagenus , etc. , isthis ,
(i. e .,thecompound“name圃genus-etc . connection"asconception).

グ TS 1224cd1j128

Theword“connection" shouldbeadded.Bythewordthis(seyamityanena!)129
(themaster)indicatesconceptionwhichistobeunderstoodbynecessityofthe

compound.Thatmeansthatthatwhichconnectsthroughthemediumofagenus ,
etc. ,is(themeaningof) “genus-etc. connection ," (and)thatwhichconnectsaname
throughthemediumofagenus , etc., is(themeaningof)this“name-genus-etc.
connection."13o Thisresultsasthemeaningofthecompound(fromtheinter-

127 M 62a2:taistukara1JavibhaktyasaphalyamanubhiiyateI.Tib.P55b5;D45a7-b1:desni
byedpa'ibyedtshigfiidII'brasbuda カbcas sesparbyaII.TheTib.prattkafortaistureads'diyis
(28b8-29a1).

128 M62a2-3:namnojatyadibhi l],seyamityartho'dhyavatil;l!ateII.Tib.P55b5;D45b1:min
da カrigs lasogsrnamskyisIIdeyises[D:zenP]bya'idondugnasIf.

129 seyamityanena[d.Tib.28a3:'dizesbyaba'disnil:seyamitiIanenaKS(453,9).Thispossibly
meansseyamityanena 勾bdena (orvacanena).

130 Thatis,fromthisviewpointconceptionisthat(cognition)whichconnectsaname(i.e.,aword ,)
throughthemediumofagenus ,etc.
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pretationofPSV ,thetextinquestion).

(M151b6;S453 , 12;K 370 , 13;P28a5;D4a7)

(Opponent:)Ifthatisthecase , (your)establishment[ofthedefinitionofcon ・

ception]istoonarrow(avyapin) ,becausethereisnobasisforapplication(p ravrtt i・

nimitta) ,suchasagenus ,inthecaseofarbitrarywords.131

Expectingtobecriticizedinthisway , (themaster)states:

Moreover ,this(definition)shouldnotbeconsideredtobetoonarrow
becausethereactuallyexistsagenusdenotedbyarbitrarywords.

IITS1225abc1j132

Thefollowingismeant:Wordssuchas“p ittha"133thatareregardedasarbitrary
words[denotingthepersonJ!itt ha, etc. ,] cannot-whileaccompanyinghimfrom
birthtothemomentofdeath- denotethatreality(vastu)initsuniquedifference

whichdiffersthroughthevariationsofeachmoment;l34theyare(therefore)applied

(only)todenotethegenusinherent135inthatrealitywhichis[conceptually]deterｭ

minedwithinthelimitsofalongspanoftime , forotherwisehowcould(such
words)whichareconventionallyacceptedasreferringtoapa此of realitythatis

determinedbyacertainstage(oflife)suchaschildhoodimpartalsotherealitythat

131 Icannot 仕ace thisobjectioninothertexts ,buttheideathatarbitrarywordsdonothaveabasisfor
applicationmightberelevanttothefollowingpassages:yadrcchanamayasatipravrttinimitte'rthaｭ

gata~ pravartaka~ nivartaka~ vaniyamahetumantare ♂a pravartatenivartatevasayadrccha
(MBhD59,9-10;Tanizawa1987:41);andsa[=kalpana]dvividhasamasatalJ;yadrcchiklnaimittiklca.
namagrahal}adyadrcchi 是正jatyadigraha l}ac canaimittik'igrhlta.nimittanirapek~a~ namayadrcchiｭ
ka~ “J!itt ho"“J!av itt ha lJ"ityadi...(NCV60,4-6).Also ,Hattori(1968:85n.1.28)summarizes]inenｭ
drabuddhi'sideaontheconceptofsabdapravrttinimitta.

132 M 62a3:yadreehasabdavaeyagajate キ8adbhavato naeaIavgaptira8gamantavgapra ・

8iddhe8tuprthaksruti 争 [1225a-d]. Tib.(!)P55b5-6;D45b1:'dodrgyalsgrayibヴod byaba γ II

'diyimakhyabparsesbyaIIsoso'isgrarnirabtugrub[P:'grubD]bIf.ThisTib.doesnotmakesense
;atranslationcorrespondingtoSkt.padab(jateみ sadbhavato naca)islacking.
aTib.pratlka:'dodrgyalsgrayis[D:ρ a addedP]brjodparbyala(28a6).
bTib.pratlka:rabtugragsphyir(28b8).

133 TheTibetanhaskhobo(28a6) , i.e. ， 日ham， insteadofJ!ittha.

134 pratik~a l}abhedabhinnam asadharal}abhedenavastugamayitumaS ak ta手 (453， 15-16).Cf.Tib.
(28a7)skadcigrere'idbyebasthadadpathunmo カma yinpa'idiwspothadadpargobarminωpa

rnams(i.e., *pratik~al}abhedabhinnam asadharal}a~ v，ωtu bhedenagamayitumasakta 事 (? » . Idonot
followtheTibetanbecause bーhinnamasadharanamisatautology.

135 Theusageoftheword“inherent"(samaveta)doesnotnecessarilymeanthatitisanon-Buddhistic
theory;itisoccasionallyusedinaBuddhistcontext;e.g.,NBT38,4-5;andDhPr39, 14-17.
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isspecifiedby(another)stage(oflife)suchasoldage?136

Somepeopleholdtheopinion137thatabodyisnotmomentary- thenwhatis

it?- butisconstitutedof(differentstages)atdifferenttimes(oflife).Alsotothem

itisestablishedthatthereappearsanutterly , everdifferentsubstance(anyad
anyadravyam!)[- viz. ,alivingbodyundergoes , sotospeak ,metabolicchangeｭ

]in(each)differentstage(oflife)becauseoftheconnectionof(thebody)withthe

waningparts138orbecauseofthewaningoftheparts139withthelapseoftime.

[Thereforethereisnosuchoneandthesamebodydenotedbythewordsappliedto

itatdifferenttimes ,andagenusshouldbemaintainedastheobjectofsucharbitｭ
rarywords.]

Inthecaseofthetheoryoftransformation(pari1Jatidarsane!),140 too , that
realitywhichisconnectedwithacertainstage(oflife) ,[saystageA ,]ismaintained
astheobjectofawordforthat(stage) ,andoncesomeotherstagethan(thatstage
A)isapproached(avasthiintarasamiisraye1),141thatveryreality(instageB)could

136 ...niruqh 劫katharrz vrddhiidyav ，ωthopahitabhedam a.ρi vastu ρratipiidayeyu~ (453 ,17-18).Cf.
Tib.(28a8-bl)...yodpajiltarrganρo lasogspa'ignasskabskyikhyadparstonpar'gyuη i .e . ， the

Tibetanomitsnirudhiih , upahita , api , andvastu.

137 Itisnotclearwhoisthepropounderofthisopinion.Itseemsthattheviewisrelatedtothetheory
ofawhole(avayavin)anditsparts(avayaviis)andconsequentlytothetheoryofcausalityintermsof

thenon-existenceofaneffectbeforeitsproduction(asatkiiryaviida)becauseKamala 釘la concludesthat

thereshouldappearanewsubstance , i.e.,anewbody ,eachtimethatthepartschangeonthewane.If
thatisthecase ,itcouldberelatedwithatheorybytheNyayaandtheVaise~ika schools.However ,in
KamalasIla'scontextanewbodyseemstoberegardednotasawholebutonlyasapartofthebodyｭ
continuumthroughone'slife.Idonotfindthetheoryofawholeanditspartsinthistemporalaspectin

textsoftheNyayaandVaise 号ika schools.

138 aーvayavasambandhiidMK: aーvayasambandhiidS(453 , 20).

139 yathiikiilamaρaClyamiiniivayavasambandhiid avayaviij うacayiid viinyadanya{MK:om.S]dravyｭ
amavasthiibhedesvitisiddham(453 ,20-21). Cf.Tib.(28b2)dusjiitababiindubsampa'i[D:pa'P]
yanlagda 力'breI pa'iphyir[P:/addedD]gnasskabsthadaddagturdzasgianda 力gian yinnoses

byabargrubpoIグ (28b2); i.e., theTibetanhasbsampa'i(either*cintyamiina(?)or , morelikely , a
corruptionof 如mspa'i)foraj うaczyamiina andomitsatranslationofavayaviipacayiidvii.

Theexactmeaningofthepassageisnotcleartome , inparticularthetheoreticaldifference
betweenaρaczyamiiniivayavasambandhiid andavayavii ρ'acayiid ， thelatterofwhichseemsredundant.

Doesitmeanthattheformeralternativesuggeststhetheoryofawhole ,whereasthelatterisatheory
withoutthepostulationofawhole?

140 Iprovisionallyinterpretthistheory(parinatidarsana[MK:-dasanaS(453 ,22)];yo 市su 'gyurba 包

Itaba28b2)astheoneheldbytheSa~khya school.Onthisassumption ,itwouldbecloselyrelatedto
thetheoryofcausalityintermsoftheexistenceofaneffectbeforeitsgeneration(satkiiryaviida).Cf.n.

137.However ,itmightalsobepossibletointerpretitnotasthetheoryoftheSarp.khyaschoolbutas
theBuddhistρari1} ii mavii dawhentheconceptofcontinuum(sarrztiina)istakenintoaccount(ef.Hattori
1974:125).

141 tatasciivasthiintarasamiisrayeM [ef.Tib.deItayindangnasskabsgianlabrtenpana
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notbedenotedbythatword.(Forexample ,) inthesamewayastheword“milk"
whichhasaspecificcapacitytodenotefreshmilkisnotappliedto[denote]curd ,so
(awordapplied)inthecaseofabody[whichisonceappliedtodenotethatreality

instageA]cannotbeemployed[todenotethatreality]inotherstages.Thereforea

genusmustinevitablybemaintained(avasyabhyupagantavya!)141a[astheobjectof

wordsusedtodenoteapersoninallstagesofhislife].

Alternatively , [itisbettertosupposethat]genus , instead , isnotreal.Evenin
thatcasetheestablishment[ofourdefinitionofconception]isnottoonarrow.That

istosay ,thoseverydifferenceswhicharethedifferencesfromwhatisnotintended
[inadesignation]arethe(so-called)universal ,sothatthesamedi 妊erences 142arein

allcasesappropriated[astheobject]bygenus-words.Thereforeitiscertain143that

evenarbitrarywordsdenoteagenus.144 Thesameideaisexpressed[byBhart~hari]:

Whenagenusistheobjectofwords , wordsrequirethegenus[as
theirobject]andwhen[theindividualfunctionsastheobjectofarbitｭ

rarywords ,] words(require)thatindividual[astheirobject]justlike
thegenus , [viz.,theindividualisabeingwhichhasthesamefunction
asagenus].Therefore[inbothcases]words[canbesaidto]express

thegenus.145

(Opponent:)Thenforwhatpurposedidtheauthorofthedefinition(Dignaga)

explainarbitrarywordsseparatelyfromgenus-words?

(Inordertoanswerthis , themaster)states:

However(Dignagaemployed)separatestatements[forarbitrarywords

¥ tataSciivasthiintaramsamiisrayetaKS(453,23).Anotherpossibleinterpretationofthepassageisas
follows: “ ..•and ,therefore(tatasca) ,oncesomeotherstage(B)isapproached ,

141aavasyiibhy ψagantavyii MKPaGa:avasyamabhyupagantavyiiS(453,25).Cf.Tib.28b4-5:gnod
mizabarrigskh ωblait barbμ '0If.

142 bhediievaMKS(454 , 10)[ef.Tib.thadadμ 耐d 28b6):om.PaGa.

143 AccordingtoShastri'snote(S,p.454,n.4),themanuscriptsPaandGaseemtowronglyomitthe
passagefromapi(454 , 11)toyadrcchiisabda(454 , 15)whichiskeptinMKSandTib.

144 yadrcchiiSabdiiapijiityabhidhiiyinal}-santu(454, 11).AsimilarideaisfoundinHelaraja'scom ・

mentaryonVPill1.12;inparticular ,VPP26,2-3:...tasmiijjiiti1?1-vise~a 1?1- viipratipiidayanta l}- 竺r 'L竺

jiityabhidhiiyinal}-itijiityabhidhiinavyiipti1?1-nigamayati. “ ..•Therefore ,insofarasall(words)indicate
agenusortheindividual , theydenotethegenus.Inthisway[thewordatasinv.12d]concludes(the
discussionof)thepervasionofthedenotationofagenus."

145 jiitaupadii 吋he jiitirviivise~o vii. ρi jiitivatIsabdairapek~ μte yasmiidatastejiitiviicina 争 グ (454 ，

13-14;citedfromVPill1.12).Cf.Tib.28b6-7:rigsnitshiggidonyinnaIIrigssam[D:maP]rigs!dan
khyadparniIIsgrayisbyedcesgaitgiphyirIIdephyirdedagrigsrjodbyedII , wherejiitivatis
wronglytranslatedasrigsldan(iム *jiitiviin).
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andgenus-words]because(suchseparatestatements)arewidely

knowntopeople.

IITS1225d1j146

Wordssuchas “cow" arewidelyknown147topeopleasgenus-words , whereas
(words)suchas“Citrangada" (arewidelyknown)148asname-words(sarrtj 元asabda;

i.e., yadrcchasabda).Thisiswhy(Dignagaemployed)separatewords.

(M152a3;S454 , 18;K 371 , 4;P29a1;D5a1)

Bythe(followingverse)theotherpartycriticizes(theaboveidea):

(Opponent:)Isn'titthecasethat[onlyoneofthefollowingalternaｭ

tivesshouldbemaintained:i.e.,] eitheronlygenus 帽words (shouldbe

admittedbyyou)Uiitisabdo'stu!)becausetheobjectof(words)isthe
exclusionofothers(angiipoha) , oronlyarbitrarywords(shouldbe
admitted)because(words)dependonthespeaker'sintention?

IITS12261j149

(乱i( 152a3;S454 , 19;K 371 , 7;P29a1;D5a1)

Bythe(followingversethemaster)replies:

Youareright.The(reverendDign 忌ga) whoisskilledinlogicstatedit

inthisway , [i.e., throughtheemploymentofseparatestatements ,
only]inconformitywiththecommonalty ,fortojustthisextentwords
followtheconventionalpathinthis[definitionofDign 忌gal·

IITS1227lj1s0

146 Thetextispresentedinn.132.

147 Tib.grags(29a1)forpratitii 事 (454， 16).

148 gragspaisaddedintheTibetan(29a1).

149 恥1: 62a3-4:nanvangapohavacgatvajjatisabdo'stua kevala!]IvivaklJaparatantratvad
gadrcchasabdabevavaII.Tib.P55b6-7;D45b1-2:'0nabrjodbyagzangsalphyirIIrigssgra'ba'
zigyinpa'amIIbrjod'dodg勾n dbangyurpa'iphyirII'dodrgyalsgrafzidmayinnamIf.
ajiitisabdo 旨tu M:jiiti ，勾bdas tuKS.
byadrcchiiSabdaMKS:vivak~ iiSabda PaGa.

150 M 62a4:satga11)lokanuvrttgedamukta11)ngagavidedrsamIiganevahisabdo'smin
vgavaharapatha11)gata!]II.Tib.(!)P55b7;D45b2:'jigrten ヴes 'bra市 [P: 'braカ D) 'diyodparIIrigs
pamkhyenpasgsu 加pa yinII'difzidtsamgyis[P:gyiDrsgrayisniII'dirnithas如d lamduzugsII ,
wherethetranslationofidrsamisomitted ,andyodparforsatyam(d.also]HA1937(p.623): “ It istrue
that..ア). MyinterpretationofsatyaminthesenseofagreementwiththeopponentfollowstheTib. ノ
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Fortojustthisextent(means)thefivekinds(ofwords)embodyingthedistincｭ

tionsofname- , genus- , quality- , action- ,andsubstance-words.

(乱 1 152a3;S454 , 21;K 371 , 11;P29a2;D5a2)

(Opponent:)Ifwhatisintendedisconceptionasestablishedonlyinhisown
opinion ,thenwhydidthemaster(Dignaga)afterwardsseparatelyexplainconcepｭ
tionestablishedinhisownopinionthroughthepassage “Others maintain , onthe
otherhand , thatathingisexpressedbeingdistinguishedonlybywordsthatare
emptyofarealentity?"(PSVonPSI3d)151

(Inordertoanswerthis , themaster)states:

Howeveragenus , etc. , [asarealentity]ishere , [i. e., inoursystem ,]
notdistinguished[fromtheindividual]as[assumed]bythecommonｭ

alty.Forthepurposeofexplainingthis ,(themasterDign 忌ga) stated ,
“ Oth er s (maintain) ,ontheotherhand ,[thatathingisexpressedbeing
distinguishedonlybywordsthatareemptyofarealentity]."

IITS12281j152

Thefollowingismeant:A genus , etc.,asdistinguishedfromanindividual ,suchas
siibaleya(・ cow)， etc., doesnotexistintherealsense(ρ ii ramii rthikii 与 ! )153 butis

(only)aconventionalbeing(sii1!Zvrta).154Forthepurposeofteachingthis , the
authorofthedefinition(Dignaga)statedthis(passage) ,anditisnotforthepurpose
ofseparatelyshowinganadditionalkindofconception.

Others(inDignaga'sexpressionmeans)Buddhists.15sBy(wordsthat)are

emptyofarealentity(means)bythosewordswhichareindependentofagenus ,

¥pratlka:bdente(iesbyabalasogspas)(29al-2).
aTib.pratlka:'diltar'ditsam(29a2).

151 ThepassageisdiscussedbyHattori(1968:25;85-86n.1.29)towhichFranco(1984:397)provides
theadditionalinformationthatitisrelevanttoYS1.9(Sabdajiio.no.nupo.tlvastuSunyovi ねlpah.) in
termsofthewording.

152 M62a4-5:tetujatyadayonehalokavadvyatireki ，!a キ I ityetatpratipattyarthamanyetv
ityadivar ,!itam II.Tib.P55b7-8;D45b2-3:rigssogsdeya え 'jig rtenbiinII'dirnithas宛adyod ma
yinIIdedag'dilasTτogs bya'iphyirIIgiandu'diskadgsu 出pa yinII.

153 po.ram o. 吋hik o. 事 MK: param O. 付hik o. J} S(454, 24).

154 AsimilarexpressionisfoundinNM240, 12-13:jo.tijo.timatorbhedonakascitparamo.rthataJ}II
bhedo.ropa1!-arupo.cajo.yatejo.tikalpano.II. “ In realitythereisnotanydistinctionbetweenagenusand
itspossessor ,andtheconceptionofagenusariseshavingafalseimpositionofthatdistinctionasitsvery
nature."Cf.alsoNMGBh54, 15-16.

155 ThepassageisdiscussedbyHattori(1968:85-86n.1.29).
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etc. ,[asareality]andrefertonothingbuttheexclusion(ofothers).156
Thisisthe(correct)meaningofthemaster's(Dignaga's)sentence.

(恥 1 152a4;S455 , 15;K 371 , 20;P29a7;D5a5)
Thisconception(definedas)associatedwithanexpressionisnotonly

approvedbyus ,ithastobeacceptednecessarily(avasyiibhy ψagantavyii!)157 also

byother(teachers) , forotherwisethe(whole)worldcouldnotbeverballydesigｭ
nated.(Inorderto)show(this ,themaster)states:158

Cognitionassociatedwithanexpressionhastobeacceptednecessarily

(also)bythosewhohaverecoursetoconceptionastheconnectionwith

a genus , etc.[1229].Otherwise[evenforthese]therecouldbe
(kalpate!)noconceptionbecausenoconnectionexistsonaccountof

theseparationofthetwothings ,beingindependentfromeachother ,
asinthecaseof(two)connectedthings159[1230], and likewise ,
therefore ,16oabsolutelynothingcouldtherebybeverballydesignated;
(inreality , however ,) this(world)isconsideredtobeverballydesigｭ
natedbeingfirmlyconjoinedwithfactorssuchasagenus[1231].
“Th e connectionwithagenus , etc. ," [however ,] doesnotlogically
deviatefrom“ th e connectingofaword"(sabdagojanii) , [viz. , the
formerispervadedbythelatter]. Inthissensethe(words) “is exｭ
pressed"(ucgate)areeffective(inDign 忌ga's explanationsinPSV)

156 Forapohamatra-(455, 13-14)theTibetanreadsgianselbatsam(29a6-7);i.e., *anyapohamatra-.

157 avasyabhyupagantavyaMKPaGa:avasyamabhyupagantavyaS(455 , 15-16).

158 TheSkt.pratt:karunsjatyadiyojana'rly，φt:ti (455, 16-17) ,butthismustbeunderstoodinthesense
ofjatyadiyojana'f!lyept:tyadi[ef.Tib.29a8:ganya カrigs sogssbyorbayiI[P:IID]iesbyabalasogspa].

159 Theexactmeaningoftheverseisnotcleartome.Ipreliminarilyunderstanditasfollows:
“Otherwise [evenforthese]therecouldbenoconceptionbecausenoconnectionexistsonaccountofthe
distinctionbetweenthetwo[-accordingtothisassumption-real]things , [i.e., therealityandthe
genus ,] beingindependentfromeachother , asinthecaseof(twoindependent)things[which- for
example , onlyaccidentally-]comeintocontact[witheachotherandbetweenwhichthereisno
samavaya ・relation]プ The Tibetan(seen.161)omitsthetranslationofyuktayoriva.Thecommentaryon
thispartinTSPrunsasfollows: “For otherwise , [i.e.,ifonedidnotacceptdistinctionbyword] ,because
noconnectionexists- asinthecaseoftherecognitionofmany(separate)thingsbeingindependent
fromeachother- therecouldnotbeaconception"(455 , 19-20).

160 IntheabovetranslationItaketatascainpadabtomean “therefore"; i.e.,inconsequenceofthe
assumptionthatconceptionasabhiliipint:prattti!Jisnotmaintained.Anotherpossibleinterpretationof
theverseisasfollows: “And , likewise(eva'!lca) , absolutelynothingcouldtherebybeverballydesigｭ
nated.Therefore , this(world)isconsidered
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[1232].
グ TS 1229-32/j161

Thoughconceptionisregarded(abhyupagatiiyii'f!l!)162byother(teachers)alsoas

theconnectionwithagenus ,aquality ,anaction ,163 andasubstance ,conceptionis
noneotherthanthatwhichconnectsaname.164

Thatistosay , inthis[assumptionoftheopponents]l65arealitywhichis
particularizedas166agenus , etc.,isrecognizedbeingdistinguishedbyanameitself ,
forotherwise , [i.e.,ifonedidnotacceptdistinctionbyaword ,] becausenoconnecｭ
tionexists167- asinthecaseoftherecognitionofmany[separate]thingsbeing

independentfromeachother-therecouldnotbeaconception ,andconsequently ,
theworldwouldbedumb.168 Further ,bythesamereason , [i.e.,becauseeverykind
ofconceptionisbasedonthatwhichconnectsaname ,] evenwhenonelooksata

161 M 62a5-b2:jiityiidiyojanii1flye'pikalpanii1flsamupiisritii 争 I tairabhyupeyiiniyata1fl
pratitirabhiliipiniII[1229];anyathiiyojaniibhiiviidyuktayorivabhiivayolJIsviitantrye写a
paricchediitkalpaniinaivakalpateaII[1230];eva1flciivyavahiirya1flbsyiitsarva1flvisvam
ida1fl ta 知事 Ijiityiidiriipasa1flsflJ!a1fl vyavahiiryam ida1fl matamII[1231];jiityiidiyojanii
sabdayojaniivyabhiciiri 早i Ieva1flcocyataityetatphalavajjiiyatevaca 争 II [1232].Tib.0)P
55b8-56a3;D45b3-5:ganzigrtog[P:rtogsD]paLabrtennasIIgandagrigssogssbyorbωkyanll des

kya カbrjodpa da カldan pa'iIIrtogspanesparkh ωblahs ‘gyurJ ゲ[1229]; giandudnos1うogiiisdaggiII
sbyorbayodparmi'gyurteIIra カdba カdu niyo 加geod ρas ll 付og pa 元id dubrtagspaminII[1230];
deltarnaya カsna tshogs ρa II'dikunthas宛ad medpar'gyurIIrigssogstshullabrtennasniII'dini
thas免ad iiiddu‘'dodII[1231];rigslasogsdansbyorba'isgraIIsbyorbaLanima'khrulba'0[P:pa'0
D]IIdeskadbstan ρa'i tshigdernamsII'b r.ωbu danbeastshigtu'gyurII[1232].

akalpateM(notfullyclear): ね争yateKS.kalpateispreferablefromthecontext.Thewordis
paraphrasedbybhavetinTSP(455, 20).

beiivyavahiiryarrtM:viivyavahiiryarrtK:viivyavahiiryarrtS.Cf.alsothas元ad medpa r,
avyavahiiryamTSP(455 , 16);andtataseamukamevajagatsyiit(455, 20).

162 abhyupagatiiyiirrtMK:abhyupamatiiyiirrtS(455, 18).

163 Cf.Tib.29b1:rigsda 力yon tanda カ [P: om.D]rdzassbyorba'i;i怠， Tib.omitskriyii.

164 niimayojanaiva(544,18);min[corr.:miPD]sbyorbaiiid(29b1). “Name" (niiman)heremustmean
“word" (Sabda)inthiscontext.

165 Theexactmeaningofthistatra(455, 18)isnotclear: “In caseoneregardsconceptionasthe
connectionwithagenus ,etc."(?)

166 Itakejiityiidivyavaeehinnarrtvastu(455,18;d.jiityiidiIvyavaeehinnarrtvastuM)inthesenseof
*jiityiiditvenavyavaeehinnarrtvastu.Tib.29b1:rigslasogsparnamparbeadpa'id力os po.

167 Jha(1937:624)wronglytakesyojaniibhiiviitasyojanii+bhiiviit(“ there beingconnection").See
Tib.29b2:sbyorbamedpa'iρhyiχ In thissensehistranslationofTS1230ab(yojaniibhiiviid)isalso
nottenable.

168 tataseamukamevajagatsyiit(455, 20).Itcorrespondsto1231ab(evarrteii り'avahii ηlarrt syiit
sarv ，αrrt 'Z. 必vam idamtatalJ-)andalsotoTSP455, 16(jagadavyavahiiryarrtsyiit).Inthiscontext ， ノ
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personcarryingastaff(dar:zqayuktalfpur ωalf) ， onecannotapply(thename)

“ staff-bearer" (dar:zqin)(totheperson)aslongasonedoesnotrecallthespecific
name(namabheda).169

Itisbythisveryreason- i.e.,thatallconnectionsarepervadedbythatwhich
connectsaword(Sabdayojana)170- thatthewords“ isexpressed"(ucyate)mustbe
effective(insuchanexplanationbythemasterDignagaas) “A thingisexpressed
beingdistinguishedbyagenusas , forexample , ‘cow'" andsoon , forotherwise ,

withoutname , “is expressed"wouldneverbe(meaningful)becausenaming-activity
is(only)aprope口y ofwords.

(M152a7;S456 , 9;K 372 , 11;P29b5;D5b2)
Bythe(followingversethemaster)summarizestheestablishmentofcon ・

ceptlOn:

Therefore ,sincethereisnodispute[-inthateverykindofconcepｭ
tionisbasedonwords-]amongtheadvocateswhostandonall(their

own)establishedtheories ,Icanestablishthisconceptionwithoutany
effort!

IITS1233 グ171

\、 conception asthatwhichconnectsanameisabasistodistinguishavarietyofthingsintheworld.

Further , thisillustrationbythe“world" (visva , jagat)isusedofteninothercontexts , too , forthe
demonstrationofsomethingwhichisconcernedwiththevarietyofphenomenaintheworld;e.g.,TSP
29,15-18 (seealsoK23,4 forthecorrection);162,21-22; and246,16-17. Theseexpressionsoriginatein
PVSV20,22-24:taucennabhedakautadiinakω:yacit kutaScidbhedaityekarrtdravyarrtvisvarrtsyiit.
tataScasahotpattivin iiSau,sarvasyacasarvatr o.ρayoga!;- syiit(d.forthesignificanceofthepassagesee
Funayama1990:617-618;and633n.13)

169 Originally , a “sta宜-bearer" wasanexampleofsubstance-words(dravyasabda)inthecontextof
PSV ,buthereKamalasIlabythesameexampleillustratesthatallkindsofconceptionarebasedonthe
connectionofwords(niimayojanii) ,extendingthesenseofniimanfromapropernametoanyword.

170 Thisrevealsquitewellthatintheexpression“ that whichconnectsaname"(niimayojanii)a
“name" isasynonymofa “word" (Sabda)inSantarak~ita IKamalasIla'sidea.Itisusedinorderto
integrateallkindsofconnections ,rangingfromniimayojaniiinthenarrowsensetodraz うほyojanii. This

idea ,althoughitisexpressedforthefirsttimeinTS1232abanditscommentaryhere ,ispresupposed
possiblyasearlyasinTS1218(seealson.84).Oncethetermsabdayojaniiisemployed , itisnot
surprisingthatSantarak~ita statesthatDignaga'sandDharmaklrti'sdefinitionsshouldmeanthesame ,
becausetheformermeans 勾bdayojanii ， andabhiliipainthelatterdefinitionisparaphrasedbyviicaka!;ｭ
sabda 事 (449， 23).

171 M 62b2-3:tasmatsamastasiddhantasa 申sthitana qr. pravadinam/avivadadaayatnena
sadhyeyaqr.kalpanamaya1/.Tib.P56a3-4;D45b5:dephyirrgolbaparnamskyisIIgrubmtha' ノ
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(M152a7;S456 , 10;K 372 , 14;P29b6;D5b3)
NOWl72(inordertoexpress)therealintentionoftheauthorofthedefinition ,

(Dignaga ,) whoindicatedthewell-established(definitionof)conception ,173 (the

master)states:

Approvingallthese ,174 (themasterDign 忌ga) here[inthedefinitionof

conceptioninPS]madethestatementaboutanameandagenus , etc. ,
asawayofmentioninghisownopinionandthatofotherteachers

[1234], (and , further ,)stating(ityevasabruvan!)thatthisaloneis
thatwithregardtowhichwedifferfromthese(otherteachers) , he
expressedimmediatelyafter(that)thatformulation: “Others, onthe
otherhand , maintain[thatathingisexpressedbeingdistinguished
onlybywordsthatareemptyofarealentity]."

IITS1234-351j175

\冶 ya力 dag gnaskungyis[D:kyisP]IIrtsod[D:codP]pamedparrtogs'di'oIIkhobosdpyadde
bsgrubspayinIf.
aavivadadKS:avivadan 恥1. Cf."avidadadayatnenapa?hantaram'inthemarginofM.

172 yadviiMS(456, 10)[d.Tib.yanna29b6]:om.KPaGa.

173 kalpanii1?tsiddhirupii1?t(456,10;siddhi-inthesenseofsiddha-(?)).Cf.Tib.29b6:grubpa'i;10bo
rtogparnam ε i怠， “the well-established[fivekindsof]conceptions."

174 ThegistofTS1229-33isthatjiityiidiyojaniiiscompletelybasedonniimayojanii.Itisreferredto
bythewords“all these"inthisverse ,theideabeingrepeatedinthesubsequentcommentary(456, 11ｭ
12)

175 M 62b3:etadagiirgasakala'!l namajatgadivarT}anamImatago1Jsvangagorittham
upadanamihakarotII[1234];tebhgo'smakamiganevabhedaitgevasabruvanalange
tvitgadika'!lvakgamanantaramadojagauII[1235].Tib.(!)P56a4-5;D45b5-6:m仇dan rigs
sogsbrjodpayisbIIkuntu[P:duD]b伽~gs padedagkunIIdenidebiinbdaggiangyisCII'dinid
‘'diltarkhasblanspa'0eII[1234];dernamsda カni bdagiiidkyiIIkhyadpar ‘'di 元id tsammo[P:kyi
tsaminsteadoftsammoD]iesIIdesgsunsfgiandu‘'di glasogsIItshignide げes [P:brjodD]hgsu えspa

yin/ グ [ 1235].

aevasabruvanM:evamabruvanKS.
bTib.1234adeviatesfromKamalasila'sidea.TheTibetan(correspondingtoSkt.1234b)takes

varT}anam(bげadpayis)eitherasthesubjectorasaninstrumentalphrase;however ,accordingtoTSP ,
-varr:zanamisanaccusative ,beingtheobjectofakarot.

CThemeaningofinstrumentalgyisisnotclear.TheTibetanlacksthetranslationofmatayo 事 ;

instead ,theTibetanreadsdenidebiin(equivalentto 勺a tatha(?)).
d'dinishouldbe'dirniifitwastranslatedfromiha.
ekhasbla カspa '0 ,whichisusuallythetranslationofabhyupaVgam ,seemstobeatranslationof

ψii dii nam here(d.stonpaforψ'ii dii na inTSP ,n.179).
fTib.1235c, desgsu カs ， supportsthereadingofsabruvaninM.If, ontheotherhand ,theform

abruvan(i.e., “not stating ,")inKSwereaccepted ,theversewouldmeanasfollows: “As hedidnotstate
itinsuchawaythatjustthisis,withregardtowhichwedi 妊er fromthese(otherteachers , therefore) ノ
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I76Asfortheexplanationoftheobjecttoberejectedandtheonetobeaccepted ,
thatisalreadyelucidatedinstatementssuchas“T he connectionwithagenus , etc. ,
islogicallyconcomitantwiththatwhichconnectsaname"(namayojanavinaｭ

bhavin f4り ! ). 177 I78Thestatementaboutanameandagenus ,etc.is(syntactically)
connectedwithmade.Ontheotherhand ,asawayofmentioninghisownopinion
andthatofother(teachers)l79isforthepurposeofanexplanationoftheobjectto

berejectedandtheonetobeaccepted.180

(恥1 152b1;S456 , 14;K 372 , 22;P29b8;D 5b4)

(Opponent:)Inthatcasehowshouldthepassageofthe~ら fayamukha be

interpreted?

(Inordertoanswerthis ,themaster)states:

\、 he expressedimmediatelyafter(that)theformulation‘Others
gitiistranslatedas'di.

hde ヴes lookslikeatranslationofanantaram ,butIdonotfindsucharenderingelsewhere;de
brjoddoesnotmakesense.

176 etad agu ηleti. heyo μdeyavi~ayakathana '!l [KS:Iadded M (concerning the punctuation)]
jatyadiyojana...(456 ,11).Asispreviouslystated(451 , 18-19) ,"theobjecttoberejected"(heyavi~ay ，α )

refers to “the connectionwitha genus , etc." (j aty ad iy oj ana ), and “the objecttobeaccepted"
(ψ adeyavi~のほ ) refersto “that whichconnectsaname"(namayojana).Itmightalsobepossibleto
interpretthesentenceasfollows: “The words‘approving (all)these'explaintheobjecttoberejectedand
theonetobeaccepted.[Namely ,] itwasp四viously elucidatedinsuchstatementsas'Theconnection
withagenus , etc. ,islogicallyconcomitantwiththatwhichconnectsaname.川This wayofinterpretaｭ
tionmightbesupportedbythefollowingTib.29b6-7:...'didagthamscadcesbyabanibla カbar bya
badandorbarbyaba'iyulstonpa'0IIrigslasogspa'isbyorbani...Inthiscase , however ,thedouble
functionofoneρratika wouldhavetobepresupposed:First , etadagu η!eti wouldhavethefunctionof

introducingthewholeverseinthesenseof 匂tad agu ヴ'etyadi andsecond ,ofindicatinginparticularthe
words“ approving allthese"only.

177 ja~ μdiyojana namayojanavinabhaviniM:jatyadi 戸Ijana namayojanii'!lvinabhaviniKS(456 ,
11-12):jatyadiyojana'!lvinanamayojana'!lvinabhavini(?)PaGa.Cf.Tib.29b7: 勾s lasogspasbyor
banim抗 [corr . : miPD]sbyorbamednami'byunbayinno.Thewordavinabhavaheremeans 出at

thereisalogicalconcomitancebetweenjatyadiyojana(asvyapya)andnamayojana(as りゅaka ) asin

thecaseofasvabhavahetu-inference.Theideaispreviouslystatedasja りMゆ，jana 勾bdayojana­

りωh icari1} i(TS1232ab)andassabdayojanayasarvayojana りlapta (455 , 22).

178 Tib.29b7:rigslasogspasbyorbaniminsbyorbamednami'byunbayinnoiesbyabalasogs ρa

snarMad μ [P:IaddedD]mi カdan rigslasogspa げod pal[P: グ D] 五回 bya baniby ，ωies byabadan
'breitoII;thesyntaxof...purvoρavar1}itam. namajaty...(456 , 12)isnotclearintheTibetan.

179 Tib.29b8:randangiangyilugs[P:yulD]stonpaniforsvan ，μyos tumayayorupadanam(456 ,
13)

180 Thisexplanationrevealsthatmatayollsvanyayoritthamupadanam(1234cd)isemployedinorder
tocorroborateniimajatyadivar1}anam(1234b;anaccusativebeingtheobjectofakarot).
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Likewise , [asinthecaseofPSVshownabove ,] thepassageofthe
Aヤagamukha shouldbeexplainedinthesameway.Becauseofthe

(syntactical)construction“cogn it ion [isdirectperception] ," (theword)
“appr eh en sion " is(also)enjoinedinthe[sentenceoftheNgagaｭ
mukha].

IITS1236Ip81

Here , thefollowingisthepassageofthel:\ らlayamukha:

Cognition ,whichis,inregardtoobjectssuchasforms(yajj元anam arthe
rupadau!),devoidofconception(avikalpaka)intermsofafalseattribuｭ
tionofnon-difference , [i.e., identity ,]inrelationtothequalificationandthe
designationrespectively(vi§e~a r:tabhidhayakabhedol うaC (ire r:ta) ， is(called)

directperceptionaccordingto[theetymologythat]itoccursincloseconｭ

nectionwitheachsenseorgan.182

[Thecompoundvise~a 1Jabhidhayakabhedopacare 1Ja isanalyzedasfollows:] “Qual­
ification"isagenus , etc.; “designation" isaname;183“false at甘ibution" oftheir“non­
difference"(means)fromthesubstrataofthegenus , etc. ,andfromthesubstratum
ofthename.(Thisterm) “false attributionofnon-difference"isemployed(only)as
asynecdoche(upalak~a 1Ja). [Namely ,] conceptioniscertainlymaintainedalsoin

thecaseofthecognitionbymeansofthedifference(bhedenagraha'}am)suchas

“cowhood ofthis"and“so-and-so nameofthis."184

181 M 62b4:eva'!lNgagamukhagranthovgakhgatavgodisanagaIjifanamitgabhisamｭ
bandhatpratitistatracoditaII.Tib.P56a5-6;D45b7:debiinrigspa'isgoyigiu η II lam'diiiid
kyisbsadbyasteIIsespaiesbyarbrelpa'i[D:paP]phyirIIdernirtogspaieskya カgsu カs If.

182 yajjiianamarthea rupadauvise~a 1!abhidhayakabhedopacare l}avika 争aka f!l tadak~am ak~a f!l

prativartataitipratyak~am (456, 15-16) ‘Tib ‘30al-2: ses ρagaカziggzugslasogspa'idonlakhyadpar
rjodparbyedpathamidadpa 元e barbtags[P:brtagsD]pasrtog[corr.:rtogsPD]pamedpadbanpo
da カdba カpo labrtennas'jugpadenimnonsummo.C｣'NMukh3b15-17: 謂若有智 於色等境 遠離一切種

類b名言. 仮立無異. 諸門分別. 由不共縁 現現別縛. 故名現量 No equivalentexistsfor 諸門and 由不共縁 ( * asadha­

rana ρratyayatvat or hーetutvat)inthecitationinTSP.C｣'alsoTucci1930:50;Ui1965:635-640;Hattori
1968:76-78n.1.11;andKatsura1982:84-85.ThewordabhedopacaraisusedalsoinPSVI(Hattori
1968:232-233).
ayajjiianamartheM [seealsoNP7, 12-13:yajjiianamartherii;μdau namajiityiidikalpanaｭ

rahitaf!l.•.]:yatjiianamartha-K:yatjiianartha-S.
bTosaki(1979b:110-111n.24)suggeststhepossibilitythat 種類is acorruptionof 種等 (j ii tyii di).

183 Accordingtothisinterpretation , vise~al}iibhidhiiyaka isadvandvacompoundanditisconnected
toabhedopaciirainagenitiverelation.Further , vise~a l}a isparaphrasedbyjatyiidi , andabhidhayaka
byniimaninTSP.

184 Tib.'di'ibala 方 針d 'di'i[D:'di'oP]m仇 [P: om.D]'di'o[P:om.D)zesbyaba(30a3)forasya
gotvam ω:yeda f!l nameti(456, 18).
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(Opponent:)Itisnotmentionedhere(atra!)thatconceptioniscognition
(pratzti!)!Howthenisconceptionasstatedbefore(yathokta ・ ! ) ， [i.e.,asassociated
withanexpression ,] gained?185
(Inordertoanswerthis , themaster)states , “Because ofthe(syntactical)

construction‘cogn it ion [isdirectperception].'"
Thefollowingideaistherebyexpressed:When(themasterDignaga)indicates

thatcognitionitselfisdirectperceptionincontrasttoconception ,itisindicatedthat
conceptionisapropertyofcognition ,186andsowhatismeanthereisthatthat
cognitionwhichisdevoidofconceptionintermsofafalseattributionofnonｭ

di 妊erence inrelationtoname , etc. ,is(called)directperception.Ontheotherhand ,
acognitionwhichisofaconceptualnatureinthissenseisnotdirectperception

becauseitisessentiallyconception.Inasmuchasthese(meanings)are(syntactiｭ

cally)implied , itisestablishedthat , incontrasttodirectperception , conceptionis
associatedwithanexpression.

Inthiswayitiselucidatedthat[theabovecitedpassageofthe1\ら !iiyamukha ]

comprises both (Dignaga's) own187opinion and that of other (teachers)

(ρ ariiparamata- !).

(加 1 152b4; S457 , 12;K 373 ,8;P30a7;D6a2)

AlternativelY ,188[onecaninterpretthepassageofNMukhinthefollowing
way:]Themaster(Dignaga)juststatedhisown189opinionalone. (Inorderto)

indicatethis ,(themaster)states:190

Alternatively[inthecompoundvise~a 早abhidhagakabhedopacara]

“quali ficat ion " (means)differentiation(bheda)bymeansofwhich

185 nanuciitrapratttilJ[corr.:ciinupratttilJM(?)KS]kalpanetinoktam.tatkath ω?'l yathoktakalpanii

[乱 1K: tathoktakalpaniiS]labhyataity(456,20-21).Cf.Tib.30a4:'ontedirrtogs[forrtog(?)]pasespa'i
[corruptforpa'o(?)]iesmabrjodpamayinnamIdeltar[corruptfordejiltar(?)]jiskaddubsadpa'i
rnamparrtoglasr元ed cena/.

186 Cf.ka 争aniiprati~edhiic cajiiiin ωrya siimarthyalabdhatviit...jiiiinamitinoktam(449, 14-16).
“ Since [perception'sidentityas]acognitionis(syntactically)impliedthroughthedenialofconception
(kalpanii)...wedonothavetoemploytheword‘cognition.'"Cf.alsonanucaka 争anii j元iinadharma 与

(451, 24) “Isn't itthecasethatconceptionisapropertyofcognition

187 pariiparamata- 恥1K [d.Tib.bdagda カgian gyigiuiz30a7]:ρ aramata・S (456, 25).

188 NoequivalentexistsforyadviiintheTibetan.

189 svamata-(457, 12);ra 元 [P : om.D]giu 力 (30a8) .

190 Fortheρra tika，yadvetyiidi(457,12-13),theTibetanreads...iesstonρa ni[P:IaddedD]ya カna
ga カgis [P:yinD]iesbyaba'i[P:IIaddedD]...(30a8) , iidiomitted.
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wordsoperatetheexclusionofothers(anyapohakrt).191 Bythis

[analysisofthecompound , itisprovedthatthemasterDignaga]exｭ
pressedtheexclusionofagenus ,etc.

グ TS 1237jj192

[Thecompoundis]analyzedasfollows: “Qualification"(means)differentiationin
thesenseofexclusion(vyiiv!tti). A “designation ," (i.e.,aword ,) isconcernedwith
this(differentiation)andnotwitha genus , etc. A “false attributionofnonｭ
differentiation"(meanstheattribution)regardingthat(designation).193

(M152b4;S457 , 15;K 373 , 13;P3Gbl;D6al)

(Opponent:)Isn'titthecasethatifconceptionisassociationwithanexpression

that(conception)isaproperty-possessor(dharmin)andaproperty-possessor , [i.e.,
conception ,] cannotbeattached(ρ rasanga ) toyetanotherproperty-possessor ,194
[i.e., cognition ,]195sothat(your)statement ー “The negationofthat[conception]is

madeintermsof[its]beingapropertyofthat[directperceptionascognition]"- is

invain(asambandhiibhidhiina)? Likewise , ifdirectperceptionisfreefromconｭ
ception , howcanitbeexpressedbytheword“direct perception"?
InthiswayotherteacherssuchasBhargaandBharadvaja196whoconsider

191 ThesourceisPSVlId:teniinyiipohakreehrutil}.ForitscitationsseeHattori1982:115n.17;and
TS909.

192 M 62b4-5:gadvavise~a ，!a '!l bhedogenimgiipohakrcchruti 争 Ijatgadina'!lvgavaccheｭ
damanenacakarotgagamII.Tib.P56a6-7;D45b7-46al:yannagianselbyaspa'isgraIIldogpas
thadadbyaspayinII'dirnirigslasogsparnamsIIrnamρ'ar beadρa 'dimdzaddoIf.

193 Accordingtothissecondinterpretation ,eachpartofthecompound , i.e., vise~a1}a andabhidhiiｭ
yaka , andfurther , vise~a1}iibhidhiiyaka andabhedopaeiira , isconnectedasatatpur;凶a inagenitive
relation.

194 naeadharmyantaredharmyantara りな:zpr ，ωaカ'ga l} (457, 15-16).Cf.Tib.30h2:ehoscangiandu
thaibar'gyurbayanmayinnoII;i.e.,eitherofdharmyantara-isomitted.

195 Thatis, cognition(j元 ii na; identicaltopratlti)wouldbeaproperty-possessor(dharmin)which
conceptionbelongsto, andfurther , thatconceptionwouldalsobeasecondproperty-possessorwith
relationtoanexpressionbecauseitisconsideredbyDharmakirtitobe“cognition havinganexpression"
(abhil a，ρinl pratlt 坊 ) withthesu 伍x -in.AlthoughthecontextisnotthesameasinTSP ,theideathat
conceptionisaproperty-possessorwithabhi 向ρasa 'f!lsargayog μ:pratibhiisa- asapropertyisfoundin

PVinT49b7-5οa3 (d.alsoDhPr54,20-25; mentionedwithlap.tr.inYaita1984:34).

196 bhar 玄abhiiradviija- KS(457,18):bhartrbhiiradviija-M.Thereisanadditionalremarkregarding
bhartrinthemarginofM whichmentionsthereadingbharga~ Cf.Tih.30b3:bha[D:bhra(?)P]tre
da カbha radhvadza.ThissupportsthereadingofM.
ItiscertainthatBharadvajameansUddyotakara(see , e.g., thecolophoneofNV:srlparama ηt­

Bhiiradviija-Piisupatiieii 乃花:z-srlmad- Uddyotakara hロa u. •.).Theotherteacherreferredtobythename
bhartrorbha 棺a isnotclear. ノ
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thatbeingfreefromconceptionmeansnon-expressiblecriticize(ouropinion).197

(Inorderto)construe(thesecensurestotheeffect)thatallareshunned ,(the

\、 The readingbhartrseemstohavebeenkeptinsomelaterperiod.TSop277, 13-22:etenayad
uktamUd[d ]yotakare~aa: yadipratyak~asabdena pratyak~am abhidh 砂'ate ， katharrztatkalpano.poｭ
tjham.athakalpan o.potjham, katharrz ρratyak~arrz kalpana.ρotjham ityanenasabdenocyataitib.yad

apiBhartrhari~oktam: ねlpan o. hij元o.narrz ， pratyak~am apijiio.nam.1りratyak~ajii o.ne kalpano.jiio.narrz
prati~edhat o.nyasmin j元o.ne jiio.no.ntaramastztiC pra#ρo.ditam·lうro.tipurvako. hi1りrati~edh o. bhavantzti

nyo.yo.diti.tatsarvamapo.stam.to.do.tmyapratisedhasyo.tro.bhimatatvo.t.“By this[definitionofdirect
perceptionformulatedbyDharmakirti , thefollowing]statementofUddyotakara[isrejected:]Ifdirect
perceptionisdesignatedbytheword‘direct perception ,' howitthat(directperception)isfreefrom
conception?Ifitisfreefromconception , how(can)itbestatedbythewords‘direct perceptionisfree
fromconception'?Also , Bhar~hari's statement[isrejected:]Conceptionisindeedcognition ,anddirect
perceptionisalsocognition.Itisshownby(theperson)whonegatesconception ,ascognition ,indirect
perception , ascognition , thatthereisacognitioninyetanothercognition , fornegations , logically
speaking ,presupposeattainmentof(whatistobenegated).Allarerejectedbecausewhatismeanthere
by(Dignaga)isthenegationoftheidentity[ofdirectperceptionwithconception] プThis suggeststhat

thereadingbhartrisunderstoodbytheauthorVidyakarasantiinthesenseofBhart~hari astheproｭ
pounderofthefirstobjectioninTSP.However ,thisreadingisproblematicinthefollowingpoints:First ,
theomittednotation“Bhartr" forBhartrharihasnotbeenattestedelsewhere;second ,theabovestated
ideaisnotfoundinVP;andlast ,itisnotlikelythatBhar~hari wholivedbeforeDignagawouldhave
madeanobjectiontoBuddhistviewofconception ,tosaynothingofthedirectobjectiontoDharmaｭ
kirti'sdefinition.d

aForUddyotakara'soriginalexpressionseen.197.

bCf.TSP457, 16-17:yadiρra tyak~arrz ka 争an o.)うotjham ， katharrztatpratyak~asabdenocyata iti.

CCf.TSP457,15-16:nanucayadi ρratztir abhil o.jぅinz kalpan o.,so.dharmi~ l. nacadharmyantare

dharmyantarasyaprasa 力~ga 与

dThisproblemmaybesolvedwhentheword-prabhrtayahistakeninthesenseof“the followers
ofBhartrhari."However ,IhavenotfoundsuchareferencetoBuddhisminthetextsoftheVaiyakarana
sch

197 NV1130,6-132,7; NV2207, 21-208 ,4.Inparticular ,seethefollowing:athapratyak~asabdena ko

'rtho'bhidhzyataiti.yadipratyak~am ， kathamavo.cyam.athana ρratyaksam ， avo.cakastarhijうraty­

ak~a 勾bda lJ- . . . . ka~ ρan o.potjhasabden o.pi yadi ρratyak~am ucyate ,tado.vyo.gho.talJ-.athanocyat 久tath o.ρi

kalpan o.potjhocc o.ra~ ω!l [NV2:kalpano.potjhavacanamNV 1] りlart ham. pratyak~arrz kalpano.potjham
iticavo.kyam.atho.syavo.kyasyako'rthalJ-.yadipratyak~am ， vyo.gho.talJ-.katham. ρratyak~arrz kalpano.ｭ
potjhamitico.nenavo.kyeno.bhidhlyate, naco.bhidheyamitiko'nyobhadanto.dvaktumarhati.atha
napratyak~am asy o.rtha 事， var~occ o.ra~am o.trarrz tarhyetadvo.kyarrzpratyak~arrz ka 争'an o.potjham iti.

“ Now , whatobjectisdenotedbythewords‘direct perception'[inDignaga'sdefinition]?Ifitisdirect
perception ,whycanitbeunexpressed?;andif,(onthecontrary ,)itisnotdirectperception ,thentheword
‘direct perception'isunexpressive....Ifdirectperceptionisdenotedbythewords‘free fromconcepｭ
tion ,'thenitisacontradiction;andif,(onthecontrary ,)itisnotdenoted ,eveninthatcasetheutterance
oftheword‘free fromconception'ismeaningless.[Buddhistsmightthinkofanotherpossibility:]the
sentence‘Direct perceptionisfreefromconception.'Now , whatistheobjectofthissentence?Ifitis
directperception ,itisacontradiction.Why?[Directperception]isdenotedbythesentence ‘Direct percepｭ
tionisfreefromconception'[accordingtothisassumption]but[ontheotherhand-accordingtotheir
definition-]itcannotbedenoted.Whocanmaintain(suchacontradictory)statementexceptBuddhiｭ

sts!?If,(onthecontrary ,)directperceptionisnottheobjectofthis(sentence) ,thenthesentence ‘Direct
perceptionisfreefromconception'isonlywords."ThispassageisreferredtoalsoinDhPr42, 10-17.
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master)states:

When(gada!)conceptionisinthiswayconsidered[byus]asessenｭ

tiallysuchcognition(eva'!lpratitiriipaI), [i.e., asassociatedwithan
expression ,]andthenegationoftheidentityofdirectperception[with
conception]isstated[byDign 忌gal [1238], then(tada) , evenifthat
(directperception)isexpressedbythewords “ dir ect perception"
(adhgak ,!a) , etc. , itisnotirreconcilablewiththeabsenceofconcepｭ
tionindirectperception ,forthat(conception)doesnot(mean)thatit
isexpressedbywords[1239].Otherwiseitwouldfollowthat(even)
colors , smells ,andthelikewereconceptual.198 Thisiswhywhatwas
saidbyother ,dull-minded(teachers)isnottothepoint[1240].(Oppo・

nent:)Ifdirectperceptionisdesignatedbytheword“dir ect percepｭ
tion ," whyisitfreefromconception?(Answer:)Notbeingdesignated
(anukta ,!,-!)(bytheword “perception"),howdoesonecognizeit?

IITS1238-411j199

198 Thatis, itwouldfollowasanundesirableconclusionthat-althoughcolors , smells , aswellas

otherobjectsofthesenseorgans , arematerialsandnotofaconceptionalcharacter-onceaperson
mentionedthembywords ,theywouldbeattributedwithaconceptionalcharacter.

199 M 62b5-63a2:eva'!lpratitiriipiiacagadaiva'!lbkalpaniimatiiItiidiitmgapratiタedhas ca
pratgaklJasgopavar1JgateII[1238];tadiidhgaklJiidisabdenaviicgatve'pinabiidhgatelkalpaｭ
niiviraho'dhgak 亨e nahisasabdaviicgatiiII[1239];angathiiriipagandhiidel].savikalpakatii
bhavetIatoniispadameveda'!lgadiihu 争kudhiga 争pare II[1240];gadipra 句ak lJasabdena

pratgaklJamabhidhigateIkatha'!ltatkalpaniipo4hamanukta'!lCgamgatekathamII[1241].
Tib.(!)P56a7-8;D46a1-2:delta'ises ρa'i カo boiiidII'difadgaカtshe ertog[P:rtogsD]par'dodIIde
yibdag 元id dgagρa ya カ [P: yiD]IImカon sum 元id du 元e barbrjodII[1238];detshesi 先 f fasogspa'i
sgrasIIbrjodbya§i カsogs sgradeyisgIIrtogpada カbral lagnodminII[1239!]h;gi:andugzugssgrai
lasogspaIIrtog ρa daitbcasiiiddu'gyurII[1240ab!]i;galtemカon sumi:esbya'isgraII[1241a!]k.The
Tibetanisfullofproblematictranslationsandcorruptions.However ,thereisonepointworthnoticing:
gaittshein1238b.ThissuggeststhatyadaivaJ!lisabetterreadingthanyadeva J!l,becauseyadaisquite
effectivelycorrelatedwithtada(detshe)in1239a, whileyadhasnorelatingelement.
aevaJ!lpratitiruJう'ii :evaJ!lpratitirupaK:evaJ!lpratitarupaS.
byadaivaJ!l[co 口上 yad evamMKS.
CanuktaJ!lM:ayuktaJ!lKS.
d'dila(“ here" insteadofevam)isnotclear.
ega カtshe ， i.e.,yadii.
fji 元， i.e., vrk~a， insteadofadhyak~a-.
g §iカsogs sgradeyisinsteadofadhyak~e.
hNotranslationofSkt.1239d.
Isgra, i.e., sabda- , insteadofgandha-.
JNotranslationof1240cd.
kNotranslationof1241b-d.
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Thenegationofidentity(meansasfollows):Bythesentence “That inwhichthere
isnosuchconceptionis(called)directperception ，勺00 theauthorofthedefinition

(Dignaga)negatestheidentity[ofdirectperceptionwithconception].Thatisto

say ,(Dignagameant)thatsuchakindofcognitionwhichisessentiallyconception
isnot(directperception) ,andhedidnot(intend)thenegationofwhatiscontained
(adheya)(incognition ,) [viz., directperception'scognition-hood]. Thereforethe
五rst pointatissue , aboveall , shouldnotbecriticized.
Thesecondpointatissueshouldcertainlynotbecriticizedeitherforitwasnot

stated(byDignaga)thatthemeaningofbeingfreefromconceptionis[thesameas]

themeaningofnotbeingexpressible ,butthat(beingfreefromconception)means
beingdevoidofconception.Evenifcognitionwhichisdevoidofconceptionis

designatedbywords201asaresultofverbalascertainment(adhyavasayanurodhat) ,
thereisneverthelessnoconception-hoodin(directperception)justasincolors ,etc.
Thisisameretrifle.

(恥1: 153al;S458 , 11;K 374 , 5;P30b8;D 6bl)

Onemightask(thefollowing):Letconceptionthusbeasexplainedabove.But

howis(directperception)202establishedasfreefromconception?

(Inordertoanswerthis , themaster)states:

Directperceptionisquitevividlycognizedtobefreefromconception

becauseeven(apersonwhose)mindisengagedinother[objectssuch

aspastaffairs]203cognizesblue , etc. ,withhissenseorgans.
IITS1242Ij204

200 yatrai~a ka かana nastitatpratyak~am (457, 20)isacitationfromPSVonPSI3d.Seelambu ・

vijaya1966:102n.4;andHattori1968:86n.1.30.Seealson.7above.

201 a叫んalpakam apij元ana~ yadyapyabhidhlyatesabdenadhyavasayanurodhat(457,24). Cf.Tib.
30b7:galteya 先 月og ρa medpar[D: ρas P]zesbyaba'ises ρa[P: rabD]mカon ρar zenJうa 'i i'lOrbyasnas

sgrasbげod pa;i.e.,Tib.hasavikalpakamitiinsteadofavikalpakamapiand 勾bdenaiscorrelatedwith
abhidhlyateandnotwithadhyavasayanurodhat.

202 ka 争anapo4ha~ tukatha~ siddham(458, 11).Cf.Tib.30b8:sespaciltarrtogρ'a da カbral bar
'gyurzenaII;i.e.,jfianamadded.

203 Theexpressionanyatrasaktamanasapyak~air ntladivedanatIIisbasedonPVill175ab:anyatraｭ
gatacitto'picak~ωa rupamtk~ate f.Cf.Manorathanandin'scommentaryonanyatra:drsyamanad
arthadanyat 哩型至宝竺vikalpantye (PVV(M)171, 14).Cf.PVill519c(anya 川仰ktivigu'}e); andTS
730a(anyatragatacittasya).

204 M 63a2:pratgaksa'!lkalpaniipo4ha'!lvedgate'tiparisphu!amIangatriisaktamanasiipg
ak{lairniliidivedaniith人 Tib . P56a8-b1;D46a2:mカon sumrtogpada カbral barIIsintugsalbarses
byasteIIsemsnigzandukunzenkya カ グ dba カrten sカonpor rtogs ρhyir roIf.lap.tr.inTosaki1979a:
275n.174.
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Bythis(passagethemaster)showsthatabsenceofconceptionisestablishedby

meansofdirectperceptioninthesenseofself-cognition.205

(M153a1;S458 , 14;K 374 , 10;P31a1;D 6b2)

Onemightobjectasfollows:206Thissameconceptionwhichisengagedin

otherobjectscognizestheblue , etc. ,whichisrightbeforeone'seyes.207

(Inordertoanswerthis ,themaster)states:

Thissameconception(whichisengagedinotherobjects)certainly

doesnotcognizetheobject(whichisbeforeone'seyes)because(ifit

did ,) itwouldthenattaintheconnectionofanamewiththat(object
rightbeforeone'seyes)byabandoningthenameof(itsprevious

object)suchassomethinginthepast.

IITS12431j208

Ifthesameconceptioncognizedthatobject(beforeone'seyes) , then ,abandoning
thedesignationof(itsprevious)objectsuchasthepast , (theconception)would
connectthenameofjustthat(objectbeforeone'seyes) , suchasblue , becauseit
cannotbeconceivedthattwoexpressions209areconjoinedinoneandthesame

[conception] ,(asthemaster)states , “ ...byabandoningthenameof(itsprevious
object)suchassomethinginthepast."
Thenameofthat(means)thenameofthatwhichisrightbeforeone'seyes;

theconnection(ghata1}ii)ofwhich(means)connection(yojanii);attainment

(iipti)ofwhich(means)acquirement(priipti).21O (Thisshouldbeunderstood)in

205 Cf.Tib.'disniranr留担'i mnonsum 泣きrtog μda カbral bargyur μyin no(31a1)foranena

svasa'f!lvittyii(ins 仕.) pratyak~ata み (abl. ) kalpaniiviraha 車 (458 ， 12).Forthewordka 争aniiviraha seen.
228.

206 syiidetat(458 , 14);'disfiamdu...s伽m dusemsnaI[D:semsnaIsemsnaP(forsemsnaI)](31a1
-2).

207 purovasthamMS (458, 14)[ef.Tib.mdunnagnaspal:purassthaf!lK.A similarexpression ,
ρurovasth itam， isfoundinTSP298, 20;andPVSVT345,8.

208 M 63a2-3:nasiivevavikalpohitamartha'!lpratipadyateIatitiidyabhidhiityiigiittanｭ
niimagha!aniipti 事 II. Tib.P56bl-2;D46a2-3:rnamparrtogpa'di 元id niIIdonde吋ogsparbyed
ρayinaII'das ρa Lasogsm仇bta 冗 [D: gta η P] naslldeyim仇gis sbyorbyed'thobII.TheTib.ρrafika
forpiidacreads 'dωpa lasogspa'ibrjodρa 'gags[P:'gagD]pa(31a4) , *atftiidyabhidhiiりliiga (an

ablativecase 圃ending omitted).lap.tr.inTosaki1979a:275n.174.
aTib.yindeviatesfromSkt.negativena.

209 Cf.Tib.gciglabヮiod pa[carr.:pasPD]g元is da カ'dres ρar 吋og pamedpa'iphyir(31a3)for

ekatriibhiliipadvayasa 'f!lsargiipratite 車 (458， 16-17).

210 Cf.Tib.desbyorbana[PD;corruptforni(?)]bsrebasteder'gyurbanithobsste(31a4)for ノ

95



T.FUNAYAMA

thesenseofreductioadabsurdum(ρ rasaカga ) .

(M153a2;S458 , 19;K 374 , 18;P31a5;D6b4)

Onemightthink(thefollowing):(Ifthatisthecase ,) then211whyisthisnot
understood:thatyetanotherconception[whichiscompletelydifferentfromtheone

whichcognizesotherobjects]cognizesatthattimethatobject(suchastheblue

whichisbeforeone'seyes)?

(Inordertoanswerthis , themaster)states:

Atthattimethereisnofurtherconceptionwhichisconnectedwith

thenameofthat(objectbeforeone'seyes) ,because(suchadi宜'erent
conception , whichwouldhavetobe)perceptible , isnotcognizedand
becausetwo(conceptions)insimultaneityarenotmaintained.

IITS12441j212

Bythis(passagethemaster)statesthattherearerespectively(twofallacies):a

contradictionwithdirectperception(pratyak~avirodha) andacontradictionwith

doctrinalagreement(abhyupagamavirodha)ontheassumptionoftwoconceptions

insimultaneity (sakrdvikalpadvaya ρratij 元a).213 (Theword)two(shouldbe)

suppliedwith“conceptions."214

\、 tasya gha?aJ:zayojana , tasyaa，ρti 与prati 事 (458， 18).

211 tarhi(458, 19);omittedintheTibetan.

212 恥1 63a3-4:tadatannamasa1flsargivikalpo'stgaparonacaIdrsgasgapratisa1flvitteranｭ
i~!es cadvago 争sakrt II.Tib.P56b2;D46a3:detshem仇da 力don 'dres ρω II rnamrtoglayodgian
duminllsna カba sosormadmigs ρasIIcigcarg元is sna カbar mi'dodII.lap. 江in Tosaki1979a:275n.
174.

213 TheexpressionisbasedonPVill178ab:tayaivanubhavedr~ μ1?1 navika 争advaya 1?1 sakrtI.
“W hen [aformanditscognition]aredirectlyexperiencedbythat(cognitionoftheform)itself , the
(opponent's)assumptionoftwocognitionsinsimultaneityisnotexperienced."Inreferenceωthis

Kamala 釘la explainsherethesameideamoreminutelybyindicatingthetwofallacies , iム pratyak~a­

virodhaandabhy ψagamavirodha ， intheassumptionthattherearesimultaneouslytwodifferentconｭ
ceptionsinonemind(sakrdvikalpadvayapratijfi.a).Cf.PVV(M)172,7-8 (onPVill178ab):tayai 叩

ril μbuddhyar 砂asya svatmanascanubhave'bhyupagamyamane."ril，μmitiril μnubhava iticavika 争a­

dvaya1?1sakrtsyat.taccanasty ,anubhavabadhitatvat . “If aformandtheownessence(ofthatform)
areassumedtobe‘directly experienced'by‘that 'cognitionoftheform‘itself,'‘ there wouldbetwokinds
ofconception ,' i.e., 'Thisisaform.'and'Thisisadirectexperienceoftheform.'However ,theydonot
existbecausetheyarenegatedbyactualexperience."

214 sakrdvika 争advayapratij fi.iiyam aha.dvayoritivika~ μyor itise~a 1} . Cf. aーha- dvayoriti.vikal ・

μyor iti勾a!} KS(458,21-22)(concerningthepunctuation).Tib.31a5-7:rnam μr rtog μ μlS C1gcar

'byunba...bsaddoIIg付 加bya baLarnamparrtog μr 加 わla balhagma'oIf.
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(恥1 153a3;S458 , 23;K 374 , 24;P31a7;D 6b6)
Bythe(followingversethemaster)summarizes:

[Sensecognition]isthusdirectlyexperiencedincoexistencewitha

conceptualmentalcognition(vikalpakamanojilanaI).Thereforeitis
evidentthatsense-perceptionisdevoidofconception.

IITS12451j215

(M153a3;S 458 , 24;K 374 , 27;P31a7;D 6b6)
Another(teacher)216mightstateonsomeoccasion217thatthesimultaneous

215 M 63a4: vikalpakamanojnimasahabhiwy8 anubhiiyateItasmiid indriyavij 均五nam

akalpanamida'!lsphu!amII.Tib.P56b2-3;D46a3-4:rtog[D:rtogsP]bcasyidkyirnamsesda カ グ

lhancig'byuizbarsesbyasteIIdeρhyir dbaカρ o 'iS es pa 'dillrtogpamedpargsal[D:bsalP]bayinl/.
Cf.lap.tr.inTosaki1979a:275n.174.

8 vikalpakamanoj元iinasahabhiivyM:vikalpakamatoj先iinasahabhiivy KS.

216 Thegistoftheopponent'sopinionisthatcognitionsarefalselyconceivedtobesimultaneous
becausetheyrapidlyoccuroneafteranotherasinthecaseofafire-brand.Santarak 号ita's analogyisnot
originalbutisbasedonPVm1338 ,whichmeansthattherealopponentflourishedbeforeDharmaklrti.
Itishardtoattributethisideatoonedefiniteschool.Thereasonisthattheideaitselfisnotofaspecial

kindbutisrathercommontoseveralschoolswhichclaimthatcognitionsarisenotsimultaneouslybut
successively.Forinstance ,aspointedoutbyOki(1973:90)andbyIchigδ(1985a: 84),asimilarideais
foundinAMV(64a18-20)baspropoundedbytheSarvastivadinVasumitra.Further , theopponent
introducedinMA24c , whichisparalleltoTSinquestionhereisreferredtoassomeSautrantikain
BSGTd.TheideathatcognitionsoccurnotsimultaneouslybutonlysuccessivelyistracedinNSeand
VSftoo.

8PVm 133:manasoryugapadvrtte!J savikalpiivika 争'ayo !J Ivimu4holaghuv!tterviitayor
aikyarrrvyavasyatiI/. “Becauseconceptualcognitionandnon-conceptualcognitionoccursimultaneously
- alternatively ,becausetheyoccurquickly- adull-mindedpersonregardsthemasone."Theformer
alternativeisexpressedfromDharmaklrti'sownstandpointandthelatteristheopponent'sidea.

bAMV64a18-20: 尊者世友日 . 非一眼識頓取多色生. 速疾故. 非倶謂倶 是増上慢. 如旋火輪 非輪調輪 是増上慢.

“ Acarya Vasumitrastatesasfollows:Itisnotthecasethatasingleeye-cognitionoccursfromgrasping
numerousformssimultaneously.Becauseofitsrapidity , however ,oneregardswhatisnon-simultaneous
assimultaneous;thisisafalsecognition(*abhimiina)asafire-brand(*aliitacakra) ,which(becauseof
rapidity)isregardedasawheelwhenitisnotawhee l, isafalsecognition."Vasumitraexpressesthe
sameidearegardingear- , nose-andtongue-perceptions(AMV64c3-5;c16;andc27).A similardisｭ
cussionisfoundinAKBh33, 8-10andAKV85, 27-31.

CMA24:dkarpodaglasogspalaIIsespadenirim'byu カste IImgyogspar'byu カphyir blunpo
dagIIcigcars元am duses ρa yinI/.Eng.tr.in
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occurrence(ofsense-perception)withconceptionisnotestablished. Therefore ,
assumingthis(idea ,themaster)states:

Onemightsupposethat(these)cognitionsoccuronlysuccessively.

IITS1246ab1j218

(But)if(cognitions)occursuccessively ,(asassumedbytheopponent) ,whyare
they219cognizedsimultaneously?(Inordertoexplainthispoint ,themaster)states
(theopponent'sposition):22o

Butthemisconceptionoftheirsimultaneousoccurrence(sakrdｭ
bhavabhimana)(results)fromtheirrapidoccurrence ,similarto[the
cognitionofaCatherinewheelwithregardto]afire-brand.

グ TS 1246cd1j221

Similartoafire-brand(alatavat)(means)asinthecaseofafire-brand(alata

iva).222Inthesamewayasthereisinthecaseofafire-brand , duetoitsrapid
movement ,acognitionoftheformofasimultaneousCatherinewheelasaresultof

\、 arise non-simultaneously.(Objection:)Thatisnotthecase , becausemany(cognitive)actionsarise
simultaneously.(Answer:)Theyarecognizedsobecausetheycomeaboutrapidlyasinthecaseofafireｭ

brand."NBh898, 2-3:tathiibuddhtniirrrkriyiiT}iirrrciisuvrttitviidvidyamiina 事kramo nagrhyate ,
kramω;yiigrahaT}iid yugapatkriyiibhavantttiabhimiinobhavati. “(As inthecaseofaCatherine
wheel)sincecognitionsand[their]actionsariserapidly ,theirrealsequentialorderisnotcognized(and
consequently)becauseofthenon-cognitionofthesequentialorderthemisconceptioncomesaboutthat
thereareactionsinsimultaneity."Further ,inaseriesofdiscussionsofPVill133-140 ,PVill136is
commenteduponbyVibhuticandraasarefutationtoNS1.1.16(yugapajj 元iiniinu φauir manaso
lingam).SeeTosaki1979a:219n.38.
fVS3.2.3:ρ rayatnii yaugapadyii jjiiiiniiyaugapadyiiccaika1'!lmanak. “T here is(only)onemind

(inabody)becauseeffortsaremadenon-simultaneouslyandbecausecognitionsarisenon-simultaｭ
neously."Cf.PBh89, 13-14.

217 Theexactmeaningof“on someoccasion"(kadiicit)isnotclear.

218 M 63a4-5: krame ,!aivopajagante vijnananiticenmatamIsakrdbhavabhimanastu
sighravftteralatavatII[l246a-d].Tib.P56b3-4;D46a4:rnamrtogrimgyisskyebaiii ・d IIyinya カ

mgalme'i 百hor lobiinIImyurbar'jugLacigcarbarIImカon parsemspayinienaIf.FortheTib.
1うratika forSkt.piidacdseen.220.

219 Cf.Tib.jiltardecigcarrigpar'gyurienaI(31a8)forkatharrryuga μt pravedyante(458,25).

220 Cf.Tib.mgalmebiindumgyogspar'byuniesbyabaLasogspa(31a8);i.e., iidiisadded.

221 Thetextispresentedinn.218.

222 Cf.Pa':lini5.1.116:tatratasyeva. “T he a伍x vaticomesalsointhesenseof‘like whatisthereinor
thereof'"(inVasu1891:889).
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aconnectionbetweenthecognitionsofthose(firesinsuccessivemoments) ,223there
isamisconceptionofsimultaneousoccurrencebecauseofarapidarisingof

cogmtIOns.

Alternatively224(onecouldinterprettheexampleasfollows):Bythewordfire 岨

brandthecognitionswhichrefertothatobject(vi~ayin) areexpressed , because
(theword) “object" (vi~aya) ismetaphoricallyattributedtothecognitionswhich

refertothatobject.225(Inthiscase , too ,themeaningofthesu 伍x) -vat(vat 坊 ) is

thesameasbefore.226

(乱1: 153a4;S459 , 12;K 375 , 7;P31b3;D7a2)

(Bythefollowingversethemaster)refutesthe(above)opponent'sview:

Atthetime[whentheobjectbeforeone'seyesiscognized]aconcepｭ

tionwhichisconnectedwiththenameoftheentity(-bhavaｭ

namanu~angavan!) existingrightbeforeone'seyesandwhichis

perceptible(drsga)isnotfound.Thereforenothingatallwasstated

[bytheopponent]inregardtothis(issue).

IITS1247/j227

Themeaningofthisverseisconsideredtobeasfollows:Whatconstitutesthe

majortopic(ρ rakrta ) hereisnotademonstrationofsimultaneousoccurrencebut

223 taddarsananarrzgha{anad(459,9).Cf.Tib.31b1:delaitabarnamssbyorbafzidkyiphyirroII;
i.e., evaisaddedaftergha{nad.
TheexpressionisbasedonPVill140d(fromDharmak'irti'sownstandpoint):nadrsarrzgha{nena

saIf. “[T he erroneouscognitionofaCatherinewheel]isnotproducedbytheconnectionofperceptions."

224 athava(459, 10);rnampagcigtuna(31b2).

225 Thislatterinterpretation 五ts MAV 84, 17-19:dpernamgalme'ikhorlomtho カba biinteI
mthoカba denimyurdubskorba'iphyirroieszerroIf. “ . ., Forexample ,asinthecaseofperceivinga
fire-brand ,becausethose[-eachmomentary-]perceptionsoccurrapidly."

226 Cf.Tib.31b2:giannisカa mabiinnoIIforpurvavadvati!J(459, 11). “T he other[elementofthe
example , i.e., -vat ,] isthesameasbefore."

227 M 63a5:natada.bhimukhibhiitabhiwana.ma.nulJangava.na/vikalpovidyatedrsyaity
atroktaf!lnakif!lcanabII.Tib.0)P56b4;D46a4-5:mayinCdetshemカon gyur ρa'ill dカos pomind
da カrjes 'breibarIIldanpa'irnamrtogsna カba iesII'dienicunzadbstanpamedIf.
a0bhavanaman~angavan MK:0bhavanaman~a カ~gavan S.
batroktamnakimcanaMS:evoktamna++naK.
Cmayin(wronglytranslatedasanegativeanswertotheopponent'sidea;d.ienainTib.1246d)

insteadofna...vidyateinskt.
dCorruptform仇(naman) (?)

eCorruptfor'dir(atra)(?)
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theabsenceofconceptionfrom[direct]cognition(dhiya みkalpanaviraha み ).228

Further ,229that(absence)isestablishedbymeansofthenon-perceptionofconcepｭ
tionwhichisequippedwiththeconditionsforperception(u， ρala bdh ilak~a1} a­

prapta)230andwhichisconnectedwiththenameofthat(objectbeforeone'seyes)at

thetimewheneven(apersonwhose)mindisengagedinother(objects)directly

experiencestheobjectwhichisrightbeforehim.Thereforenorefutationhasbeen

presented(above)tothis(establishmentofsimultaneousoccurrence).Thatisto

say ,evenif(thetwo)cognitions231weresuccessivelycognized ,[asassumedbythe
opponent ,] conceptionatleast(tu)232wouldnotbecognized.Thereforethereisno
impedimenttotherealtopic(intheaboveobjection).233

(恥 1 153a5;S459 , 17;K 375 , 15;P31b5;D 7a4)

(Inorderto)showthateventhisfalsecognitionofsimultaneousoccurrence

(whichtheopponentassumes)isnoterroneous , (themaster)states:

[Further , theopponent'sassumptionof]themisconceptionofthat
(simultaneousoccurrence)isanerrorandthis(cognitionoftheobject

rightbeforeone'seyes)isvividandwithoutintervals;thissame

(cognition)is , moreover ,acognitionofthatobject(arthavij 兎ana'!l !).

Therefore(i 臼) simultaneity[withtheconceptionofanotherobject]is

evident.

IITS12481j234

228 TheexpressionisbasedonPVinI50,12-13:ya カna dbanpo'iblortogpada カbral barsgrub ρar

byedpanimnonsumiiidde/.“ Moreover,theabsenceofconceptionfromsense-cognitionisprovedby
theverydirectperception."Cf.pratyak~asiidhana evendriyadhiya!J-ka 争aniiviraha 車 in Franco1987:
459n.241(identicaltotheaboveTib.exceptyannabuttheconstructionisdifferent).Cf.nn.205and
260

229 saciinyatra-MK:sacaanyatra-S(459, 13).

230 Cf.NVV524,6:nasantipratyak~e ka 争anii !J- ， upalabdhilak~a 1}apriitiiniim anupalambhiit ,bhutale
ghatava ι “Conceptions donotexistindirectperceptionbecausethosewhichareequippedwiththe
conditionsforperceptionarenotperceivedasinthecaseofapotontheground."

231 Theexactmeaningofjiiiine(dual;459, 15)isnotclear.Cf.Tib.31b5:galte 元自pa [P:parD]rim
gyisrig[D:rigsP]parbyabayingyi , where カespaispossiblyco ロupt forsespa(j 元ii na ).

232 Cf.Speijer1886(p.373, Rem.2)regardingthesynt 旬ax 0ぱf yadのl...t ωu (“even iばf... a剖t leas坑t"ツ)

233 iωtμi na1ρ'.>rak ηaωsya vyiighiit 臼a与 (459， 16町); Ti出b. iesbyaba'isk灼abo お's laα gnodpameddoIググ (β3 1山b5町).

234 M 63a5-6:bhrantistadabhimanascatadvgakta1flcanirantaram/tadevacarthaｭ

vij 必na 1fl gaugapadgamaata争sphutamI/.Tib.0)P56b4-5;D46a5:'khrul μ'im カon μ'i nargyal
de'anbIIdongyisespade 元id dan/1rgyunmi'chadparlhancigpa[D:parP]CIIdeyiρhyir nagsal

bayin//. ノ
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Thesubjectofthediscussionshould(syntactically)beconnectedas “There isno

e町or."235 (Thecompound)misconceptionofthatistobeanalyzedasthemisconｭ

ceptionofthatsimultaneousoccurrence.[Generallyspeaking ,]theestablishmentof
erroneousnessismadebymeansofacounter-proof(biidhak ゆramii 1Ja). Inthis

case , however , thereisnocounter-evidence(biidhaka)throughwhichanerror
wouldbe(demonstrated).Butwhydoesitnotexist?(Inordertoanswerthis ,the
master)states , “and thisisvividandwithoutintervals ," [andsoon.]236This , i.e.,
the cognitionofthe objectrightbefore one's eyes , iswithoutintervals
(nirantararrz-1)237(and)vividly(spa~tam) perceivedatthesametimeaswhenone's

mindisoccupiedwithotherobjects ,238and239thisvery , i.e., suchakindof ,240
cognitionoftheobjectiscalleddirectperception.Thereforehowcanitbean

error?

(恥 1 153a7;S459 , 23;K 375 , 23;P32al;D7a6)

Notonlyistherenoevidencefortheestablishmentoftheerroneousnessof

simultaneousoccurrence ,thereareevencounter-evidences(againstsucherroneousｭ
ness).(Inordertoshowthemthemaster)states:

Inthestateofseeingadancer , etc. ,every(kindofcognition)iscogｭ
nizedsimultaneously. [Regardingthis , theopponentmightassume
(thefollowing):Itisexperiencedtobesimultaneous]inspiteofinter-

\、 a carthavij 宛ana 1!l yaugapadyam[corr.]: carthavij 元anayaugapadyam MKS.Thecorrectionis

basedonTSP259,22:tadevacedrsamarthavijnanam.
bTib.pratfka:denirlompaya カ (3 1b6 ; corruptforde'irlompaya カ ); de'i ・ [P: deniD]rlom ρa

(31b6).
CTib.pratika:denibarmedpargsalte(31b8).

235 Whatismeanthereisthatthesimultaneousofsense-perceptionwithconception(cf.458, 24:
叫ん alpasahabhavitva ) whichisthesubjectofthediscussion(prakrta)andwhichtheopponentclaims
tobe “false cognitionofsimultaneousoccurrence"(sakrdbhavabhimana)isnotanerror.

236 Thispratikaimpliesthesubsequentpadas , too , inthesenseoftadvyakta1!lcanirantaram
ityadi.

237 nirantara1?1[M:nirantara-KS(459,21)]vi~aya-. ThereadingofMissupportedbyTib.31b8:bar
medparste[P:IaddedD].

238 Thispassageisanexplanationofyaugapadyamin1248d;i.e., Kamala釘la understandsyaugaｭ
ρadyam inrelationtopadab(tadvyakta1!lcanirantaram).Cf.Tib.1248inn.234.

239 ca(459,22);omittedintheTibetan.

240 Cf.Tib.de 免id snanba'idonrnamparsespani(32a1);i.e., *tadevadrsyamarthavijnana1?1(?)
insteadoftadevacedrsamarthavij 元anam (459, 22).
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ventionsbymanifold (sense-cognitions) , and(hence)this(simulｭ
taneouscognition)isanerrordueto(their)rapidoccurrence[1249].241

[However ,thisideaisnottenableforthefollowingreasons:]

1.Thereis(also)arapidoccurrenceincognitionsof(soundssuchas)

lataandtala , etc.Therefore ,whydoesn'tamisconceptionofsimulｭ
taneityoccurinthiscase , too[1250]?

2.Also ,whenthereareonlypurelymentalconceptions ,thesequence
(ofthoseconceptions)wouldnotbedetermined.

3.Moreover ,rapidoccurrencewouldbeequallytrueofallcognitions
becausetheydonotstayanylengthoftime , andthereforeitwould
followthatthereisnorecognitionofsequentialorderwithregardto

anyobject.

[Inreality ,anyobject]appearstobecognizedinsimultaneityas ,for
example , inacognitionofsound , etc. ,[whenadancerisobservedby
eye-cognition][1251-52].

IITS1249-521j242

241 IfollowthereadingofM(seen.242)becauseitfitswellwiththeTibetan;anotherreadingshown

byGa(seen.242,a)doesnotmakesense.aThepointofdiscussionisconcernedwiththewords“ in spite
ofinterventionsbymanifold(sense-cognitions)"(bahubhirvyavadhane'p i ; ρadac)whichisexpressed
bytheopponent.Siintarak:;;itadoesnotmaintainthisidea.Inthetranslationabove , Itakepadaabas
Siintarak 号ita's ownstatementbutanotherinterpretationisalsopossible , viz.,takingthewholeverseas
theideaoftheopponen t: “(Objection:) Inthestateofseeingadancer , etc.,every(kindofcognition)is
cognizedsimultaneouslyinspiteofinterventionsbymanifold(sense-cognitions) ,and(hence)this(simulｭ
taneouscognition)isaneロor dueto(their)rapidoccurrence."Thedifferencebetweentheinterpretaｭ
tionsiscausedbythewordsvedyatesakrt(padab; “be cognizedsimultaneously");i.e.,thewordsmean
“to be[directly]cognized , [viz., directlyperceived ,] tobesimultaneous"inthefirstinterpretationas
Siintarak~ita's ownidea , whereasthesamewordscouldbetakentomean “to be[wrongly]cognized ,
[viz., misunderstoodbyconception , ]tobesimultaneous"astheopponent'sidea.Isupposethatthis
doubleinterpretationispossible-thoughitiss仕組ge -whenKamalasila'swayofexplanation(seen.
245)istakenintoconsideration.

aThereadingofGa(seen.242,a)wouldmeanasfollows: “In thestateofseeingadancer , etc.,
every(kindofcognition)is[directly]cognizedsimultaneouslyinspiteofinterventionsbymanifold
(sense-cognitions).(Objection:)This(simultaneouscognition)isanerrordueto(their)rapidoccurｭ
rence."Thisleadstoanunacceptableideathattheopponent'sideaisexpressedonlyinpadadand ,
consequently ,thewordsbahubhirvyavadhane 抑 (ρada c)areexpressedasSiintarak 号ita's ownidea.

242 乱1 63a6:nartakidPJ!gavasthadiwakhila'!lvedgatesakrtIbahubhirvgavadhane'pi
bhrantil]sacasuvrttita 事 aII[1249];latataladibuddhinamatgartha'!llaghuvartanamIsakrdｭ
bhavabbhimano'tal]kimatrapinavartateCII[1250];suddhecamanasekalpevgavasigeta
na krama 争 I tulyad casarvabuddhinamasuvrttiscirasthite 事 II [1251];atal]sarvatra ノ
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[Accordingtotheopponent'sviewthefollowingshouldbemaintained:]Although

each(kindof)cognitionisintervenedby(anyoftheother)fivekindsofcognitions

inthestateofseeingadancer , etc.(-iidi-1),243 itappearsasif244itwerenotinter-

\ vi宇aye nakramagraha 写a '!l bhavetIsakrdgraha1}abhasastubhavecchabdadibodhavatII
[1252].Tib.(!)P56b5-8;D46a5-b1:garmkhanlalta'ignasskabssogsIImaIusparnicigcarmth 。カ II

ma カpo rnamskyisbarbeadkyanIImyurdu'jigpasde'khrulpa'ieII[1249];lcugma'isgraflasogs
rnamskyisgIIblonisintumyur'byu カba'i hII'dila'ancigcar'byu カba yi[D:thepadaom.P]l グ カa

rgyalciphyir'byu カmi 'gyurII[1250];yidkyi 付og pa'ba'zigla'a だ がrim du 力es par[D:paP]basbyed
JminIIblornamskunkya カmyur 'by 初 出力 II rin[corr.:rimPD]kdugnasJう'a minparmtshunsI/グ

[1251];deρhyiryulrnamsthamscadlaIIrimgyis'dzinparmi'gyurgyiIIsgralasogspa'iblobzin
duIIcigcar'dzin ρar snanbar'gyurII[1252].
TS1249isbasedonPVill136(seen.244);andTS1250isbasedonPVill135d(var1Jayorva

sakrcchruti 事) . Thesourceof1251abisPVill 138cd: 勾ddhe manovikalpecanakramagraha1Ja'f!'l
bhavetII.Forlap. 仕. ofTS1249-51abseeTosaki1979a:222n.43;and224n.47.TS1252cisbasedon
PVill197c(叫ん rdgrahavabhasa争 ).

Further , TS1250isidenticalwithMA25:lcugma'isgralasogs ρa'i bloIIrabtumgyogspar
'byunyinnaIIde μyir cigcar'byunba'iblo/グ 抗ryan ciphyir'byunmi'gyurII;andTS1251is
identicalwithMA26:yidわIi rtogρ'a 'ba'zigla'a カ グrim duses1うar mi'gyurroII行方 dugnas1うa ma
yinpasIIblornamskunkya 万mgyogs 'byu カ'dra If.Also ,Tib.1252abdisidenticalwordforwordwith
MA27abd:dephyiryulrnamsthamscadlaIIrimgyis'dzinparmi'gyurgyiII(rnampadagnitha
dadltarII)cigcar'dzinρ'ar snanbar'gyurII;i.e., theoriginalSkt.MA27abmustbea印字sarvatra

vi~aye nakramagraha1Ja'f!'lbhavetI ,andMA27dmustbesakrdgraha1JabhiisastubhavetIf.MA27cis
di 宜erent fromTS1252c.Cf.lap.tr.ofMA27inMatsumoto1986:187.

abhrantihso.casuvrttitahMS:bhrantiscedasuvrttitahGa.Fortheexaminationofthelatter
readingseen.241, a.
bbhava-MS:bhava-K.
CnavartateKS:nivartateM (?)
dtulyaMS:alpaK.
eThemeaningofthegenitiveisnotclear.

lcugma'isgra(i.e., *latasabda)forlatatala.
gkyiS;corruptforkyimodifyingblo(?).
hThemeaningofthegenitiveisnotclear;coπupt for'byu カbas (?).

1Notranslationofαtah.

JThemeaningofbasb.戸d isnotcleartome.
kCorrectedtor抗 [: rim;forcira]byMA26cabove.

IThereadingtulya[:α 争a K]inSkt.1251cisascertainedbythismtshunsandbyMA26d('dra)
above.

243 nartaki'darsanady-[MK:adi-om.S(460, 10)]avasthayam.

244 avyavahitevapratibhati(460, 10).Cf.Tib.barmachod μ 元id dusnanste(32a3);i.e., either
*avyavahitaivaor 日りなwah itatvena. IdonotfollowtheTibetanbecauseitisevidentfromthecontext

thatKamalasilaowestheexpressiontoPVill136:sak ηsa 'f!'lgat ωarvarthe~v ind 門戸~v ihasatsva.戸 /

pancabhirvyavadhane'pibhatyGりなwah iteω yo. If. “ In thiscase[i.e., intheopponent'sassumption
thatcognitionsdonotoccursimultaneously ,hewouldhavetomaintainthatasensecognition]manifests
itself-inspiteofinterventionsby(therestofthe)five(cognitions)-asifitw町e notintervened(by
them)evenwhentherewere(allthesixkindsof)senseorgansatwork ,simultaneouslyaccompaniedby
theirrespectiveobjects."
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vened.[Howeverthisisnottenable.]245Namely , whenoneseesadancer , atthe
verysametimeonehearsasoundsuchasasong ,enjoysatastesuchascamphorｭ
cake ,smellsafragranceofaflowerinfrontofone'snose ,feelsatouchsuchasfan
wind ,andthinksofagift(forthedancer)suchasadressoranornament.Thereｭ
fore , if[-asisassumedbytheopponent-]inspiteofinterventionsbymaniｭ
fold(sensecognitions)anerrorofsimultaneousoccurrenceof(sense)cognitions

weregeneratedduetotheirrapidarising , then[thefollowingundesirableconｭ
elusionswouldfollow]:

1.Asthereisaveryrapidoccurrenceofhearingsyllables (var 1'}asruti) , for
example ,whenone(hearswords)like(-iidi!)246lataandtala , orsaraandrasa,247

asaresultofaninterventionbyeachcognition ,248itwouldfollowthatthesyllables
appear(inthemind)simultaneously249andconsequentlytherewouldbeneithera

245 TSP459 , 24-460 , 10(ekaika...ρratibhati) istheassumptionoftheopponent'swayexplaining
theexampleofseeingadancer , etc.,wherethedi 妊erence fromSantarak~ita/Kamala 釘la's ideaisexｭ
pressedbythe formulation... りlavadh fyamanapi . .. avyavavahiteva ρratibhati. Thesubsequent

wordinthetext , tathah乙 is somewhats甘ange inusage:theexplanationaftertathahibelongsnotto
theopponent'sbuttoSantarak~ita/Kamala 鉛a's ownidea ,andafterthisexplanationKamala 詰la refers
totheopponent'sideaagain(460,13:tatascayadibahubhirvyavadhane 抑 ) . Itentativelyassumethat

themostpossibleinterpretationofthissyntaxisthatTS1249abprovidesroomforthedoubleinterｭ
pretationwhichissuggestedinn.241.

246 ityevamadavMK:ityevamadavS(460, 14-15).

247 ThesameillustrationisexplainedbyDevendrabuddhiinthecommentaryonPV 皿135d (n.242)
inPVP201a4-6:galtemyurbar'jugpa'iphyirrnamparchadpamedparmgal[D:galP]me'i'khor
lolasogspalamtho カba lamtshamssbyorbade'itsheImtshozesbyabadeitabulasogspa'iyige
daggi'jugpachessintumyurbadeltarnaIgorimmedpar'dzinpargyurroIIdeltarnagorim
thadadpalasm元an pathadadparmigyurteIdpernamtshodanrozebyabaitabu'0If. “If [an
opponentassumesthat]becauseofrapidoccurrencethereisaconnection(>I<pratisa'f!ldhana)inthe

perceptionofafire-brand , etc.,thenthere(mustalsobe)averyrapidoccuηence of(two)varr.zassuchas
rasa, etc.Inthiscasetheywouldberecognizedwithoutsequentialorder.Ifthiswerethecase , there
wouldbenodistinctioninhearing(m 元an pa)causedbyadistinctioninsequentialorderas ,forexample ,
inthecaseofsaraandrasa."Thisrevealsthattherearetwoaspectsintheillustrationbysaraandrasa:

First , theopponent'sassumptionwouldleadtotheundesirableconsequencethattherewouldbeno
sequentialorderinthetwosyllables , saandra,a inthewordsara , andtheywouldbeheardsimulｭ
taneously;andsecond ,asitsresult ,therecouldbeneitheraphoneticnorsemanticdistinctionbetween
twodifferentwordssuchassaraandr，ωa.

aThesameexampleisusedinPVSVinadi宜erent contextwherethevarnasofsarameanfour

phonemes(i.e., s, a, r,anda)inaccordancewiththeordinarymeaningofthewordvarr.za.SeePVI
301-302 ,especiallyPVSV160, 19ff.;andWakahara1988:12-13(lap.tr.);and26n.30.

248 Themeaningofthisphrase(ekaikajiianavyavadhanad460 , 15)isnotclearfromthecont

104



ASTUDYOFKALPANAPODHA

distinctioninhearingnoradistinctioninapprehensionofthe(corresponding)

objects(even)whenwordssuchassaraandrasaareheard 戸0

2.Further , whenonlypure(Suddhe!)conceptionsintheformofponderingupon
variousobjects(nanavidhartha-!)aregenerated(successivelyinthemind)without

anyinterventionbycognitionssuchaseye-cognitionwhicharedistinct(frompure

conceptions) ,asthereisarapidoccurrence ,251therewouldbenodeterminationof

thesequence(ofthoseconceptions).

3.Moreover ,arapidoccurrenceistrueofallcognitionsasthey ,beingmomentary ,
wouldnotstayanylengthoftime ,252 sothatitwould(even)followthatthere

wouldbenocognitioninsequenceforanyobject!

Likethecognitionofsound , etc. , (means)likeacognitionofsound , etc. , in
thestateofobservingadancer.

(M153b2;S460 , 22;K 376 , 17;P32b1;D7b5)

Further ,(inorderto)showthatthisexample“ like afire-brand"isdevoidofa
probandum(sadhyavikala)253(themaster)states:

250 Thisfurtherprasangaisrelatedtothelatteraspectoftheexample , i.e.,thedistinctionbetween
saraandrasa(seen.247).Thedistinctioninhearing(Srutibheda)meansaphoneticdifferencebetween

saraandrasa, whereasthedistinctioninapprehensionofthe(corresponding)objects(arthapratttiｭ
bheda)meansasemanticaldifferencebetweenthetwowords.
Forsrutibhedo'rthapratttibhedaScanasyiit(46 ο， 16),theTibetanreadsth ωpa thadadp 〆l rtog

ρa thadadparmi'gyurroII(32a6). “There wouldnotbethatdistinctionincognitionoftheobjects
whichisadistinctioninhearing."

251 suddhe[d.suddheMa:buddherKS] vijiit ちほcak~uriid ivijiiiiniivyavahiteniiniividhiirthacintiiｭ

d戸間: niiniividyiirthacintiirupeKS]vika 争e samut μdyamiine 勾hravr tt ir iti(460 ,17-18).Thisreadｭ
ingisalsosupportedbytheTibetan(32a7):rigsmimthunpa'imigrnamparsespalasogspasbarma
chodμY rnampaduma'irtensems μY カo bo'irnamparrtogpala'ba'zigskyebana...Cf.alsoTS
1251a: 勾ddhe caman ωe kalpe.

ThepassagehasaparallelinMAV 88,5-7:semspadandj う'yod palasogspa'idusnab 'byuカba

canrigsmi'drabamiglasogspa'isespadanma'drespabarchadmedpa'byu カba ya カgsal barb
mgyogspar'byunnaci'iphyircigcardumisesl “W hen (conceptions)-whichoccur(inthemind)at
thetimewhenoneconsidersorreflects , etc. ,notmixedwithandintervenedby(other)cognitionssuchas
eye-cognitionwhicharedistinct(fromthoseconceptions)-quitevividlyoccurinrapidity ,whyarethey
notcognizedsimultaneously?"
aThescriberofTSPinM makesfreeuseofs;inmanycasesheusesdentalsforpalatals.
bCf.TS1216ab:cintotprek~iid ikiileca 竺笠左笠笠空 少ii pravedyatel

252 Cf.MAV 88,9-10:phrarol εyi lugslaskya カrab tumyurdu'j ig ρa da均 ldanpa'iblornamsni
ga カ 〉ほカyun ri カdu gnaspameddozes'byunstel “ Even fromtheopponent'sview , anycognitions
whichareofthecharacterofperishingveryrapidlydonotlastforanylengthoftime."

253 Thesyllogismintendedherecanbereconstructedfrom1246inthefollowingway:Cognitions ノ
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Inthecaseofafire-brandtoo ,theerrorwhichsimultaneouslyhasthe
formofawheeldoesnothappenonaccountofaconnectionof(differｭ

ent)perceptionssinceitmanifestsitselfvividly[1253].Thatistosay ,
theconnectionismadeonlybyrecollection(smrti)andnotby(direct)

perception(darsana)becausepastobjectsarenotgraspedby(direct

perception)[1254]andtheobjectofthis(recollection)isnotvivid
becauseitis(already)utterlylost.Thereforeitfollowsthat[under

theassumptionbytheopponent]thisappearanceofawheelwouldnot

bevivid[1255].
IITS1253-551j254

Thereasonisasfollows:Itisnotthecasethatanerrorbymentalcognition

(miinaslbhriintil})arisesinconnectingsuccessive(kramavartlni!)255(direct)cogniｭ

tions.Thenwhat(kindoferror)isit?Anerrorintheformofawheel , which

\、 which occursuccessivelyarewronglyconceivedtobesimultaneousbecausetheyoccurquiterapidly
asinthecaseofafire-brand.Theprobandumofthissyllogismisthewrongconceptionofsimultaneity
(sakrdbhiiviibhimiina)anditisfurtherparaphrasedbymiinastbhriintilJ(“an errorbymentalcogniｭ
tion"460 ,23;461, 15).Kamalasilapointsoutherethattheexample“ as inthecaseofafire・brand" is
devoidofaprobandum;i.e.,itisafallaciousexamplewheretheconcernedprobans(siidhanadharma ,
hetu)exists ,buttheprobandum(siidhyadharma)doesnot.Asfortheillustrationofthisfallacy ,see
NB 皿124 andNBT240,6.Cf.alsoHTU267,21-22;TSop307,5-9;andNP6,4-7.

254 乱1: 63b2-3:alate'pisakrdbhrantiscakrabhasapravartateInadrsa'!lpratisa'!ldhanad
vispa~!a 申pratibhasanat II[1253];tathahipratisa'!ldhana'!lsmrtgaivakrigatenatuIdarｭ
sanenavgatitasgavi~agasganavagrahat II[1254];gascasgavi~ago nasauvina~!atvat pariｭ

sphu!a 争 I tata 争parisphu!o naga'!lcakrabhasa 争prasajgate II[1255].Tib.0)P56b8-57a2;D
46b1-2:mgalmelaya 力'khrul payisaIIcigcar'khorlorsnanbar'byu カ グgsal barsosorsna カba'i

ρhyirIImtho カbas mtshamssbyormayinnoII[1253];'di!tarmtshamsrnamssbyorbaniIIdranjうar
byedpasbsbyoryingyi[0:gyisP]IImthonbasminte'daspayiIIyulda カ'dzin paminphyirroII
[1254];'diyiyuldugangyurpaIIdenizigpas[P:ρ ar0]gsalmayinIIdephyir'khorlorsna カba 'di

IIgsalbaminρar 'gyurba'iphyirCII[1255].Jap.tr.ofTS1253-55inTosaki1979a(p.227, n.53)
wherehepointsoutthatthesethreeversesaresimilarincontentstoPVill140.
Cf.MA28-30:mgalmelayancigcarduII'khorlorsna カba'i 'khrulba'byu 力 IIgsalbarrabtu

sna カba 'iphyirIImthonba'imtshamssbyormayinnoII[28];'diltarmtshamsrnamssbyorbaniII
dranj りas byedpa 元id yingyiIImthonbasmayin'daspayiIIyulla'dzinpaminphyirroII[29];deyi
yulduga カ 'gyur baIIdenizigpasgsalmayinIIdeρhyir 'khorlorsna カba 'diIIgsalbamayin'gyur
ba'irigsII[30]. Amongthese , MA28isidenticalwithTS1253, andMA29-30hasalreadybeen
identi 五ed byIchigδ(1985a: 92)withTS1254-55.Jap.tr.inIchigδ1985b: 135-136(vv.27-30);and
Yamaguchi1991:27-28(vv.28-30)and53-54.
aThemeaningofthisinstrumentalisnotclear.
bdran ρar byedpasforsmrtyii(?);evaomitted.
CNoequivalentexistsforphyirinSkt.

255 kramavarttnidarsaniini[co 江]: kramavar{t)tintdarsaniiniMKS(460, 23).Thecorrectionis
alreadyindi
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simultaneouslyoriginatesfromthesenseorgansasasingleunity ,256arisesby
meansofaspecificcausalcomplex(siimagrlvise~abaliit).257 [Thiserrorisnot

causedbymentalcognition]becauseitmanifestsitselfquitevividly , for ,[asstated
byDharmakirti ,] (cognition)combinedwithconceptioncannotmanifestitself
vividly.258Thatistosay ,ifaconnectionismade ,itis(made)onlybyrecollection
andnotbysensecognitionbecausethat(cognition)whichoccursbyforceofcloseｭ

nesstosomethingrealisnote伍cient forrecognizingpastobjects ,andtheobject
ofthisrecollectionisnotvivid- why?- becauseitis(already)utterlylost.

Therefore ,becauseoftheconsequencethatitwouldhaveanon-vividimage[ofits
object] ,this(cognition)isnotamentalerror.Thenwhatisit?259(Itisanerror)
originatinginthesenseorgans.Hencetheexampleisdevoidofaprobandum.

(M153b4;S461 , 17;K 377 , 5;P32b6;D 8a2)

Afterexplaininginthiswaytheabsenceofconceptionincognition(dhiya み

kalpaniiviraha み ) bymeansofdirectperception ,260(themaster)nowexplainsitby
meansofinference:261

256 Itisnotfullycleartomewithwhichwords“ simultaneously" (sakrd)and“as asingleunity"
(ekaiva)shouldbesyntacticallycorrelated.Cf.Tib.32b2-3:cigcardba カ ρo lasskyespa'i'khorlo'i

rnampacangyi'khrulpatshogspa'ikhyadpargyistobskyisgcigiiidskyebayinte/.

257 Generallyspeaking ,perceptionofaform(rupavijiiana)iscausedbythesenseorgan(indriya) ,
object(z 匂aya )， light(aloka) ,andattention(manaskara).Thesefourfactorsarethe“causal complex"
(kara1}asamagri)forproducingtheperception.Cf.PVSV41, 1.
Inthiscontexttoo , thesefourfactorsseemtobeintendedbytheexpression“a specificcausal

complex."However ,itisnotclearwhatfactordifferentiatesthis“specificcausalcomplex"whichgenerｭ
atesaner ァ'Oneous cognitionintheformofaCatherinewheel(alatacakra)fromanordinary“causal
complex"whichproducesanon-erァ'Oneoω perception. Kamala釘la statesthatthiserroneouscognition
originatesfromthesenseorgan(indriyaja ・ 46 1 ， 11).AccordingtoDharmottara , ontheotherhand , a
rapidmovement(iiSubhrama7}a)illustratedbyafire-brandisacauseoferroneouscognitionandisa
causewhichoriginatesfromtheobject(NET55,3:vi~ayagata 1?1 vibhramakara7}am)bywhichthevery
senseorganisinjured(d.NET55,7:sarvairevacavibhramakaranairindriyavi~ayabahyadhyatmika­
srayagatairindriyamevavika 付。りlam; PVinT48a2:mnyurdubskorbanidban ρo 元ams parbyedpa'i

rgyuyullagnaspa'ibyaba'ikhyadparroII;andJap.tr.ofthelatterpassageinYaita1984:28).

258 nahivikalpanubaddhasya ゆa~tapratibhasitva 1?1 yuktam(461, 12).KamalasilaparaphrasesTS
1253d(切やむ ta1?1 ρratibhasanat ) intheprecedingexpressionvi s.ρ仰向pratibhiisanat (461, 11-12) ,andit
isfurtherreinforcedherebytheaboveexpressionbasedonPVill283ab:navikalpanubaddhasya

spa 将arthapratibhasita I(fortheinterpretationoftheverseseeTosaki1979a:377).Theverseisalso
referredtoinanotherlocation(485 ,20).

259 Forki1?1tarhi(461 ,15)theTibetanreads'0naci'iphyirzena(32b5; “then why?").Cf.ki1?1tarhi
(460, 23-461 , 11);'0nacizena(32b2).

260ρ ratyak~ata事(461 ， 17);mnonsumgy お [D: gyiP](32b6).Forthewordsdhiya!}kalpanaviraha!}
seen.228.

261 yadivetyadiM:yadicetyadiKS(461, 18).
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Furthermore , if(gadivii!)thereisinacertainentity(gasga!)no
causalbasis(kiira 早a ) toascertainacertainform , that(entity)isnot
ascertainedassuchbywisepeople[1256], asforexampleawhite
horse(karka) ,wherethereisnodewlap , etc. ,(isnotestablished)asa
cow;andindirectperception(iik!la)thereisnocognitionofanobject

-asacausalbasis(nibandhana)- qualifiedbyqualifiersforascerｭ

tainingaconceptuality(savikalpakabhiiva)[1257-58ab].The(cows)

siibalega , etc. ,areheterogeneousexamples. Otherwise ,undesirable
conclusionswouldfollow[1258cd].Moreover , thereasonisnotunｭ
established(aprasiddha) because(qualifiers)suchasgenusare

negated(byus)andbecause(theyare)notdeterminedasdifferent

[fromtheirsubstratum ,evenifitwereassumedthatgenus , etc. ,are
realentities ,]andassuch , [i.e.,asnotthusdetermined ,]qualifiersdo
notexist262[1259].

IITS1256-59 グ263

Syllogism:Ifthereisnocausalbasis(nimitta)inacertain(entity)forascertaining
acertainform(yadrupavyavasthitau!),264that(entity)isnotascertainedassuchby

262 ThetranslationofthepadadfollowsthestructureofKamala 釘la's commentary:ρ ada c, bhedena
eaparieehedat(ablativeclause) , constitutesasecondalternativereasonforpadaa, ontheonehand;
ρada d , anindependentsentence(!), followsasadirectconsequenceofρada c, ontheother.

263 M 63b3-6:gadivagasgaa bhavasgagadriipasthitikara ,!am Inavidgatenatattvena
savgavasthapgate buddhai l],II[1256];avidgamanasasnadir gatha karko gavatmanaI
vise!la早avisi!l!arthagraha，!af!lb nacavidgateII[1257];savikalpakabhavasgasthiterak ,!e

nibandhanamIvipak守a争sabalegadir angathatiprasajgateII[1258];nacaprasiddhatahetor
jatgade 争prat 匂edhata キ I bhedenacaparicchedannacastgevaf!lvi 前例~am II[1259].Tib.(!)
P57a2-5;D46b2-4:gzanya カ dηos poganziggyisIIgangi 完o borbzag[P:gzagD]pa'irgyullmed
phyirCdenideizidduIIbloldanrnamskyisgzag[D:bzagP]mibyaII[1256];dundkar ρo labala カ
giII[:IPD]ra カbzin lkogsalmedsogsbzinIIbyebragcanda 力bye braggiIIdondzin[P:mdzadD]
paya カmed payinII[1257];'diladrtogpadanbeaspa'iIIdカos porbzag[P:gzagD]pa'irgyumtshan
medIIbakhraposogsmimthunphyogsIIgzanduhaea カthal ehes[P:ehosD]'gyurII[1258];rigsla
sogspabkagpayiseIIgtantshigsmagrubpaizidyinIIdbyebasyo 市su mabeadphyirfIIdebzinbye
bragrnamskya 元med gII[1259].
ayadivay，ω:ya M:yadieapyasyaKS.
b-arthagraha1}aJ?1MKS:-arthaJ?1graha1}aJ?1PaGa.
Cphyirlookssuperfluous;correlatedwithyadi(?)
d'dilainsteadof(?)akse.
eTib.prattka:rigslasogspabkagpa'iphyir(33a3).
fTib.prattka:thadaddunimabeadρhyir(33a3-4).
gTib.prattka:deltarkhyadparyodmayin(33a4-5).

264 yadruj うavyavasthitau: yadrupaJ?1vyavasthitauKS(461,18): Munclear.Cf.Tib.32b6-7:ga カgi no
borrnamparbzag[P:gzagD]ρ a 'i.
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thewise , as ,forexample ,awhitehorse(karka)- wherethereisnoaggregation
ofahump , etc.,asacausalbasisfornamingitcow 一 (is notascertained)asacow;

andthereisnocognitionofthatobject- ascausalbasis-whichisqualifiedby

qualifiersascausalbasisforascertainingaconceptualityindirectperceptionwhich

isgeneratedduetoitsuniqueobjectsuchasblue.[Thisisaformulationusing]a

non-perceptionofthecause(kiirarpin u.ρalabdhi) (asalogicalreason) 戸5

(Cows)likesabaleya , biihuleya , etc. ,(serve)asheterogeneous(examplesfor
thelogicalpervasion).

Furthermore , thefollowingisthecounter-evidence[againstthecontraryconｭ
elusion]:[Ifonedidnotadmittheabovestatedpervasion ,then]itwouldfollowthat
any(entity)isascertainedinanyform , anditwouldfollowthatsomeonewho
ascertains[aformofanentity]actswithoutprecedingdeliberation.Thatisthe

meaningofthecondensedstatement(sa 1!lk~epiirtha )266[in1258d].

Whitehorse(karka)(means)whitehorse(ｧuklo'sva!J).Thewords“ su ch as
agenus"shouldbesuppliedwitha “qualification 267."

Evenif(opponentsassumethat)agenus , etc., shouldberealentities , [the
reason]isstillnotunestablished(asiddhatii). Indicatingthispoint(themaster)

states , “and because(theyare)notdeterminedasdifferent ," whichshouldbe
suppliedwith“ [as different]fromform , etc. ,whichareassumed[bytheopponents]
asqualified268[byqualifierssuchasagenus.]"

(Opponent:)Evenifagenus(jiite!J!),269 [etc.,] isnotdeterminedasdi 妊erent ，

whydoesn't(thegenus , etc. ,) existas270aqualifier?
(Inordertoanswerthis , themaster)states , “and assuchqualifiersdonot

exist ," whereassuch(evamiti!)271(meansasqualifiers)whicharenotdetermined
asdifferent.Therefore(thereason) “cognition ofanobjectqualifiedbyqualifi 訂正'

265 ThissyllogismisexaminedagainfromTS1264onwards.

266 Cf.Tib.33a2: 学yi 'i dontoII;i.e., “general meaning"forsa "!lk~ ψiirtha 事 (46 1 ， 23).

267 Cf.Tib.33a3:rigsLasogspabkagpa'i ρhyi η i.e . ， 権jiityiide 争pratisedhata 争 instead ofjiityiider

(461, 24).

268 viSe~yatvena (462, 11-12);khyadpar[D:paP]iiiddu(33a4).

269 bhedeniiparicchedojiite!}[carr.:jiitasMK:jiita!}S](462, 12).Cf.Tib.33a4:rigsthadadduma
beadpa.

270 Tib.khyadpardu(33a4)forvi§e~a ，!-a "!l (462, 12).

271 naciistyevamvisesanamiti.evamitibhedeniipariechinnam[carr.):naciistyevamiti.bhedeniiｭ
parieehinnamMKS(462, 13).Cf.Tib.33a4-5:deltarkhyadparyodmayin[P:IIaddedD]iesbyaba
smosteI[D:Iam.P]deltariesbyabani[P:niam.D]thadad[P: 減adD]dumabeadna'oII[P:ID].
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isnotfound[indirectperception].272Hencethisreasonisnotunestablished.

(乱t1 153b7;S462 , 15;K 377 , 26;P33a6;D8a7)

2730nemightassume(thefollowing):(Anentity)suchasagenuscouldnever

beaqualifier.However ,theverynatureofaword(勾 bdasvarupa ) itself(eva)will

beaqualifier.

(Supposingthisidea , themaster)states:

Also ,anamewhichis[assumedtobe]theparticularofaword(sabｭ
dasgasvalak~a 早am) isneverthesignifier(vacaka)either ,for(the
ideas)thatthe[object-]particularisthesignifiedandthat[thewordｭ

particular]isthesignifierhavebeenrefuted.274Henceitismainｭ

tainedthatasignifier-signified[relation](vacgavacaka)isonlya

falselyimputedthing.

IITS1260-61ab1j275

Thereisnoverbalconventionwithregardtothe[object-]particular276noris

272 Thatis,entitieswhicharenotcognizedasdistinctfromtheirsubstratumcannotbeotherthanthat
object; therefore , theyareutterlynonexistent.ThisisastockphrasewhichBuddhistsveryoften
expresswhentheynegatetherealityofthoseentitieswhichareconsideredtobeunreal.Forexamples
ofthisissueinthecaseofawhole(avayavin)seeFunayama1990:611-612.

273 AsissuggestedbyStcherbatsky(1930:23n.2),thesubsequentdiscussionseemstobesomehow
relatedwiththestatementsofVinitadevaandDharmottara.However ,therealintentionofSantaraksita
andKamala 釘la withregardtotheirrealopponent(s)onthisissueisstillnotclear.Aspointedoutby
Pind(1991)concelτling sabd ，ωiimiinya andsabdavise~a ， theideathatthereisasignifier-signifiedrelation

betweenanidividualsignifiedobjectandanindividualwordhadbeenalreadyrefutedbyDignaga.
Hencethediscussionofourauthorsmayalsobeexpressedfromageneralstandpoint ,notdirectedto
realcontemporaryteachers.Cf.n.50.

274 ThisrefutationisoriginallymaintainedbyDignaga.SeethefollowingversethatPind(1991:269)

considerstocomefromtheSiimiinya ρarlk~ii ， alostworkofDignaga: niirth aSabdavise~asya viicyaｭ

viicakate~yate Itasyapurvamadr~(atviit siimiinyaJ?1tupek~yate If.ThisideawasfollowedbySantaｭ
rak 号ita inthechapterSabdiirtha. ρarlk~ii ofTS.Cf.TS871:tatrasvalak~a 1}a J?1 tiivannasabdai 事prati­

piidyateIsaJ?1ketavyavahiir~ρtakiilavyiiptiviyogata J;，II;TS1089:naviicyaJ?1viicakaJ?1viipiparamiiｭ
rthenakiJ?1canaIk~a1}abhaカgi~u bhiive~u vyiipakatvaviyogata J;,II;andTS1092:nahi tρv asti
siimiinyaJ?1viicyaJ?1tasyacaviicakamInaviicakaJ?1casabdasyak~a 1}abhangi svalak~a 1}am If.

275 M 63b6:namapivacakaf!lnaivagacchabdasgasvalak 守a弓am Isvalak守a尽asga vacga・

tvavacakatvehidii ポte II[1260];adhgaropitamevatovacgavacakamil!gateI[1261ab].Tib.(!)
P57a5-6;D46b4-5:sgrayira 力gi mtshan 元id ganllm仇yan[P: da カ D] rjodbyedminpa 元id IIbrjod
byara 力gi mtshanfiidda カ グ ヴod byedfiidkyansunbtonteII[1260];dephyirbrjodbyarjodbyeddu
II'dod1うa deanisgrobtagsyinII[1261ab].
aNoequivalentfordeintheSanskrit.

276 Thewordsvalaksane(462, 16)iscommenteduponas “ = arthasvalak~a1}e' inthemarginofM.
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thereintheword-particular(勾 bdasvalak~a ，!- a)277becauseneithercontinues(to

exist)atthetimeofactivities.278 Moreover , thereisnoothernatureofaword
whichisbeyondtheparticular;norisitthecasethatanobjectfreefromverbal

conventionisconnectedwithaword ,279 because(thisinvolvesthefaultof)overｭ

extension(at 争rasa 元ga )279a;noristhereaconceptionwhichisbeyondtheconnecｭ

tionwithaword戸o Thereforeasignifier-signifiedrelationisonlyafalsely

imputedthingandnotrea1.281

(M153b8;S462 , 20;K 378 , 10;P33bl;D8b2)

Onemightassumethefollowing:Ifthisisthecase , directperception282in
cognizingonlyafalselyimputedobjectwillbeconceptua l,283

277 Thewordsabdasvalak~a r:w correspοnds tosabda りla svalaksanaminTS1260b.Thewordis
usedalsobyDharmottarainanopponent'sstatementinNBT52,7-8:srotravijnanamtarhi 勾bd ωva­

lak~a l}agrahi. sabd ωvalak~a l}a 'f!l caki'f!lcidvacya'f!lki'f!lcidvacakamaityabhila. μsa 'f!lsargayogya­

pratibhasa'f!lsyat. t.ωat 品ha c.ωa s叫av白Jl品hねG争aka'f!l りザlaι

particular.Further ,theword-particularisthesigni 五ed ， ontheonehand ,andthesigni 五er ， ontheother.
Therefore(ear-cognition)musthavethemanifestationofwhatiscapableoftheconnectionwithan
expression.Ifthatisthecase ,itmustbeconceptual."

aThemeaningofki'f!lcidvacya'f!lki'f!lcidvacakamisillustratedinNBTT24,4-5bytheword
“ pot"(gha?asabda)andtheword“word" (勾bdasabda ) . OhPr53,11-12statesthatthisdoublefunction
of 勾bdasvalak~al} a issimilartothatofagrammaticalt目m "gha"(inPaJ?ini1.1.22:tara ρtamal うtau

gha 与; “The a伍x tarapandtamaparecalledgha"inVasu1891:19)whichsignifiesbotha伍xes tarap
andtamapatthesametime.

278 Theideatayorvyavaharakale'nan ωyat (462,17)isbasedonPVill128ab:ananvayadvise~a l}a 'f!l

sa'f!lketasyapravrttitalJ./.Cf.PVP198a3-6(alsoinTosaki1979a:210n.23,withlap.tr.)andPVin96b5
-6regardingthesyllogismsformulatedbyDevendrabuddhiandOharmottaraonthispoint.

279 sabdenayojyate(462 , 18);sgras[0:sgraP]sbyorba(33a8).

279aThefollowingpassagemightbeareferencetothisidea:svalak~a l} ωrya vacyavacakabhavapak~e

'tipr ，ωangam apadayati 担竺主 (NBTT 24,2).

280 naρi sabdayojanamantarel}avikalpalJ.(462 ,18-19).ThisstatementpresupposesthatinOignaga's
definitionofconceptionnamajatyadiyojanameans sabdayojana , expressingthesamecontentas
Oharmakirti'sdefinition.

281 naparamarthikalJ.(462 , 19-20);dondampa[P:ρ arOJnimayinno(33bl).

282 pratyak~a 'f!l (462, 20);mカon sumgyis[D: 幻Ii PJ(33b1).

283 Thatis,ifthesignified ,thesignifer ,andtheirrelationa陀only falselyimputedandnotrelatedto
reality ,theobjectofdirectperceptionwillalsobesomethingfalselyimputedbyconception , sothatit
willfollowthatsuchacognitionisconceptual.
Thisideaispossibleonlyontheassumptionthatdirectperceptioncognizesasitsobjecta

falselyimputedobjectofaword(凶りほ). Inotherwords , “direct perception"exclusivelymeansearｷ
cognition(S ro travij免ana ) inthiscontext.ThisopponentexpressesthesameideaasthatinNBT52,7-8
(seen.277).Then , interestingly , Santarakl?ita/KamalasilaandOharmottaratakequitedi 宜

111



T.FUNAYAMA

(Inordertoanswerthis ,themaster)states:

Directperception , ontheotherhand , cognizesanobject(i.e. , the
particular ,) whichisnotfalselyimputedbecause(directperception)
existswhenaparticularexistsand-inasmuchaswhenthereexists

somethingwhichintervenes , etc. , that(particular)doesnotexistｭ
that(directperception)isalsoabsent.284

IITS1261cd-621j285

That(particular)doesnotexistis(syntactically)connected[asitslogicalconseｭ

quence]withthat(directperception)isalsoabsent , whichmeansbecausethat
particulardoesnotexist , thatdirectperception286isalsoabsent , viz., doesnot
exist.Inwhatcasedoestheparticularnotexist?Hence(themaster)states , “when
thereexistssomethingwhichintervenes , etc."287Bytheword“etc." inaccessi-

¥attitudestowardsthesameproblem(asforDharmottaraseeNBT52, 9-53 ,3).Adifferencebetween
themliesinthefactthatDharmottaraadmits-evenifonlyhypothetically-asignifi佐signified

relationinthedimensionofsva Lak~a'}a ， whereasSantarak~ita IKamala釘la deniesitcompletely.

284 Thesetofformulaestatedhere , i.e.,apositiveconcomitance(anvaya; “If theparticularexists ,
directperceptionexists.")andanegativeconcomitance(vyatireka; “ If theparticulardoesnotexist ,
directperceptiondoesnoteither") ,constitutesameanstoascertainarelationbetweenthetwo.Inother
words , Santarak~ita statesthattheparticularistherealcauseforthegenerationofdirectperception.

285 M 63b1-64a1:anaropitamarthaf!lcaapratgakljJaf!lpratipadgateII[l261cd];8valakljJaｭ

加8ga 8adbhave8adbhavattadabhavata 争 / 叩a開dhanadibhave caata8gapi叩atirekata争 H

[1262].Tib.0)P57a6-7;D46b5-6:bsgrobtagsdanbraldoniiidcdullmnonsum 元idC nises μrb μ

II[1261cd];ra 元gi mtshan 元id yodgyurlaIImodLadenimedgyurnadIIdeμカ ldogρar gyurbanie
IIdカωpOf barbeadsogsphyirrogII[1262].

aNoequivalentforbothcaintheTibetan.Asforthelatterusage ,M originallyreads-bhiiviic
ca;andthenitiscorrectedto-bhiiveca.

bCf.Tib.prat'ika:mnonsum εyis ni(33bl-2).

CNoequivalentfor 元id intheSanskrit.InsteadtheSanskrithasonlyoneca.
dCf.Tib.prat'ika:denimedpaZ.ω (33b2) fortadabhiivatah.

eCf.Tib.Jう叩t'ika: deyanldog[D:bzlogP]μ yinphyir(33b2)fort.ω3ゆi vyatirekatah.
fd カω ρo isnotadequate ,comparedwiththeSanskrit.
gCf.Tib.prat'ika:chodpalasog 苫μ [D: IaddedP]S1 プdphyir(33b3)forvyavadhiiniidi.Seealso

n.287.

286 Cf.Tib.33b2:mカon sum[P:gyisD]ldogμ yin teforpratyak~ ，叫抑 りatirekato (462,22-23).

287 vyavadhiiniid'iti (462, 23-24).Inordertobeafullanswertothe question , ithastobe
vyavadhiiniidibhiivaitior0ityiidi.TheTib.pratlkareadschod μ La sogs μsrid [D:Iadded 町 phyir

zesbyabaLasogs ρa; i.e., *vyavadhiiniidibhiiviidityiidi.Itisv町y interestingthatthiscorrespondsto
M beforecorrecti ∞(see n.285).Cf.PVill65d-66:niiksajiimatihIIabhii 四'rthabaliij jiitera付ha­

sak り'anapek~a'}e Ivyavadhiiniidibhiive μjiiyetendriyajii matihIf. “ Sense cognitiondoesnotarisein
relationtothenon-existentbecauseitarisesbymeansofanobject.Ifitwe 陀not dependentonthe
(causal)powerofanobject ,sensecognitionwouldariseevenwhenanintervenient , etc.,exists."
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bilityinspace , time , etc.,(isintended).

(M154al;S462 , 25;K 378 , 15;P33b4;D8b4)

Bythe(followingversethemaster)explains288 anothervalidcognition

(pramiir:ziintara)[toestablishthenon-conceptualityofdirectperception]:

(Withregardto)theessenceofblue ,etc.-asithasnothingincom 圃

monwithanother-verbalagreementisnotpossible;andhencethe

cognitionofthis(blue , etc. ,) isnotconnectedwithspeech.
IITS12631j289

(Withregardto)theessence , i.e.,thenature ,290 ofblue ,etc...verbalagreement
isnotpossible , i.e.,verbalconventionisnotpossible.Forthequestion“W hy?"(the
master) states the reason ,291 (having) nothingin common with another.

288 iiha(462, 25);'chadde(33b4).

289 M 64a1-2:a何kgasamago hgatmaniladinamanangabhakIteヂam atascasa'!lvittir
nabhijalpaanut}angil]l11[1263].Tib.(!)P57a7;D46b6:sカonpoIasogsbdaghidIaIIbrdasbyormi
nusgianrτen minbIIdesnadedagranrigC niIIbrjodda カrjes 'breIcanmayindIf.
TheverseisaslightmodificationofPVm249(identicaltoPVinIv.21):asakyasamayohy

iitmiisukhiidfniimananyabhiikIte~iim atal}.sv ，ωa 'f!lvittir niibhijaIPiin~angi 1Jf f.SeeAppendixI, A
andD.Asforcainpiidac,Dharmakirti'sverseaswellastheTibetanofTShassva-(i.e.,svasarrzvitti;
“ self-cognition"). However , cafullymakessenseandseemsevenpreferableinthecontextofTSinthe
followingsense:sukhiidi- “pleasure,etc."inPVIPVinisnecessarilyanobjectofself-cognition ,whereｭ
asnfliidi- “blue,etc."isnodoubtanobjectofordinaryperceptioninthewidersense , iムthe objectof
sense-perception(indriyapratyak~a). Bymeansofreplacingsukhiidfniimwithnfliidfniimand , likewise ,
sva-withca, Santarak~ita givestotheoriginalversewhichisconcernedwiththeestablishmentof
nonconceptualityintheself-cognitionofpleasure , etc吋a widerconnotationwhichfitshisowncontext ,
i.e., theestablishmentofthenon-conceptualityofdirectperceptioningeneral.
OtherexamplesofthesecondaryusageofDharmakirti'sverseinquestionarefoundinTSP358,8

-9:aiakyasamayohyiitmii 竺空竺空dfniim ananyabhiikItathii'sato[K:matoS]naviicyatva'f!lkatha'f!lcid
upapadyateII;andTBV185, 19:aiakyasamayohyiitmiiniimiidfniimananyabhiikItesiimatona
ciinyatva'f!lkatha'f!lcidupapadyateIf.
aniibhijaIpii-MK:niibhi ヴaIpii ・ S .

bTib.pratlka:gianIabrtenmin(33b4);gianfabrtenmin[D:brtenρa(insteadofbrtenmin)P]
(33b5);d.snonpoIasogspa'ibdaghid(kyira カbiin) Iabrdaminωpa (33b4).

eraカrig， i.e., s抑制mvitti， whichdiffersfromSkt.casamvittir.
dTib.pratlka:bワ・od da カrjes 'breIcanmayin(33b8).

290 M readseithersvabhiiviiorsvabhiivaIforsvabhiiva 争 (463， 7).

291 Thesubjectofananyabhiikis(nfliidfniil η ) iitmiialthoughitisnotexplicitlystated.Kamalasila

suggestsherethatan 仰yabhiik shouldbetakenasareasonfortheprecedingpassageaiakyas ωnayo

nfliidfniim.ThisideaisconsideredtobeimpliedbyDevendrabuddhiwhenheexplainsthesyntactical

relationbetweenananyabhiikandasakyasamayainPVm249ab(seeAppendixI, C,passagescandd,
andd).ThesameideaiscorroboratedinPVinT107a2-3byth
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292(Having)nothingincommonwithanother(means)beingunique(asiidhiirar.za)

inthesensethatitisnotpresentatthetimeof(verbal)activity293sinceverbal

agreementaimsatactivity.Thusverbalconventiondoesnotexistwithregardto

this[essenceofblue , etc.]
Further ,thisverbalagreementoccurs(only)withregardtoan(entity)whichis

objectified(bydirectperception) (vi~ayfkrta) andnotwithregardtoanonｭ

objectified(entity).294[Astotheformercase ,]295firstofall ,directperceptionwhich
hasnot(yet)comeabout296doesnotobjectifyanessenceofblue ,etc. (Second ,if

\、 meansyasmiit.TheTibetanofPVinIv.21a , i.e. ， ρhyiηis alsoconsideredtobeundertheinfluenceof

Dharmottara'sinterpretation.OnthisissueseeVetter1966:104-105Anm.37.

292 ItisveryinterestingtonotethatincomposingthesubsequentcommentaryKamalasilasecondarily
usedaDevendrabuddhi'scommentaryonPVill249(seeAppendixI,CandE)andincorporateditinto
Kamalasila'sowncommentary.ThetextualrelationbetweenPVPandTSPisevident.However ,aslong
asTSPisnotidenticalwithPVPwordforword ,itisnotcertainwhetherthetextualrelationisdirect
withoutthemediumofathirdtext.
aForaviewonthistypeofcitationseeSteinkellner1988:116.

293 Cf.AppendixI,CandE ,passagec.Cf.alsoPVT(R)123a1-2:ga カgiphyir ‘'gian lamib吋enpa"

ト ananyabhii k] stethunmonmayinparanrigpa'iyulyinμs te/.

294 Cf.AppendixI,CandE ,passagee.nii 仇~aYlk:te isanadditionbyKamala 色ila. Thesecondcain
TSP(i.e.,ciiyarrt463 ,10)apparentlyshowsthatthesentenceisborrowedfromPVPorsomeothertext
whichisbasedonPVP;otherwisethiscainsuchapositionwouldbemeaninglessinthecontextof
TSP.
Devendrabuddhi'scorrespondingsentencereads:thas元ad 'dilayanyulduby ，ω ρar 'gyurroII
bdebalasogspa'ibdagfiidmaskyesparanrigpasyuldubyedpamayinteI(passageseandf),
whereself-cognition(ra カrig pa)correspondsinTSPtodirectperception.Hencethewordvi~aYlk:ta
means*pratyak~e1}Q vi~aylkrta. Thefollowingsyntacticaldifferencebetweenthetwotextsdeserves
attention:InTSPayarrtsamayoisthesubjectofthesentence , whereasinPVPitisshownwiththe
locativelaoTheTibetanofTSPunderstandsthesentenceinadifferentway , viz., asanalternative
interrogation(33b6:gianyanbrda'diyuldubyasparnayinnamyuldumabyaspayinlaI[coη.: la
yinIP;yinlaIyinnaDforyinlaIl).

295 Thealternativesuφ'annam andanu φannam constituteasub-classificationoftheentitywhichis

objectifiedbydirectperception(vi~aylkrta). AsimilarclassificationisfoundinPVinTwhereDharmo ・

ttaraenumeratesthefollowingalternatives:Ifarelationofanessenceofpleasure , etc.,withawordwere
possible ,itwouldbemadeeither(1)bythecognitionitselfwhichcognizesthatessenceor(2)byanother
cognition ,andinthefirstcase ,thatessencewhichisrelatedwithawordwouldbeeither(1a)theentity
whichhasnotcomeaboutatthetimeoftherelationor(1b)theonewhichhasalreadycomeabou
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directperception)whichhas(already)comeabout[wereconcernedwithverbal

agreement , itwouldberealizedinsuchaformthat]itwould , aftertakingholdof
anexpression(abhilapa) ,connect(thatessencewiththatexpression).297[However ,
theessenceofblue , etc. ,whichhascomeaboutcannotbeconcernedwiththisstage
ofverbalagreementforthefollowingreason:]Neithertheobject(navi~ayo !),298
(i.e. , theessenceofblue , etc. ,) existsanylongeratthetimeof[directperception's]

comingabout , nordirectperception , astheobject-possessor , (existsanylonger)at

thetimeofemployingtheexpression , insofarastheyaremomentary.Therefore
whoonearthconnects[anexpression]towhat(realentity)!?299Inthissensetoo ,300

fortheessenceofblue , etc. , verbalagreementisnotpossible.
Ofthese(means)ofblue , etc. Isnotconnectedwithspeech(means)isnot

subjecttoexpressions.

Asyllogism(relevant)tothis(isasfollows):Ifa(cognition)iswithoutverbal
agreementwithregardtoacertain(entity) ,itisnotconceptualwithregardtothat
(entity)as , forexample , eye-cognition , [whichiswithoutverbalagreementandnot

conceptual ,]withregardtosmell;anddirectperceptioniswithoutverbalagreement
withregardtotheessenceofblue ,etc.[Thereforedirectperceptionisnotconcep-

\、 context.IfthesameideaisappliedinthecontextofTSP ,thenthewordanutmannaJ!lheremodifies
niliidyiitmiinaJ!l.However,thisisnotthecasebecausethewordorderinTSP , anutpannaJ!l ρratyak~aJ!l

niliidyiitmiina J!l,doesnotfitwiththisinterpretation;anditalsodeviatesfromTib.33b7:mカon summa

skyespani...ProbablyKamalasilausesthewordanu φanna- withadifferentsensefromDevendraｭ
buddhi'scommentaryinaccordancewithSantarak~ita's changeinthesignificanceoftheversepointed
outinn.289.

297 AppendixI, CandE , passageg.Cf.also“. .•self-cognitiondoesnotcombine‘the essenceof
pleasure,etc.'whichhascomeaboutwiththeexpressionbecause,ifthatwerethecase,itwouldconnect
that(essence)[withthatexpression]aftertakingholdoftheexpression..."(PVP,thepassageswith 軸

andg).
ThesentenceinquestioninTSPisonlyahypotheticalstatementtoconcludethatdirectpercepｭ

tionisnotconcernedwithverbalagreementortheconnectionwithanexpression,whichisshownby
thesubsequentsentence.TheTibetanunderstandsthesentencedifferentlywithanegativeparticle:
skyespanayanbヴod pablansnωsbyor bama(!)yinte(33b6-7).

298 navi~ayo nii. ρi [corr.]:vi~aye nii ρiM: 均aye '}i1pi KS(463,12).Thereadingiscorrectedbymeansof
Tib.37b7:yulmαyin fa[P:/addedD].

299 ThecorrespondingpassageinPVP(C, passageh)readsasfollows: “Howeveratthetimeof
employinganexpression, asfaras(entities)aremomentary,that(essenceofpleasure, etc.,whichhas
comeabout)doesnotexistor[theobjectwhichisconnectedwiththeexpression]isnottheessenceof
pleasure,etc.Therefore ,nothingconnects[anexpression]toany(realentity)."

30∞O

s問ec ∞on 凶d r陀ea 白son forαas勾ak付yωGωma ya. Thefirstreasonisshownbyananyabhiikinpiidaboftheverse,
whilethissecondreason, againborrowedfromPVP , isstatedintermsofthenotionofanutpanna
whichisfoundintheprosecommentaryontheverseinPVin.
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tualwithregardtotheessenceofblue ,etc.]Thisis(aformulationusing)perception
ofthatwhichisincompatiblewithapervader(asalogicalreason)(vyapakaｭ
viruddhopalabdhi).301

301 AppendixI,CandE ,passage1.ThesyllogismofDevendrabuddhiistranslatedinTosaki1979a:
349n.32.
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APPENDIXI:SECONDARYUSAGESOFPVIPVINANDPVP

A.PVill249:aiakyasamayohyatmasukhadlnamananyabhakIa tρam ataみ

svasarrtvittirniibhijalpiinωangir/iIIb.Tib.:bdesogsbdag 元id gianmibrtenII

brdabyedparninusmayinIladephyirdedagranrigniIグ brjod danrjes'brei

canmayinノグ b

B.PVinI62, 11-19;62,25-29:bdebalasogsparnamskyibdagfiidrigpalani
rnamparrtogpas行dpamayinteIgangi ρhyirl

8話an labrtenminbdag 元id phyirIlbdesogsrnamslabrdanusmin/グ a

(v.21ab)

空bd坐色守ιe b，企E台佐q竺-μ如soψpμ F竺竺三笠空三d主竺竺-左P..c!:! bda侍g 元idm 仰a sky ，戸ye.附e白Sμ ?竺:竺空恒空竺停ms芝，n竺m

ρa mayinte /んf denide'ibdag 宛id kyira カbiin yin1ρう切a'iphyirroIググ 記冴ii dagla 記冴ii

7ヴ:ゴjodρar byedpasbyorbanimayinteIbdagfiidladeltar'jugpar'galba'iphyir

roIf.

dephyirdebagra カrig niIグ brjod da カrjes 'breicanmayinjゲb (v.21cd)
brdaminω ρa'i ρhyir nabdeba μsogS) うa rnamskyibdag 元id rigpabrjodpa

da カma 'breipadenim元on sumgyitshadmayinnoIf.

C.DevendrabuddhionPVill249inPVPP237a4-b4;D203a1-7:'dodchagsda カ

iesda カdan gtimugda カbde badanIsdugbsnallasogs μnz ra 免rig padanl

dbanpolaltos[D:bltosP]pamed ρa 元id kyiphyir*iesbyabadeniI[D:10m.P]

“bd esogsbdag 元id gianmirτen" II[D:/ゲ om. P]iesbyabalasogs ρas 云had) うar

byeddoIIsesbyaganlases μgan gissgrabkodpa'dzin μr 'gyurdenidedan

bsresnas'dzinpar'gyurbadeltarnabrjodpadan'dres μf 注問r gyil'dod

chagslasogs μ'i ranrig ρa nideIta[D:ltarP]mayinno グde [P:om.D]ltarna

“bd e[D:Pinsertsla]sogsbdagfiidgianmirten"Ithunmonmayinμyin[P:yin
μom. D]teIthasfiadkyidusna たbar mignaspa'i 問先tshul タ竺ies byaba'i

thatshiggo グc des[D:deP]na'dila 箸ra thas伽d dubyedpamayinteIdtha

sfiad'dilayanyulduby ，ω ρar 'gyurroIIe~r!:l!_~ι la sogspa'ibdag 元id maskyes

μ[P:μ r D] 竺ι匁P!l:. ~ yul dubyed μma yinteIfbdebalasogspa'ibdag 元id

kyi ・ カo bo 元id dudeya カra カbiin thadadpacanmedpa 免id yinpa'iphyirroII

debasnaga カ las brjod[D:rjodP]ρ a daカ sbyοr bayin1**bdebalasogspa'ibdag

fiidskyes[P:skyedD]ρ a laya カran rigpabrjod[D:rjodP]pada カ'dres pamayin

noIIdeltarnadesbrjod[D:rjodP]μ bzun[D:gzunP]nasdelasbyorbar'gyur
竺 Jグg brjodpa'dzinpayinnaya カskad cigma 元id yinpa'iphyirIhdemedpa

'ambdebalasogs ρa'i bdag 元id mayinp ωna ga カgisga 元la ciiigsbyorbarbyed
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ん de ltarna “'dod chagslasogspa'ibdag 元id nibrda[D:brda'P]byedparninω

medcanyinno γj rgyu"de) ぅhyir" 'dodchagslasogspa"dedagra 先 行'g [P:rigsD]

ni"ganyinpadeniI “brjod [D:rjodP]da カrjes 'brelcanmayin"Ibrjod[D:

rjodP]ρ a daカ 'dresρ a mayinnoIlksbyorbaniga カiigga カla brdami'dzinρa

denidelarnamparrtogparmi'gyurteIdrilamiggirnam μr ses μlta bu'od
'dod 必'!l:.£s..la sogspa'i f完全万εmyan brda[D:brda'P]'dzin μma yinnoiesbya

banikhyabparbyedpa'galbadmigsρa 'o lll

*Cf.ragadisukhadisusvasamvedanamindriyanaj り'ek~atvan miinasa~ pratyak~am iti
(Vibhuticandra'sglossfoundinthefootnoteonPVill249, p.194,n.1).

紳For thetranslationseen.297.

D.TS1263: aSakyasanωyo hyiitmiinll ,iidfniim ananyabhiikIatesiimataSca 竺坐

vittirniibhijalpiin~a カgi r:zf グb・ Cf. Tib.(!)P57a7;D46b6:snonpolasogsbdag

iiidlaIIbrdasbyorminωgian rtenminIladesnadedagranrigniIIbrjoddan

rjes'brelcanmayinlib ・

E.TSPonTS1263(463, 8-16):..."ananyabhiig"aSiidhiirar:zal}vyavahiirakiilaｭ
ρratyupasthiiyfti yiivat.c vyavahiiriirthatviitsamay ，ω:yeti natra 勾bdasa '/?'lketa l} ·d

ki'J?lca切り fkrt e ciiya'/?'lsamayobhavati e , nii仇均~a.のyf，訪h々初rパ仰teo 竺竺竺 ?空空竺F型竺d 仰ωμnnam

左kぞ竺竺む
uωtμtωtikii l.たe 'b肋hi必伝μgrahaη仰ak初ii lたe cωa kおω手以ant戊h初aωtviin叫zη九h na v切ωJl.必iおsaのyo na，命ρi[co∞orr. : 'l:均y厄勾i々~aり:ye印♂aφρi

MKS司] ρratり:yak~a '/?'l 'l:切Ji~ayfti kenakutrayojanami tりJato 'py ‘'asakyasamay o nlliiｭ
dfniimiitmii."j "te~iim" itinfliidfniim. 、iibhijalpiin ωanginf"t ，i niivi~.tii bhila，ρd・k

tatraprayogal}:yadyatriig!hltωamaya'/?'l natattatrasavikalpaka'/?'l bhavati ,
tadyathiicak~ur 切;iiiil ω?l gandhe.ag!hftasamaya '/?'l ω P.. ':~t.Y-~~1 C!: !!!:. _'.!_~与dyiitmanf­

tivYiipakaviruddh o.μlambha l} . l

Cf.Tib.P33b5-34a2;D8b5-9a2:..."gianlabl τen min"nithunmo カmayin

pasteIthasiiadkyidωsu mignω ρa iesbyaba'ithatshiggoIIcbrdanitha

siiadkyidonduyinμY ρhyir 'dilasgrabrdar[P:sgrarforsgrabrdarD]byedpa

mayinnolidgianyanbrda'diyuldubyas μma yinnameyuldumabyaspa

yinlaI[carr.:layinIP;yinlaIyinnaDforyinla] 竺_~jg_r.!!. 主立与!s 竺竺ma skyes ρ。

竺子生?竺 _Pf! lasogspa'ibdag 元id yuldubyedμmayinlaIfskyespanayanbr.竺4

μ bla元s nω sbyor ba 竺q必竺竺I gskyeba'idωdan mカonμr brjodpa'dzinpa'i

dω na skadcigma 元id yinpa'iphyirhyulmayinlaI[D:Iam.P]mnonsumyul

canya カma yinpa'iphyirIga カgisga カdu sbyorbarbyedI[P:Iグ D]i Cω bya ba'di

laskyan:!~今竺 '.! _ p. ι la soιs pa'ibdag 元id la[D:lasP]brdabyabarminωso"Ilj de

dagcesb.μ ba nisnon ρo lasogs μ '0II"brjoddanr.戸's 'brelcanmayin"I[P:IID]
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正es byabanibrjodjうa daカ mi ldanj うa'oIlk delasbyorbaniga カzig gaitfabrda

mabzuizbadenidelartogpada カbcas parg) ωr bamayinteIdrifamiggi

rnamparsespabzinnoIImカon sumgy おkya カ sカon polaso ιs pa'ibdagiiidla

brdagzuizbamayinnoII[P: グom. D]zesbyabani[P:IaddedD]khyab[D:

khyadP]parbyedpagalbadmigspa'olit
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APPENDXll:ALISTOFCORRECTIONSTOSHASTRI'SEDITION

I. TS(1212-1263)

1217d

1226b

1230d

1231a

1235b

1238a

1238b
1241d

1245a

1247b

1248ab

1256a

1263d

sed r.か : sadrsy(n.74)

jatisabdo'stu:jatisabdastu(n.149)

kalpate:kalpyate(n.161)

ca r.ぅlavaharyarrz: vavyavaharyarrz(n.161)

evasabruvan:evamabruvan(n.175)

evarrzpratltirupa:evarrzpratltarupa(n.199)

yadaivarrz:yadevarrz(n.199)

anuktarrz:ayuktarrz(n.199)

vika 争akamanoj 元ana-: vikalpakamatoj元ana- (n.215)

-bhavanaman~angavan: -bhavanaman~angavan (n.227)

ca 付havij 元anarrz yaugapadyam:carthavij 元anayaugapadyam (n.234)

yadivayasya:yadicapyasya(n.263)

nabhija かan~a 元gi r.zl: nabhirjalpiin~angi r.zl (n.289)

n. TSP(448, 19-463 , 16)

450, 8 anubhavasiddhatviid:anusiddhatvad(n.57)
450, 17 antarmatraviparivartinam:antarmatraviparivart(t)inam(n.69)
450, 23 tasyavyavasthanat:tω:yavyavasthanat (nn.77-78)

452, 17 pariharantaram: ρariharantam (n.118)

452, 23 yadrcchasabde~u prayujyamane~u namna:yadrcchasabde~u namna

(n.124)

453, 9 seyamityanena:seyamiti.anena(n.129)
453, 20 0avayavasambandhad:0avayasambandhad(n.138)
453, 20 anyadanyadra r.ぅlam: anyaddravyam(n.139)

453 ，22 ・darsane : -daSane(n.140)

453, 23 cavasthantarasamiisraye:cavasthantararrz-samasrayeta(n.141)
453, 25 avasyabhyupagantavyii:aVaSyamabhyupagantavya(n.141a)
454 ，24ρ aramarth ika 争 : ρaramarthika 事 (n. 153)

455, 15｣.avasyabhyupagantavya:aVaSyamabhyupagantavya(n.157)
455, 18 abhyupagatayarrz:abhyupamatayarrz(n.162)
456, 11｣.namayojanavinabhavinlty:niimayojanavinabhavinlty(n.177)
456, 15yajj元anam artherupiidau:yatj元anartharupadau (n.182)

456, 20 catrapratlti みcanu ρratlti 事 (n. 185)
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456, 20 yathokta おかana: tathoktakalpana(n.185)

456, 25 paraparamata-: ρaramata- (n.187)

458, 21 aha.dvayoritivikalpayor:aha- dvayoriti.vikalpayor(n.214)
459, 13 canyatra-:caanyatra-(n.229)
459, 21 nirantararrtvi~aya-: nirantaravi~aya- (n.237)

460, 10 nartaktdarsanadyavasthayam:nart(t)aktdarsanavasthayam(n.243)
460, 14｣.ityevamadav:iり， evamadav(n.246)

460 , 17 suddhe:buddher(n.251)
460, 17 nanavidhartha-:nanavidyartha-(n.251)
460, 23 kramavarttni:kramavart(t)int(n.255)
461, 18yadi切り 'adi:yadicetyadi(n.261)

461 , 18 yadrupavyav αshtitau: yadruparrtvyavasthitau(n.264)

462, 12 jate 事 : jata み (n. 269)

462, 13 nacastyevamiti.evamitibhedena 圃 : naelistyevamiti.bhedenaｭ

(n.271)

463 , 12 navi~ayo nii.ρi: navi~aye 1} ii.ρi (n.298)
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INDEX

akalpana n.215

ak~a nn.182,203,204; -jan.287
aksara nn.69 ,70
atiparisphu?a n.204
a# ρrasanga n279a
atua nn.60 ,203,208
athavii(Tib.rnampagcigtuna)nn.115,224
adrsta n.86
adrsti n.85

adhyak~a p.93;n.199
adhyavasiiya nn.37,74;-anurodhap.94;n.
201

adhyava";sthii n.128
adhyiiropa n.49
adhyiiropita n.275

anantara nn.104 ,175
ananyabhiik nn.289 ,291,293,300
aniiropita n.285
anugama n.72

anutpanna Seeutpanna.
anupalambha n.230
anubhava p.65;nn.57 ,213
anu";bhu nn.127 ,215
anumiina p.44;n.33
anuviida n.39

anuviddha nn.72 ,73
anuvidhiiyin nn.72,94
anuvrtti n.150

anusa カ!ga p.99;n.227
anusangin n.289
an ωmarana n.92

anildya p.59;n.39
antarjalpa nn.43 ,70
antarmiitra p.67;n.69
anyatragatacitta n.203
anyatriisaktamanas nn.203,204
any o..ρoha pp.82,91;nn.149 , 156;-krtp.91;

nn.191 ,192
。nvaya nn.60 ,278,284
apacaya n.139

aρ acTya~na n.139
apa..;hnu n.73
。piista n.85

api Anunclearusageof-n.82

aprasiddha p.108;n.263

122

aprastutiibhidhii n.104
abhija 争a n.289

abhidhii nn.104 ,208
abhidhiina p.91;n.144
abhidhiiyaka pp.89 ,90; nn.182, 183,193
abhidhiiyin n.144

abhidheya nn.51,197
abhipriiya p.69;n.79
abhimiina p.98;nn.216, 218 , 234 , 242 ,253
abhimukhTbhuta n.227

abhi 旬μ pp . 63， 115;nn.53 ,170; -dvayasa ,!,-­

sarga n.209; -sa ,!,-sargayogyapratibhiisa

p.45;nn.43 , 195,277; etymologyof- p.63;
n.50

abhi 伝pinT ρratTti lJ pp.45, 47,61 ,76; nn.38 , 43,
81,83,84 ,160,195;as ρratttir abhi旬pinTnn.

117,161
abhisambandha n.181
abhutaparikalpa n.49
abhedopacara pp.89 ,90; nn.182,183,193
abhyiisa n.69

abhyupagata p.85;n.162
abhyupagamavirodha p.96;n.213

abhriinta pp.45,46;nn.1, 38 ,39
artha pp.65, 89, 105, 109;nn.37, 39, 53 , 60 , 69,

70, 74, 77, 86 , 123 , 124, 128 , 182, 197, 203,
208 ,242,244,251,258,263 ,266,274,285; ｭ
iikiira n.72;-gata nn.100, 131; 一郎n.
7;-dharma p.73;n.102;-pratltibheda
n.250;- bala n.287; 一 切;jiz ana p.100;
nn.234 ,240;-sakti n.287;-sabdavisesa
n.274;-siimanya n.50; 一一 svala k~a 1}O- n

276.Seealsosabdarth 仏

aT アa 1}O- n.67
au 王ta p.98;nn.218 ,254;-cakra nn.216 ,257
avagraha n.254
avayava n.137;-apacaya n.139;-sa ,!,-ban-

dha n.139

avayavin nn.137,272
avaSyiibhyu.ρagantavya pp.81,84;nn.141a,157
avasthii p.80;nn.136, 141,242
avikalpa( ね ) nn.92 ,182,201,216
avidyii n.2
avinabhavin p.88;n.177

av~ayTkrta Seev~ayTkrta.
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avisamviidin n.39
avyabhiciirin n.161

avyavahiirya nn.161 ,168
avya v.αhita nn.244 ,245,251
avyOoρin p.79
avyiipti n.132

asakyasamaya nn.289 , 291,300
asva p.109

asvattha n.39
asatk よ'iryaviida n.137

asambandhiibhidhiina p.91

ωii dhii ra 1} a p.114;n.134
asiddhatii p.109

iikiira nn.43 , 50, 51, 69, 70,105; --bheda n.67
ii-Ik~~ ρ n. 1 04

iiksa p.108;n.263
iigu ηla nn.175 ,176
iitman nn.289 ,291,296;--sa1?lvedya n.94
iidi pp.47,50;n.289;examplesofomissionsof
necessary--inpratlkas nn.103, 158, 190,
220,236 (d.alson.176)
iidheya p.94
iipti p.95;n.210

iibhiisa nn.51,254
iiropa ηa n.154
iisraya p.71;n.91

iiSu --bhramana n.257;--VT τti nn.216,242;
--samciira n.216
icchii n.72
itikarta "Cゲ~tii p.65;nn.59 ,60 ,70
indriya --ja n.257; 一切jii ii na nn.48 ,215
iyat nn.150 ,175
iva nn.53 ,69 , 72,73; confusionsof--witheva
inTib. nn.53, 73,244
istiinista n.70
iha n.175

!drs(a) p.68;nn.74 , 150 ,240
ISvarakrsna n.37
ukti n.93
ucciirana n.197

u正yate pp.85,86;n.161
utpanna nn.295 ,296
utjうrek~a7}a nn.73 ,251
udaka p.71;nn.86 ,87
Uddyotakara nn.94,196
upaciira pp.89 ,90; nn.112,182
uparatarudita n.64

upalak~a 1}a p.89
upalabdhilak~a 1}apriipta p.100;n.230

123

upiidiina nn.70 , 175 , 179,180
upiideya nn.93 ,176
upiidhi p.57; 町1.32 ，33 ，34

eva1?lPratitirupa n.199
evamlaksanaka n.33
audiirika(tii) n.48

iiudiirya(tii) n.48
kathana nn.93 ,176
Kamalasila --andDevendrabuddhip.49;n.

292; differences of ideas between--and
Dharmottara nn.18, 39, 257,283
kara1}a --bhuta p.78;--vibhakti n.127
karka pp.108,109;n.263
karmadhiiraya n.91
kalpa n.242

kalpanii pp.60 ,63,72; nn.5 , 7,38 ,41 ,42 ,43,46 ,
48, 49, 64, 70, 79, 81, 83, 85 , 90, 92, 93 , 94,
108, 111, 117 , 120, 131, 154, 161 , 171 , 173,
185,186,196,199 , 200, 230; -- j iila nn.2 ,49;
--jiiiina nn.70,196;--prat~edha nn.41,
186;--rahita nn.5, 41,182;--viraha pp.
100, 107;nn.199 , 205, 228,260;griihyagrii ・

haka--p.63;jiiti--n.154;jiityiidi--n.108;

niima--nn.84,108;niimaj めliid ← nn. 5,92,
120;Dignaga'sdefinitionof--pp.44, 47, 72,
78;n.92;Dharmakirti'sdefinitionof--pp.
44-45 ,47; nn.38 ,43

kalpanゆocJha pp.44-48;nn.1, 7, 38 , 39, 43, 56,
196,197,199,202,204

kiira7}a pp.74, 108;nn.112,263; --anupalab-
dhip.109

kiirya nn.64, 70,112;--lingap.68;--hetun.67
kala n.73
kudht n.199

kusala nn.69,70
k£ρti p.62;n.46;-hetutviidi p.62;n.38
krama nn.216, 218 ,242;--grahanan.242; 一

vartinp.106;n.255
kriyiip.58;nn.32,34,87 ,92 ,163
k~a1}a n.134;--bhanginn.274
k~lra p.71;nn.86 ,87
gamaka p.75;n.111
gava n.263

gU7}a p.58;nn.32, 34, 87,92
Gunakarasribhadra n.23
gocara pp.49 ,57; n.30
go p.76;--tva n.184
grantha n.181

graha1}a nn.242 ,263



T.FUNAYAMA

grahyagrahaka n.49;--kalpana p.63

gha?a nn.43 ,230,277
gha?ana/gha?ana p.95;nn.53 , 86 , 87, 88, 208 ,
223
ca Inadequateusageof--n.294

cakra nn.216 ,254 ,257
cak~us n.203;--adivijiianan.251
calana n.92

citta nn.48,203
Citrarigada p.82
cinta nn.73 ,251
cirasthiti n.242

caitasika n.48
jagat nn.161,168
janman --antarabhyasan.69

jati pp.58,109;nn.32, 34, 87, 92, 132 , 144, 145,
154,269 ,287; --abhidhayin n.144;--kalｭ
ρana n.154;--mat n.154;--vacin n.

145;--sabda p.82;n.149

jatyadi nn.49, 85 , 86 , 89, 90, 94, 95, 128 , 131,
152 , 16 1, 166, 182, 183, 192 , 263 , 267; 一

知争ana n.108;--sabda n.125.Cf.na-
man.

jatyadiyojana n.49, 85 , 92, 94, 158, 16 1, 174,
176,177. Seealsonamajatyadi(yojana).

Jitari p.45;n.81

Jinendrabuddhi pp.49 時50; nn.19, 35, 96, 116,
131

jiiana p.89;nn.7, 181 , 182, 195, 196, 201,231;
omissionoftheword--inthedefinitionof
directperceptionpp.49-50, 60;n.41;-ｭ
dharmap.73;n.102

Jftanasnbhadra nn.35 ,37
。ittha pp.76,79;nn.131,133
tattva n.263

tatpur ωa p.47;nn.11,91,116
tadvat p.73;nn.90,98,99
tathagatajiiana n.49

tadatmyapratisedha nn.196,199
tala pp.102,104;n.242
tyaga n.208

da~ ψn pp.77,86
Dignaga pp.44-50 , 72, 74, 76,81-87 ,90-91 ,93-
94;nn.81 ,92, 112, 197,273,274
dis n.181
drs n.254

drsya p.99;nn.212 ,227
Devendrabuddhi p.49;nn.39,44 ,247 ,278 ,292 ,

294,301

124

Devendrabhadra n.24

dravya pp.58,80;nn.32, 34, 92,168;--sabdan.
169

dvandva nn.34, 95,183
dvaya p.96;nn.93 ,105,209,212 ,213,214
dvitaya n.30
dvividha nn.34, 93 ,131
dharma p.73;nn.34, 100, 102,106
Dharmakirti pp.44-49 , 76,107;n.289
dharmin p.91;nn.34,67,194,195,196
Dharmottara pp.46-47;nn.3, 18, 39, 257, 273,

277,278,283,295
dhl pp.100,107;n.228
dhenu n.41

dhvani nn.69,70
namaskaraSloka(ofPV) nn.2,49
nartakl nn.242 ,243
nanavidha p.105;n.251

namajatyadi nn.98, 111, 116, 117 , 175 , 180; 一

kalpana nn.5,92 ,120,182; dvandvasむuc­
tureof--nn.95,131;distinctionbetweennaｭ
manandjatyadi pp.47,73;nn.94, 96,131

namajatyadかojana pp.44, 47-48, 50, 72, 78;
nn.81 , 92, 94, 109,280; analysesofthecomｭ
pound--pp.47-48;nn. 111, 116.Seealso
jatyadiyojana.
naman nn.48, 61, 84, 92, 94, 95, 131, 208 ,212;
--artha p.65;n.60;--adiyojana nn.103 ,
104;--adisa'f!lsarga n.92;--ka 加na nn.
94, 108;--bheda p.86;--yojana pp.48,
88;nn.94 , 164, 169, 170, 174, 176,177;--samｭ
sraya n.56;--sa'f!lSargin n.212;--as
abhidhayaka n.183;equivalencebetween
andabhila μ n.84;--assabdaingeneral
nn.61, 126, 164, 169, 170.Seealso nama ・

jatyadi(yojana)andsabdayojana.

nibandhana p.108;n.263
nimitta pp.74, 79,108;nn.48,104 ,131
nirantara p.101;nn.234 , 236,237
nirudha n.136
nirupana nn.90 ,92
nirvikalpaka n.5
nirvyapara p.74;n.106
ntliidi nn.203, 204 , 289 , 291,296
naimittika n.131

Nyaya(school) nn.36, 37, 137,216
Nyayamukha(NMukh) pp.48,88-91;nn.18 1,
182
nyayavid n.150
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ρatu n.60
patha n.150

ρadii rtha nn.32, 34, 50,145
ρ'aratantra n.149
para(pra)siddha nn.93 ,94
paramata n.94
paramiirtha n.274; ーtωn. 154

pariipara p.90;nn.93 ,187
pariimar'sa n.43

pariga1}O-na p.73
ρaricchinna n.271

ρ'ariccheda ( ka ) nn.94,161 ,262,263 ,269
pari1}atidarsana p.80;n.140

ρ'arih ii ra nn.70,118
ρarisphuta n.254
piicaka p.77

piiramiirthika p.83;n.153,281
Paspata n.196
purovastha n.207
purov ，ωthita n.207

purva n.75;-iihitasamskiira n.70
P付hakS ruti n.132

prakrta pp.60 ,99; nn.233 ,235
pratik~a苧a n.134
pratibhiisa nn.51,72
pratibhiisana nn.86 , 87, 254 ,258
prativi~aya n.37
prati~edha nn.41, 196, 199 ,263
pratisarrzdhiina nn.247,254
pratisarrzvi ・tt i n.212

pratlti pp.45, 47, 61, 76, 90,93;nn.38 ,43 , 63,
70, 81, 83 , 84, 117 , 160, , 161 , 181 , 185, 195,
196,199 ,250

pratyak~a pp.44-46 ,57;nn.5, 7, 33, 36,37 ,38 ,
39, 41, 43, 56, 72, 94, 182, 196, 197, 199 , 200,
204 , 230, 282, 285 , 286, 289, 294,296;- tω

p.65;nn.56, 71 , 205,260;-tva n.39;ｭ
virodha p.96;n.213;-sabda nn.196,
197, 199;- siidhana n.228; Dignaga's
definitionof- pp.44, 89;nn.7, 182, 200;
DharmakIrti'sdefinitionof-pp.44-45 ,46:
n.38;definitionof-inotherschools p.58;
nn.36 ,37

pratyaya n.72

pratyava.;mrs n.64
pratyiitmavedya n.56
pramii n.30

pramii1}O- pp.44, 57, 101, 113;nn.5, 37, 39; 一

laksanan.29
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prj αyujyamiina p.77;n.124

prayoga nn.53 ,67.Seealso“syllogism"pp.108,
115;nn.67 , 253, 265, 278,301.

prayojana p.75
ρra viidin n.171

pravrttinimitta p.79;n.131
ρrasanga p.91;nn.194 ,249,250
prasiddha n.93
prasiddhi nn33 ,94,132
priikrtasakti n.111
priipti p.95;nn.196,210
priimii1}ya n.39
ρhala pp.49,57;n.30;-vatn.161
bahis nn.69,70,111
bahu n.242 ,245
bahuvrihi pp.47,75; nn.10,111,116
biidhaka p.101;-pramii1}O-p.101
biila(ka) nn.43,64 ,66,67 ,70
biihuleya p.109

buddhi nn.70,79
.;bru p.87;n175

Bharga p.91;n.196
bhartr n.196

Bhar 叶lari pp.66,81;nn.73,196
bhava n.60
Bhatta n.72

Bharadvaja p.91;n.196
bhiiva pp.98, 99, 108;nn.161 , 218 , 227 , 242,

263 , 274,285
bhiivanii n.60
bhinna n.134
bheda pp.86,89 ,90;nn.134, 136, 139,142 ,154 ,

168, 175 , 182, 183, 192 , 250, 262, 263 , 269,
271
bhriinta n.74
bhriinti p.106;nn.41, 234 , 242 , 253,254
man ω n. 216;-jalpa n.48;-jiiiinap.97;n

215; 一切kalpa n.242

~anorathanandin nn.35 ,203
manωa n.242;ma ωi bhriintilJ-p.106;n.253
~ima rp.sa (school) n.36
mukha nn.64,67
muka nn ‘43 ,67 ,70,168
murcchita n.69

yadrcchiiSabda p.82;nn. 124, 132 , 143, 144,
149; ーand pravrttinimittapp.79;n.131

Yasomitra n.48

yiidrcchika n.131
yukta nn.123 , 159,161
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yugapad n.219;-vrttin.216

~yuj nn.116,117
Yogadira(school) nn.14,49
yogya p.45;nn.38 ,43 ,50,53 ,85 , 195,277
yojana n.300

yojana pp.44 ,47 ,48,50,72 ,75 ,78,84 ,86 ,88 ,95;
nn.49 ,81 ,85 ,86 ,92 ,94 ,95 ,98 , 103, 104 ,109 ,
111, 116, 123 , 158, 161 , 167, 169, 170, 174,
176, 177, 210,280;Jinendrabuddhion- n.
116;sarviiyojaniin.177

yaugapadya nn.216 ,234 ,238
Ravigupta n.44
fω a pp.104,105;n.247
rupiidi p.89;n.182

lak~a ，!-a pp.49, 100;nn.29, 30 , (33) , 35, 39, 48,
64,70 ,230; -kiiran.101;-v 争ratipatti n.

35
lak~ya p.59;n.39
laghu n.242;-vrttin.216
latii pp.102,104;n.242
li カ~ga p.68;n.216

lo 初 nn. 70, 72,152;-anuvrttin.150
vacas n.161

-vat(vati) pp.98 ,99;nn.222,226;wrongtransｭ
lationof-inTib.n.145
vatsa n.41.Seealso“calf" onpp.49,60
varna nn.242,247;-ucciiranamiitran.197; 一

srutip.104
Vasubandhu n.48
Vasumitra n.216

va~u p.79;nn.37 ,92, 105,134,136, 151,166
viikya nn.175 ,197
viic nn.53 ,72
viicaka pp.43, 108;nn.50, 170, 274, 275 , 277,
279a

viicya pp.50, 108;nn.50, 132 , 149 , 199 , 274,
275 ,277, 279a ,283

vasana p.65;60

vikalpa p.96;nn.2, 48, 49, 56, 68, 70, 92, 151,
208 ,212 ,214,227 ,235 ,242,251,280; -anu・

baddha n.258;-dvaya nn.213,214.See
alsoka 争ana.

Vl 初lpaka p.97;n.215

vika 争anii n.92
viciira p.63;n.48
vijiitfya n.251

vijiliina p.100;nn.48, 92, 215 , 218 , 234 , 240,
251,257,277,283

vitarka p.62;n.48
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vidhi n.39
vidhfyate p.59;n.39

vidhutakalpanajiila nn.2,49
vinasta n.254

Vinitadeva pp.46-47 ,49; nn.3 ,35,39 ,50 ,273
vipaksa n.263

vipariva 付in p.67;nn.69,70
vi} うratipatti pp.49,57;nn.30,35
virodha p.96;n.213
vivaksii n.149
viviida n.171
Vl切ka nn.87 ,90
vis4μkiiryakiirin n.114
visesa nn.34 ,92 , 144, 145,273,274,278
vise~a，!-a nn.29 ,32 , 192 ,263 ,270,271; -samiisa

nn.29 ,32
vise~a，!-iibhidhiiyakiibhedopaciira pp.89-90;nn.

182,193
vise~ya n.268
visva nn.161 ,168
切手 aya pp.99 ,115;nn.93 ,94 , 176,242 ,254 ,298
vi~ayin p.99
日i~ayfkrt a p.114;nn.294,295
vi~ii，!-in p.77
v~pa~ta nn.73 ,251,254 ,258
vrk~a nn.53 ,199
Vrtti(PSV) p.76
vrddha n.136

vedana nn.203,204
Vaibha~ika nn.48,92;d.Sarvastivadin n.216
vaiyadhikara'!-ya p.75;n.111
Vaiyakarana n.72

Vaise 号ika (school) p.58;nn.32,37,137
句'akta nn.234 , 236,238
りlatireka nn.284, 285 ,286
り'atirek in n.152
り'atfta n.254
りladh ikarano bahuvrfhih n.111

りlapadesa p.62;n.46
句lapiiS raya n.70
りlavacch inna n.166

τぅla vacchedaka n.192
りlavadhii na nn.241, 242 , 244, 245, 248, 285 ,
287

りlavasthii na p.69;nn.77,78
り'avasthiti p.108;n.264

りlavah ii ra p.68;nn.274 , 278;-----:μ tha n.150
り'a vahiiり la n.161
り'iipakavirud dhopala bdh i p.116
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りめ ta n.l77
りlapti un.144,274;d.aりI(ipti n.132

りlavr τti p.91
Sankarasvamin p.40;un.44, 46,47
sabda pp.48, 63, 82;nn.34, 50, 61, 70, 72, 73 ,

124, 125, 126, 132 , 143, 144, 145, 149 , 150 ,
164, 169, 170, 196, 197, 199 , 201, 274, 277,
279;-artha nn.53 , 74 ,77;-iikara n.69;
-anugama n.72;-anuviddha n.72; ー

jiiiina n.151; 一ρrav倒的imitt a n.131;ｭ
yojana n.280;-yojana pp.48, 84,86;nn.
161 ,170 ,177,280; -visesa un.273 , 274; 一

りlavahiira p.68; -sarrzsa 棺a n.48;ｭ
sarrzklr1J-a n.43;-samanya un.50,273;ｭ
svarupa p.110;-svalak~a~ p.111;n.
277.Seealsoniiman.
Sabdadvaitavadin n.72
Sakyabuddhi pp.46,49;n.39
sabaleya pp.83 ,108,109;n.264
Hghravrtti nn.218 ,251
sukla pp.77,109
suddha un.242 ,251
sunya nn.32 ,151
Saiva n.72
sruti p.104;nn.132 , 191,192;-bheda n.250
srotravijiiana un.279,283
samvitti n.289

sarrzsarga p.45;un.43, 50, 92, 195, 209,277
sarrzsargin n.212
抑制 rsta n.161
samskara n.70

sakrt nn.212 , 213, 241, 242 , 254 ,256;-grahaｭ
~ n.242;-bhaviibhimiina p.98;nn.
218 , 242 , 253;-vikalpadvay ，ゆratijiiii p
96;nn.213,214
samketa un.69, 70, 72, 274,278
sarrzk~epa -artha p.109;un.266
sarrzkhyii pp.49,57;-vi ρratipatti n.30

sarrzgata n.85
sarrzjiiiisabda p.82
satyam n.150
sadyojiita n.60

samaya nn.289 ,291,300
samavaya p.58;un.32, 34,159
samaveta n.135
samasraya p.80;n.141
samasa nn.29 , 32,131
samupasraa n.161

sambandha un.138,139
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sammurcchita nn.69,70
sara pp.104,105;n.247
sarvadharma n.106
Sarvastivada(school) n.216.SeealsoVaibhii-
sika.

savikalpa(ka) p.108;nn.36,72,199 ,216,263
sahabhavin nn.215 ,235
saho φαttivin 訂a n.168

sak~iitkarijiiiina n.39
Sarp.khya(school) nn.37,140
sadhya un.67,253;-vi ねLa p.105
saphalya n.127
sabhiliipa n.53

samagrl n.257;-v iSe~a p.107
samanadhikarana n.111
samanya nn.34 ,50,79,273,274;-iikara n.50;
-visesa n.37

Siimanyaparlk~a n.274

siirrz7.J?'"ta p.83
siisniidin.263
siddhiinta n.171

sukhiidi nn.289,296
suksmatii n.48
Sautrantika n.216
stana un.64 ,67 ,70
sthiti nn.74 ,263
spa 手?a p.101;nn.29, 258; 一 (artha )pratibha-
sitva(-tii) n.258;-La k~a 1J- a nn.29,30

sphuta nn.215 ,234
smrti n.254
svasamvitti un.205,289
svaprasiddha n.94
svabhiiva n.290;-vi おlpa n.48
svamata nn.94, 119 ,189
svarupa pp.49 ,57; un.30，92，94; 一郎n.7; 一

viprat伊atti n.35

sva Lak~a~ pp.69, 111;nn.274, 275 , 276, 277,
279a , 283,285

sviitantrya n.161

hetu nn.48 ,67 ,263
heya un.93 ,176

***
AK nn.48,92
AKBh nn.48,216
AKV nn.48,216
ADV n.48
A~ れr n.216

Kas un.39,121
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TAV nn.92, 94,121
Tatparya nn.41 ,50,67
TUS nn.76 ,87,92
TBV nn.72,289
TBh(Tib.) n.73
TR n.72
TRD n.121
TSop nn.50 ,64,69, 70,72,196,253
DhPr nn.28 ,49,50,69,92,94, 135, 195,197,277
NC n.92
NCVnn.121,131
NP nn.182,253
NPV n.121
NB pp.45,47;nn.38,43,50,56,112,253
NBT nn.39,51,60 ,64,135,253,257,277,283
NBT(V) nn.35, 39, 41,50
NB~ nn.48 ,49 ,50,67,277,279a
NBPS nn.28, 36,37
NBh n.216
NBhii nn.92, 94,121
NM nn.121 ,154
NMGBh nn.50,154
NMukh n.(181),182.Seealsopp.48,88-9 1.
NV nn.92, 94, 196,197
NVTnn.7,121
NVV nn.92,230
NS nn.37, 46,216
NSi n.92
PanS n.48
Panini nn.222,277
PPaii n.92
PBh nn.34,216
Prameya n.72
PV pp.45, 46,49;nn.2, 39, 49, 56, 79, 90, 99,

111, 203, 213, 216, 223, 242, 244, 247, 254,
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258,278,287,289,291,292; AppendixI,A
PVT(R) nn.92,293
PVT(S) n.39
PVP nn.39, 247, 278, 292, 294, 296, 297, 299,
300;AppendixI, C.Seealsop.49.
PVV(M) nn.35,44,49, 203,213
PVSV nn.2 , 113, 168,247,257
PVSVT nn.111,207
PVinI pp.45,47;nn.38, 43, 87, 102, 228, 289,

291,296;AppendixI,B
PVinT nn.39,50,60,69,102,195,257,291,295
PVinT(1) nn.35, 37,73
PS pp.44 ,46,47 ,72,78,83; nn.7 ,56,92,99,106,

112,121,191,200
PST nn.35,41,96,102,116
PSV pp.76, 77, 83, 89;nn.7, 81, 92, 106, 112,

121,169,182,200
BAT n.73
BSGT n.216
MA p.48;nn.14, 15,216,242,254
MAV nn.14,225,251,252
乱1BhD n.131
乱1V n.49
乱1VBh n.49
YBh n.37
YS n.151
VP nn.68 , 70, 72,144,145,196
VPP n.144
Vims n.49
SBh n.33
SV nn.36 ,37,67
SK n.37
HTU p.45;nn.5, 92,253
HB n.113


