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Explanation of annotations

Headers on each page show pagination for Gnoli’s 1960 edition and Pandeya’s 1989
edition; headers also show the verse number being commented upon. Marginal notes
show the pagination for Malvaniya’s 1959 edition. Footers show pagination of Derge
and Peking editions of Tibetan translation. Section numbers correspond to karika
numbers in Gnoli’s edition. Section titles show pagination and lineation in Gnoli’s
and Pandeya’s edition and in Derge edition. Subsection titles show pagination and
lineation of Gnoli’s and Pandeya’s editions.

[TENET)

In the workbook itself, the sign “t  signifies a literal first-draft translation, a
revised version of the initial literal translation, “§” Gillon’s notes and “§§” Hayes’s
notes.

Annotative labels

AC scope

AC without subject

agreement: x with y

apposition: X to 'y

appositive gloss: x wrty

asyndeton

bv cpd

bv cpd: N (within cpd)

bv cpd: NP (has or is antecedent)

cataphora

cpd intrusion: X wrt 'y

conjunction

constituency violation

copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP or VP NP1s or indeterminate covert: existential (possession)
copula: overt: predicational: VP NP1s overt: existential (possession):
counter-anaphora

disjunction

ellipsis: E is

emendation: read x instead of y

X extraposition: from y



implicit argument: for x, coref with y
implicit arguments: for x and y shared
incomplete sentence:

interleaving

inter-s anaphora

intra-s anaphora

landing site violation

modal subordination

modifier giving reason: x wrt'y

negation scope: ’na” narrower/wider than
negation scope: ’a” narrower/wider than
negation scope: constituent negation
null subject

number

parenthetical

pattern

predicate marker

pronoun with complement
protasis

redundancy

result clause

secondary predication
sentential subject

split antecedent

subjacency violation

topic genitive

tp cpd

unrecoverable citation
unrecoverable meaning
unrecoverable denotation: for
use mention

valence

vat phrase

yatha clause: introduces an instance (‘as when’) appositive specification correlative with tatha result clause

3
X

Abbreviations

AC absolutive clause
ADC adverbial clause
GC gerundial clause
IC infinitival clause
MC main clause

PC participial clause
RC relative clause

bv bahuvrihi

tp tatpurusa



G8 Verse 11 P177

11 GS8.16; P177.13  D265a.8; Pkd409a.7

hetuna tv asamagrena yat karyam anumiyate
Sesavat tad asamarthyad dehad raga-anumana-vat

[S [RC [NP3 hetuna [CNIJ tu ] [AP3 (a-samagrena) ] 1] [NP1s [AP1 yat ] karyam ]
[VP _anumiyate ] ] [VP O [AP1 Sesa-vat | ] [NP1s tat | [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (a-samarthyat)
] [ [NP5 dehat ] ((raga<anumana)-vat) ] ]

rgyu ma tshogs pas ’bras bu ni. rjes su dpag' pa gang yin de.
lhag ma dang ldan (P2650-1) nus med phyir. lus (7#4092-8) Jas *dod chags rjes dpog
bzhin.

1 But, an effect inferred from a non-totality of causes is deficient, because it lacks the
capacity <to produce it>, as is exemplified by the inference of <the existence of>
passion from <the existence of> a body.

I But that effect which is inferred from an incomplete cause, such as the inference of
passion from a body, is deficient because of [the cause’s] lack of capacity.

§ cpd intrusion: “dehat” wrt “anumana”.

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within RC

§ implicit argument: for “a-samarthyat”, coref with NP3

§ intra-s anaphora: link between “yat” and “tat”

§ vat phrase

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

88 Make a note of Karnakagomin’s gloss of “anaikantika” for “Sesavad” (S50.16).

11.1 G8.18; P177.15

samagrany eva hi karanani yogyatam apy anumapayanty asamagrasya
ekantaasamarthyat. yatha dehendriyabuddhibhyo ragadyanumanam.

[S [NP1s [AP1 samagrani [PRT eva ] ] [CNJ hi ] karanani 1] [VP [NP2 [NP6 e 1]
yogyatam [PRT api ] | anumapayanti | [NP5 [NP6 (a-samagrasya) ]
(ekanta<(a-samarthyat)) ] [S [CNJ yatha ] [NP1s [NP5 (deha+indriya+buddhibhyah)
] ((raga-adi)<anumanam) ] [VP 0] ]]

rung ba nyid kyang rgyu tshogs pa dag kho nas rjes su dpog par byed de, ma tshogs pa
la shin tu nus pa med pa’i phyir. dper na lus dbang po dang blo dag (P#409-1) a5 *dod
chags la sogs pa rjes su dpog pa bzhin (P2650-2) po,

1 For only the totality of causes makes one infer even so much as their aptitude,
because their non-totality is completely incapable, as when there is an inference of
<the existence of > such things as passion from <the existence of > the body, the
senses, and thoughts.

I For it is no less than all the causes that enable one to infer as much as their aptitude,
since the incomplete [cause] is quite lacking the capacity. Consider the inference of
passion and so forth on the basis of the body, the sense-faculties and intellect.

' D: dpag; Pk: dpog

D265b 3 Pk409b



G8 Verse 11 P177

§ possible intra-s anaphora: between NP6 and NP1s

§ valence: causee argument missing for causative of “anuma”

§ “api” resists translation as “even” here; note, however, that should “only” be rendered negatively, “even”
can stand as a translation: the non-totality does not imply even their aptitude.

§ yatha clause: introduces an instance (’as when”)

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate order

88 Why not take “api” as “also, too, as well” or even “very”: “It is no less than all the causes that enable one
to infer the very aptitude.”

11.2 G8.20; P177.16

atmatmiyabhinive$apiirvaka hi ragadayo ayoniSomanaskarapurvakatvat
sarvadosotpatteh.

[S [VP O [API (((atma+atmiya)<abhiniveSa)<purvakah) ] ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s
(raga+adayah) ] [NP5 ((a-(yoniSah<manaskara))<ptrvakatvat) [NP6
((sarva<dos$a)<utpatteh) ] | ]

’dod chags la sogs pa ni bdag dang bdag gir zhen pa sngon du ’gro ba can yin te, nye
ba thams cad skye ba’i sngon du *gro ba ni tshul (Z%499-2) bzhin ma yin pa yid la
byed pa yin pa’i phyir ro.

1 For things such as passion are based on a belief that there is a self and that things
belong to the self, because the arising of every flaw is based on disorderly thinking.

I Passion and so forth are preceded by a fondness for oneself and one’s possessions,

because the arising of every vice is preceded by disorderly thinking.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

“a-yoni§amanaskara”: incorrect judgement, said to be the cause of avidya in

Sahetusapratyayasanidana-sutra and of the five hindrances (nivarana) in Mahakausthila-sutra (Mejor
1997b p. 155)

8§ The Tibetan expression “tshul bzhin ma yin” (for “ayonisas”) literally means “not being methodical, not
orderly”. The PTS dictionary has “unsystematic”. Hayes has translated it “unprincipled” elsewhere.

11.3 G8.21; P177.17

dehadinam hetutve ’pi na kevalanam samarthyam astiti. vipaksavrtter adrstav api
Sesavadanumanat samsayah.

[S [AC [NP6 (deha-adinam) 1] [NP7 hetutve ] [PC7 O [PRT api ] ] ] [ADV na ] [NP1s
[NP6 [AP6 kevalanam ] e 1] samarthyam ] [VP asti ] ]

[S [CNJiti ] [AC [NP7 [NP5 (vipaksa<vrtteh) ] (a-drstau) [PRT api ] ] ] [VP O [NP5
(Sesa-vat<anumanat) ] ] [NP1s sam§ayah ] ]

lus 1a sogs pa rgyu nyid ni yin mod kyi *ba’ zhig pa rnams la ni nus pa med (P22650-3)
pas mi mthun pa’i phyogs la ’jug pa ma mthong du zin kyang rjes su (7¥409-3) dpag
pa lhag ma dang ldan pa’i phyir, the tshom za ba yin no.

1 Even though such things as bodies are causes, alone they do not have a capability
<to produce such things as passion>. So, doubt accrues to an inference from

D265b 4 Pk409b



G9 Verse 12 P178

deficient <grounds>, even when there is no observation of <the ground’s>
occurrence in the vipaksa.

T Even though bodies and so forth are causes, alone they lack the capacity, so even

though there is no observation of the occurrence [of the evidence] in a subject

dissimilar [from the subject of inference], there is uncertainty because the inference is

deficient.

§ intra-s anaphora

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP (possession)

§ translation of “kevalanam” differs from K 51.6 but follows M 263.2

88 The above difference between Karnakagomin and Manorathanandin should be noted in the Haygil
commentary.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

8§ negative scope: “a” has scope over entire AC

88 “Unsubjectlike class” is the translation for vipaksa used in Hayes 1988. The Tibetan “mi mthun pa’i
phyogs” literally means “a dissimilar subject.” Given that “paksa” can mean “class” according to Apte,
perhaps “dissimilar class” would be better. In any event, a note on this term should appear in the Haygil
commentary.

§§ The Tibetan reads “...there is uncertainty, because the inference is deficient.” Karnakagomin says
“viparyaya baddhakapramanabhavac chesavad anumanam asmac ca samsayo bhavati” [51.8-9]

12 G8.23; P178.01 Dp265b3

tatha
vipakse adrstimatrena karya-samanyadarsanat.
hetujiianam pramanabham vacanad ragitadivat.

[S [ADV tatha ] [NP1s [NP5 [NP3 [NP7 vipakse ] [NP6 e 1] ((a-drsti)<matrena) ]
((karya<samanya)<dars§anat ] (hetul <jfianam) | [VP O [AP1 (pramana<abham)-B ] ]
[ [NP5 vacanat | (((ragita-adi)-vat) ] ] 1]

de bzhin du,

mi mthun phyogs la ma mthong ba. tsam gyi "bras spyi mthong ba las.

gtan tshigs shes pa tshad ltar snang. tshig las (P2050-4)(Pk4095-4) chaog can la sogs
bzhin.

1 In this way, cognition of a cause from an observation of a common effect through
the mere non-observation of the effect in <its> vipaksa is pseudo-epistemic, as is
exemplified by <the cognition, i.e., the inference, of > passion-possession from
speech.

I So cognition of a cause, like [the inference] from the act of speaking to the fact

of being impassioned, is spurious knowledge when it comes from observing a

general property of the effect through nothing more than its not being observed

in a dissimilar subject.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphora

§ vat phrase

§8 Note in Haygil commentary that the Tibetan has “gtan tshigs shes pa” for “hetujfiana”, suggesting that
“hetu” means “evidence” instead of “cause.” But Karnakagomin glosses “hetujiananam” as
“viSistakarananumanam” [S51.10]. Manorathanandin offers no gloss.

D265b 5 Pk409b
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G9 Verse 12 P178

12.1  G9.03; 178.04

na hi raga-adinam eva karyam spandanavacanadayah, vaktukamatasamanyahetutvat.

[S[ADV na ] [CNJ hi ] [VP O [NP1 [NP6 (raga-adinam) [PRT eva ] ] karyam ] ]
[NP1s ((spandana+vacana)-adayah) 1] [NP5 [NP6 e 1]
(((vaktu-kamata)<(samanya<hetu))-B-tvat) ] ]

g.yo ba’am tshig la sogs pa ni ’dod chags la sogs pa kho na’i ’bras bu ma yin te, brjod
par ’dod pa spyi’i gyu can nyid yin pa’i phyir ro.

1 For such things as movement <of the lips> and speaking are not the effect of such
things as passion alone, because their common cause is the desire to speak.

1 For such things as movement [of the lips] and speaking are not the effect of such
things as passion alone, because their general cause is the desire to speak.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ cpd intrusion: null NP6 wrt B

§ intra-s anaphora

§ “eva”: “only” (semantic restriction on NP denotation)

12.2  G9.04; P178.04

sa eva raga iti cet

[S [NPIs sa [PRT eva ] ] [NPI ragah ] [CNJ iticet ] ]

gal te de nyid *dod chags (P#40905) yin no zhe na.

1 It might be argued that the very <desire to speak> is passion.

1 It might be argued that that very [desire to speak] is a passion.

§ copula: covert: identity: indeterminate order
§ “eva”: “very” (NP emphasis)

12.3  G9.04; P178.05

[S [NP5 istatvat [NP6 e ] ] [ADV na ] [NP1s (kim-cit) ] [VP [AP1 badhitam ] syat ] ]
"dod pa yin pa’i phyir cung zad kyang gnod par mi "gyur ro.

1 Because of what is accepted <as the definition of passion> nothing < you have said
> could contravene <what I had said>.

I Because it is accepted, nothing at all [that I have said] would be contradicted.

§ inter-s anaphora: e has no clear antecedent; K51.18 supplies vaktukamata-karyasya vacanasya (with the
former a secondary predicate of the latter); I suggest that the antecedent is in the following clause.

88 S51.18 says “vaktukamata karyasya (— vaktukamatakaryasya) istatvan na kimcid anistam. (Since it is
agreed that the the act of speaking is an effect of the desire to speak, nothing is disagreed with.)”.

D265b 6 Pk409b



G9 Verse 12 P178

124 G9.05; P178.05

nityasukhatmatmiyadar§anaksiptam sasravadharmavisayam cetaso "bhisvangam
ragam ahuh.

[S [VP [NP2 [AP2 (((nitya+sukha+atma+atmiya)<darS§ana)< aksiptam) ] [AP2
((sasrava<dharma)<visayam)-B ] [NP6 cetasah ] abhisva’ngam ] [NP2 ragam ] ahuh
]1[NPlse]]

(D265b.5) »dod chags ni sems kyi mngon par zhen pa rtag pa dang bde ba dang bdag

dang bdag gir Ita bas phangs pa zag pa dang bcas pa’i chos (P#4090-6) kyi yul can yin
par smra’o.

1 They say passion is the mind’s intense attachment, which is activated by belief that
permanent things exist, that contentment exists, that the self exists and that things
belong to the self and the subject matter of which is a corrupted property.

I They define passion as the mind’s intense attachment, which is activated by belief in
the permanent, in happiness, in oneself and in possessions, and the subject matter of
which is a corrupted property.

§ secondary predication

§ null subject: unrecoverable denotation

88 The English word “corrupt” covers very nearly the same semantic range as “asrava” and its Tibetan

equivalent “zad pa”: moral depravity, impurity and decay. S 52.1 glosses “sasravadharma” with
“paficopadanaskandha”.

12.5 G9.06; P178.06

naivam karunadayo "nyathapi sambhavad iti nivedayisyamah.

[S[ADV na ] [VP O [AP evam ] ] [NP1s karuna-adayah 1] [NP5 [AP anyatha [PRT
api ] ] [NP6 e 1] sambhavat ] ] [S [CNJ iti ] [VP nivedayisyamah ] ]

snying rje la sogs pa ni de Ita bu ma yin te, gzhan du yang srid pa’i phyir ro zhes bstan
pa bya’o.

1 Such things as compassion are not like this, because they arise otherwise instead. As
we will relate.

T We shall show that compassion and so on are not like that, because they arise
otherwise also.

§ copula: overt: predicational: VP NP1s

§ counter-anaphora: anyatha

§ inter-s anaphora: “evam”’s antecedent is secondary predicate of last clause
§ “api”: unclear

12.6 G9.07; P187.06
atra yatha rakto braviti tatha virakto ’piti vacanamatrad apratipattih.

D265b 7 Pk409b



G9 Verse 12 P178

[S [ADV atra ] [S [ADV yatha ] [NP1s raktah ] [VP braviti ] ] [ADV tatha ] [NP1s
viraktah [PRT api ] ] [VP E ] ] [S [CNJ iti ] [NP1s [NP5 (vacana<matrat) ]
(a-pratipattih) ] [VP 0] ]

ji Itar chags (P2650-6) pa sgra ba ltar *dod chags dang bral ba yang de dang *dra
(Pk409b.-T) pas tshig tsam las mi rtogs so.

1 Now an unimpassioned person speaks in the same way as an impassioned one does.
So, there is no knowing <whether or not someone is impassioned> from his merely
speaking.

I There is no knowing about this from the act of speaking alone, because a
dispassionate person also speaks, as does an impassioned one.

§ ellipsis: E is VP of last clause

§ K (52.7-8) construes “atra” with “a-pratipatti” of next sentence

§ yatha clause: correlative with tatha

§6 Tibetan has no equivalent of “atra”.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ “matra”: “mere”; nb: contrast with “vi§esa” in next sentence

12.7 G9.08; P178.07

napi visesat. abhiprayasya durbodhatvat. vyavaharasamkarena sarvesam vyabhicarat.

[S [ADV na ] [PRT api ] [NP1s E [NP5 visesat 1] ] [VP 0 ] [NP5 [NP5 [NP6
abhiprayasya ] durbodhatvat [NP3 (vyavahara<samkarena) ] ] [NP6 [AP6 sarvesam ]
e 1] vyabhicarat | ]

khyad par las kyang ma yin te, bsam pa ni rtogs par dka’ ba’i phyir. tha snyad ’chol
bas thams cad "khrul pa’i phyir ro.

1 Nor is <there any knowing whether or not someone is impassioned> from a special
kind <of speaking>, because, <a speaker’s> intentions’ being difficult to know, <his
various forms of > behavior are diverse and so all <forms of his speaking> are
deviant <with respect to whether or not he has passion>.

I Nor is there knowing from a specific act of speaking, because [the speaker’s]
intention is difficult to discern, since all [acts of speaking] are erratic owing to
confusion about conventions.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ ellipsis: E comprises head of cpd in NP1s and non-head of cpd in NP5 (Cf. G3.17)

12.8 G9.10; P178.08

prayojanabhavad avyahara iti cet, na, pararthatvat.

[S [NP5 (proyojana<<abhavat) [NP6 e 1] [VP O ] [NP1s [NP6 e 1] (a-vyaharah) ] [CNJ
iti cet ] ] [S [ADV na ] E [NPS5 (para<arthatvat) ] ]

D265b 8 Pk409b
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(Pk409b.8)

gal te dgos pa med pa’i phyir mi smra’o zhe na, ma (P265-7) yin te, gzhan

gyi yod [— don] yin pa’i phyir ro.

1 It might be argued that <a dispassionate person> does not speak because he has no
<selfish> motive. <This is> not <so>, because <he speaks for> altruistic motives.

1 It might be argued that [a dispassionate person] would not speak, because he has no
purpose. That is not the case, for [he speaks] for the benefit of others.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ implicit argument: for a-vyahara”, coref with implicit argument for NP5; the restriction on the implicit
argument is not determined by the co-text.

§8 Pk409b.8 confirms “don” for “yod”

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E is NP5 of last sentence (K 52.16)

§ implicit argument: for “para-arthatvat”, coref with “vyahara” implicit in E.

12.9 G9.11; P178.09

na yukto vita-ragatvad iti cet,

[S [NP1se 1] [ADV na ] [VP O [AP1 yuktah ] ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (vitajraga)-B-tvat ]
[CNJiticet]]

gal te *dod chags dang bral ba’i phyir rigs pa ma yin no zhe na.
1 It might be argued that <he> is not able to because he is passionless.

I It might be argued that he is unable [to speak], because he is free from passion.

§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate

§ unrecoverable denotation: NP1s

§ inter-s anaphora: implicit NP1s’s antecedent is implicit NP for “a-vyahara”, two clauses back.

§ intra-s anaphora: implicit argument for “vitaragatvat” has as its antecedent NP1s, itself implicit.

12.10 G9I.11; P178.09

na karunapi vrtteh.

[S [ADV na ] E [NP5 [NP3 karunaya [PRT api ] ] pravrtteh ] ]

ma yin te, snying rjes kyang ’jug pa’i phyir ro.

1 <This is> not <so>, because <an activity> is undertaken out of compassion too.

I This is not so, because he can be activated by compassion as well.

§ ellipsis: E is “na E yuktah” of last clause
§ emendation: read “vrtteh” as “pravrtteh” (following K 52.18)
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12.11 G9.11; P178.09

saiva raga iti cet.

[S[NP1ssa[PRT eva]][VPO[NPI ragah ] ] [CNJiticet]]
ci ste de nyid "dod (P#410¢-1) chags yin no zhe na.

1 It might be argued that compassion itself is passion.

I One might argue that compassion itself is passion.

12.12  G9.12; P178.10

istam. aviparyasasamudbhavan na dosah.

[S [NP1s istam 1] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (a-(viparyasa<samudbhavat)) ] [ADV na ] [VP O
[NP1 dosah ] 1]

"dod pa yin te, phyin ci ma log pa las byung ba’i phyir nyes pa med do.

1 Because what is accepted <sc., compassion> does not arise from misjudgement, it
is not a flaw.

T Agreed. It is not a vice, because it does not arise from misjudgment.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP VP
§ K (52.19-20) has a construal which is unclear
§ inter-s anaphora: implicit argument’s antecedent is “‘sa”

12.13  G9.12; P178.10  D266a.1

asaty apy atmagrahe duhkhaviSesadar§anamatrenabhyasabalotpadini bhavaty eva
karuna.

[S [AC [PCT7 (a-sati) [PRT api | ] [NP7 (atma<grahe) ] ] [VP [AP1 [NP3
(((duhkha<viSesa)<darS§ana)<matrena) ] ((abhyasa<bala)<utpadini) ] bhavati [PRT
eva ] ] [NP1s karuna ] |

(D266a-1) snying rje ni bdag tu *dzin pa med kyang sdug bsngal gyi khyad par mthong
(Pk410a-2) tsam gyis goms pa’i stob las skye ba yin te,

1 Compassion is in fact produced on the strength of habitual practice by the mere
observation of some specific instance of suffering, even without a belief that the self
exists.

1 Even when one is not preoccupied with oneself, compassion is produced owing to
the strength of habitual practice through nothing more than the observation of a
specific instance of discontent.

§ copula: overt: predicational: VP NP1s
§ NP3 may not be in VP

aaaaa

D266a 10 Pk410a
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12.14 G9.14; P178.11

tatha hi. sattvadharmadyalambana maitryadaya isyante.

[S [ADV tatha ] [CNJ hi ] [AP1 (((sattva+dharma)-adi)<alambanah)-B ] [NP1s
(maitreya-adayah) ] [VP _isyante ] ]

’di Itar byams pa la sogs pa ni sems can dang chos la sogs pa la dmigs pa yin par ’dod
do.

1 Likewise, for instance, such things as friendliness are accepted as based on such
things as sentient beings and virtue.

I For instance, such things as friendliness are accepted as having sentient beings and
virtue as their foundation.

§ left extraposition from VP of AP1 (secondary predicate) within MC, except ADV and CNJ

§ secondary predication

§ “tatha hi”: see Apte dictionary entry (3) and Apte para 307 (3)

§ K 53.2 explains that, depending on one’s insight, one can have different things as objects of friendliness.

12.15 G9I.15; P178.11

etas ca sajattyabhyasavrttayo na ragapeksinyah.

[S [NP1s [AP1 etah ] [CNJ ca ] ((sajatiya<abhyasa)<vrttayah) ] [ADV na ] [VP 0
[AP1 (raga<apeksinyah) ] ] |

(D266a.2) g (Pk410a.3)

de dag kyang rigs mthun pa la goms pa
"dod chags la Itos pa can ni ma yin no.

"byung ba can yin gyi,

1 And these things are dispositions <created by> the same habitual practice do not
depend on passion.

T And these are activated by the same kind of habitual practice; they do not depend on
passion.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

12.16 G9I.16; P178.12

naivam ragadayo viparyasabhave ’bhavat.

[S [ADV na ] [VP O [AP evam ] ] [NP1s (raga-adayah) 1] [NP5 [AC [NP7
(viparyasa<abhave) | [PC7 0] ] [NP6 e 1] abhavat | ]

"dod chags la sogs pa ni de Ita ma yin te, phyin ci log med na med pa’i phyir.

1 Such things as passion are not like this, because they do not exist in the absence of
delusion.

T Such things as passion are not like this, because they are absent when misjudgement
is absent.

D266a 11 Pk410a



G9 Verse 12 P178

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ inter-s anaphora: “evam” ’s antecedent is predicate of next to last clause (K53.14)
§ intra-s anaphora

§ negative scope: “na” narrower than NP5

12.17 G9I.16; P178.12

karunikasyapi nisphala arambho ’viparyasad iti cet.

[S [NP6 karunikasya [PRT api | 1] [VP 0 [AP1 (nis-phalah) ] | [NP1s _ arambhah |
[NP5 [NP6 e 1] (a-viparyasat) ] [CNJ iti cet ] ]

gal te snying rje can gyi rtsom pa ’bras bu (P#410¢-4) med pa yang phyin ci log la yin
no zhe na.

1 It might be argued that the undertaking of even a compassionate person is pointless
because he does not misjudge.

1 It might be argued that the undertaking of even a compassionate person is ineffective
owing to the lack of misjudgment.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s § left extraposition from NP1s of NP6 within MC § “api”: a
compassionate person, being free from misjudgement, is the least likely to undertake something
pointless.

§§ Tibetan places equivalent of api after equivalent of arambha, rather than after karunikasya

88 The Tibetan translation suggests viparyasat rather than aviparyasat. Karnakagomin supports
aviparyasat.

12.18 G9.17; P178.14

na. pararthasyaiva phalatvenestatvat. icchalaksanatvat phalasya.

[S [ADV na ] E [NP5 [NP6 (para<arthasya) [PRT eva ] ] [NP3 phalatvena ] istatvat
[NP5 (iccha<laksanatvat) [NP6 phalasya ] ] ] ]

ma yin te, (P2662:3) g7han gyi don khon *bras bu nyid du "dod pa’i phyir ro. ’bras bu’i
mtshan nyid ni *dod pa yin pa’i phyir ro.

1 <This> is not <so>, because an altruistic motive is itself accepted as an aim, since
an aim is a characteristic of desire.

1 This not so, because the benefit of others is itself agreed to be the effect, because the
effect is characterized by desire.

“eva”: “itself” (NP emphasis)
§ secondary predication

12.19 9 G9.18; P178.14

sarvatha "bhiitasamaropan nirdosah.
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[S [ADV sarvatha ] [NP5 ((a-bhiita)<(a-samaropat)) ] [NP1s (nir-dosah) ] [VP 0 ] ]
rnam pa thams cad du yang dag pa (©#4102-5) ma yin pa sgro *dogs pa ma yin pa’i
phyir nyes pa med do.

1 There is no fault at all because there is no ascription of what does not exist.

I This is unproblematic, because there is no attribution in any way of what is unreal.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ possible implicit arguments: for “samaropa” and possessor of dosa shared

§ negative polarity: “sarvatha”

§8§ Tibetan suggests that “sarvatha” modifies “asamaropat” rather than “nirdosah”

12.20 G9.19; P178.14

tadanyena dosavattvasadhane na kimcid anistam.

[S [NP7 [NP3 (tat<anyena) ] (dosavattva<sadhane) ] [ADV na ] [NP1s _ (kim-cit) ]
[VP O [API (an-istam) ] ] ]

de las gzhan pas nyes pa dang ldan pa nyid du bsgrubs pas na ni mi *dod (P2662-4) pa
cung zad kyang med do.

T Nothing <you have said> about the establishment of fault possession through
something other than this is unaccepted <by us>.

I There is nothing at all with which we disagree in the argument for viciousness due
to something other than that [passion].

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ left extraposition from NP1s of NP7

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat” is “raga” (K 53.24); “raga” last mentioned four sentences back
8§ negation: head scope

12.21  9.G9.20; P178.15

vaktary atmani ragadidar§anenanyatra tadanumane ’tiprasangah.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP3 [NP7 vaktari [NP7 atmani ] 1] ((raga-adi)2<darSanena) | [NP7
anyatra 3] (tat2<anumane) ] ] [NP1s (ati-prasa’ngah) ] [VP 0] ]

smra ba po bdag la *dod chags la sogs pa mthong (©#410¢-6) bag gzhan la de rjes su
dpog na ni ha cang thal bar ’gyur ro.

1 If such things as passion are inferred in others through the observation of them in the
speaker himself <sc. the speaker of the inference under discussion>, an unwarranted
conclusion obtains.

I It is far-fetched conclusion if one infers passion in someone else on the basis of
observing it in oneself as a speaker.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ intra-s anaphora: English requires inversion of the relation of referential dependence

§ counter-anaphora: 1 and 3 distinct
§ AC: Hayes takes the NP7 to be a complement to NP1s
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12.22  G9.21; P178.15

vyabhicarat. ananyanumane ihavyabhicara iti ko niScayah.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP5 vyabhicarat ] (an-(anya<anumane)) ] [PC7 0] ] [S [VP 0 [NP7 iha
] 1 [NP1s (a-vyabhicarah) ] [PRT iti ] ] [VP O [AP1 kah ] ] [NP1s _niScayah ] ]

“khrul pa’i phyir gzhan rjes su mi dpog na ni ’di la mi "khrul lo zhes bya ba’i nges pa
ci zhig yod.

1 If there is no inference of things other <than passion>> because of deviation, how is
it ascertained that there is no deviation in this case?

I Given that there is no inference in other cases owing to [the evidence] being erratic,

what ascertainment is there that it is not erratic in this case?

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ left extraposition from NP1s of S, except AC

§ see K 54.7 on “iha”

86 Placement of negation in Tibetan would literally be translated “anya-ananumana” rather than
“an(anya-anumana)”.

12.23 G10.01; P178.16

karanagunavaktukamate hi vacanam anumapayet.

[S [NP2 ((karana<guna)+(vaktu<kamate)) ] [PRT hi ] [NP1s vacanam ] [VP _
anumapayet | ]

tshig gis ni byed pa’i yon tan (P2664-5) dang brjod (P#410¢-7) pag [— par] *dod pa nyid
dag rjes su dpog par byed do.

1 Speech can imply qualities in the organ <of speech> and a desire to speak alone.

I The act of speaking can enable one to infer only qualities in the organ [of speech]

and a desire to speak.

§ left extraposition from VP of NP2 within MC

§ valence: causee argument missing for causative of “anuma”

§ “hi”: see Apte dictionary entry (4) or Apte para 307 (4)

88 Tibetan translates as an emphatic particle ”ni”, which is not the usual translation of “eva”

§ potential: See Apte 1885 art. 199.

88 Word order in Tibetan, which is equivalent to “vacanam hi karanagunavaktumamate *numapayet”,
confirms NP extraposition in Sanskrit.

12.24 G10.02; P178.16

ragotpadanayogyatarahite vacanadar§anat tad-anumane ’tiprasangah uktah.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP5 [NP7 (((raga<utpadana)<yogyata)l <rahite) ]
(vacana<(a-dar$anat)) ] (tatl <anumane) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP1s (ati-prasangah) ] [VP
uktah ] |
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"dod chags bskyed par rung ba nyid dang bral ba la smra ba ma mthong ba’i phyir, de
rjes su dpog na yang ha cang thal bar *gyur ro zhes bshad zin to.

1 If there is an inference of an aptitude to produce passion because of the
non-observation of speech in that which is devoid of the aptitude, an unwarranted
conclusion has been stated.

1 It is said to be a far-fetched conclusion if one infers the aptitude to produce passion
from the failure to observe speaking in one who lacks the aptitude to produce passion.

§ intra-s anaphora
§ “uktah” seems wrong; see four sentences back
§ AC: Hayes takes the NP7 to be a complement to NP1s

12.25 G10.03; P178.17

ragasyanupayoge katham tacchaktir upayujyate.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP6 ragasya 1] (an-upayoge) ] [PC7 0] ] [ADV katham ] [NP1s
(tatl <$aktih) ] [VP upayujyate ] |

*dod (P¥410a.8) chags kyis phan mi *dogs na ni, ji ltar de’i nus pas (P2664-6) phan
’dogs par ’gyur.

1 If there is no need for passion <in the production of speech>, in what way is its
potentiality needed?

1 If passion has no utility, how can its potential be of use?

§ intra-s anaphora

12.26 G10.04; P178.18

Saktyupayoge hi sa evopayuktah syat tac ca nastity uktam.

[S [AC [NP7 (Sakti<upayoge) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s sah [PRT eva] ] [VP [AP1
upayuktah ] syat ] ] [S [NP1s tat ] [CNJ ca ] [VP [ADV na ] asti ] ] [S [PRT iti ] [VP
uktam ] ]

nus pas phan ’dogs na ni, de nyid kyis phan btags par ’gyur ba zhig na, de ni med do
zhes bhad zin to.

1 For if there were a need for <the> potentiality <for passion>, then it itself
<namely, passion> would be needed. Yet that is not the case, as was stated.

I For if potentiality did have utility, then that [passion] itself would be useful, but it is
said that that is not the case.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ “eva”: “itself” (NP emphasis)

§ unrecoverable denotation: for “tat”; K (55.3) supplies “upayogitvam”

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP
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12.27 9 G10.05; P178.19

tasman nantartyakam eva karyam karanam anumapayati, tatpratibandhat.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP1s [AP1 nantariyakam [PRT eva ] ] karyam 1] [VP [NP2
karanam 2] anumapayati ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (tat2<pratibandhat) | ]

de Ita (Pk4100-1) hag na med na mi *byung ba’i bras bu kho nas rgyu rjes su dpog par
byed do. de la rag las pa yin pa’i phyir ro.

T Therefore, only an immediate effect implies a cause because of <its> relation to it
<sc. the cause>.

I Therefore, only an inseparable effect enables the inference of a cause, because it is

dependent on it.

§ intra-s anaphora

§ valence: causee argument missing for causative of “anuma”

§ “tat-pratibandha”: 7tp cpd (K 55.5)

“eva”: “only” (semantic restriction on AP denotation)

§8 Tibetan “med na mi "byung ba’i”, here equivalent to “nantariyaka” usually translates “avinabhavin”.
Apte has “inseparable” for “nantarTyaka”. K55.4 glosses with “karanena avinabhavi eva”.

§8 Tibetan “rag las pa”, here used to translate “pratibhanda”, has been used in previous passages to render
“adhina” and “ayatta”, both of which mean dependent. K55.5 glosses “tatpratibandhat’ as “tatra karane
ayattatvat”.

§§ Tibetan places equivalent of “eva” equivalent of “karyam” rather than after “nantarfyakam”. But K55.4
confirms placement of “eva” after “nantarTyakam” and contrasts it with “apratibaddham” (55.5).

12.28 G10.06; P178.19

na anyad vipakse adar§ane api.

[S [ADV na ] [NP1s [AP1 anyat ] E1 1] [VP E2 ] [AC [NP7 [NP7 vipakse ] [NP6 e 1]
(a-darSane) [PRT api ] [PC701]]1]

gzhan (P266¢-7) pi mi mthun pa’i phyogs la ma mthong ba yang ma yin no.

1 No other <kind of effect> does, even if there is no observation <of it> in the
vipaksa.

I The contrary kind [of effect] does not, even though there is no observation of it in
the dissimilar subject.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ ellipsis: E1 is head of NP1s in last clause; E2 is its VP
§ intra-s anaphora

12.29 G10.06; P178.20

sarvadar§ino hi dar§anavyavrttih sarvatrabhavam gamayet.

[S [NP6 (sarva<darSinah) ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s (dar§ana<vyavrttih) ] [VP [NP2 [NP7
sarvatra | abhavam | gamayet ] ]
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thams cad gzigs pa’i (P#41902) g7igs pa logs ni, thams cad na med pa gro bar byed do.

7 Only for him who has seen everything, might the exclusion of <something’s>
observation make known <its> absence everywhere,

1 It is only the failure of one who sees everything to observe something that would

make its absence in all places known.

§Secondary predication: in yatha phrase

§topic genitive: NP6 in MC can be construed with “gam”

§valence: causee argument missing for causative of “gam”

§“hi”: see Apte dictionary entry (4) or Apte para 304 (4)

§8Translation of “hi” into Tibetan does not suggest the usage described in Apte para 304 (4). Tibetan usage
suggests rather usage in Apte dictionary entry 3.

§8“sarvadarsin” is translated as “thams cad gzigs”, an honourific form usually reserved for referring to the
Buddha.

12.30 10.06; P178.20

kvacit tatha drstanam api desakalasamskarabhedenanyathadarsanad. yathamalakyah
ksiravasekena madhuraphala bhavanti. na caivam bahulam drSyante.

[NP5 [NP6 [NP7 (kva-cit) ] [ADV tatha ] drstanam [PRT api ] ] [NP3
((desa+kala+samskara)<bhedena) | [ADV anyatha ] dar§anat [S [CNJ yatha ] [NP1s
amalakyah ] [VP [NP3 (ksira<avasekena) ] [AP1 (madhura;jphalah)-B ] bhavanti ] ] ]

[STADV na ] [CNJca] [NPIs E ] [VP [AP evam ] [ADV bahulam ] dr§yante ] ]

la la na de Itar mthong ba rnams kyang dus dang ’du bya ba’i khyad par las gzhan du
snang ba’i phyir te, dper na skyu ru ra’i shing dag (P2660-1) >o mas beus (F#4100-3) py
“bras bu mngar po chags la, phal cher ni de Itar mi snang ba Ita bu’o.

T because even things observed to be one way in one place are observed to be
otherwise <elsewhere> due to differences in time, place, and cultivation, as when
myrobalan trees become sweet-fruited by being watered with milk.

I Because even those things that are observed in a particular manner in one place are
observed to be otherwise owing to a difference in location, time and preparation. For
example, myrobalan trees become sweet-fruited by being sprinkled with milk, but
they are not usually seen to be like this.

Syatha clause: introduces an instance (“as when”)

§“tatha”: why is it not “anyatha”; see K 55.20-21

§ secondary predication: in yatha clause

§ “tatha”: why is it not “anyatha”; see K 55.20-21

§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of yatha clause

§ inter-s anaphora: “evam”’s antecedent is predicate of yatha clause
§ secondary predication

12.31 G10.10; P178.22

tenaivam syad yuktam vaktum, madrSo vakta ragiti
ragotpattipratyayaviS§esenatmadar§anayoniSomanaskarena yogat.
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[S [CNIJ tena ] [ADV evam | [VP syat [AP1 yuktam [IC [VP vaktum [S [NP1s [AP1
madrsah ] vakta 1] [VP O [AP1 ragi ] ] [PRT iti ] ] ] ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] [NP3 [NP3
(((raga<utpatti)<pratyaya)<visesena) ]
((atma<darSana)<(a-(yoniSah<manaskarena))) ] yogat ] ] ] |

des na ’di skad du bdag Ita bu’i smra ba po ni *dod chags can yin no zhes brjod par
rigs par ’gyur te, ’dod chags skye ba’i rkyen gyi (P#41904) khyad par bdag tu lta ba
dang, tshul bzhin (P2665-2) ma yin pa yid la byed pa dang ldan pa’i phyir ro.

1 So, for this reason, it would be apt to say that a speaker like me is impassioned,
because he is endued with misguided thought in the form of a belief that the self
exists, which is a special cause for the arising of passion.

I So for that reason it would be correct to say “a speaker like me is impassioned,”

provided that he is endowed with disorderly thinking in the form of belief in a self,

which is the specific causal factor through which passion arises.

§ copula: overt: pleonastic: subjectless

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ apposition: first NP3 to second NP3

§ intra-s anaphora

88 The Tibetan also has “iti” following “ragi” and construes ablative clause as the reason why it would be
correct to make the statement.

88 Karnakagomin [p.55, last line] says that “atmadar§andyoniSomanaskara” may be construed either as a
dvandva or as a karmadharaya samasa. The Tibetan translators construe it as a dvandva samasa and have
“ragotpattipratyayavi§esena” in simple apposition to it.

12.32  G10.12; P178.23

tadapy aparthako vacanodaharah. tasmad vipakse ’drstir ahetuh.
[S [ADV tada [PRT api ] ] [VP O [AP1 aparthakah ] ] [NP1s (vacana<udaharah) ] ]
[S [CNJ tasmat ] [NP1s [NP7 vipakse ] (a-drstih) ] [VP O [NP1 (a-hetuh) ] ] ]

de’i tshe yang smra ba dpe brjod pa ni don med de, de’i phyir mi mthun pa’i phyogs la
ma mthong ba ni gtan (P#4100-5) tshigs su mi rung ngo.

1 Even then the example of speech is pointless. Therefore, non-observation <of the
ground> in the vipaksa does not provide grounds <for inference>.

I Even in that case, citing the example of the act of speaking is of no use; therefore,
non-observation [of the evidence] in a dissimilar subject does not count as evidence.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

13 G10.13; P179.1 D266b.2

na cadarsanamatrena vipakse *vyabhicarita
sambhavyavyabhicaratvat sthalitandulapakavat.
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[S [ADV na ] [CNIJ ca ] [NP3 ((a-dar§ana)<matrena) [NP7 vipakse | ] [NP1s
(a-vyabhicarita) | [NPS ((sambhavya<vyabhicara)B-tvat) | [
((((sthali<tandula)<paka)-vat)) ] ]

mi mthun phyogs la ma mthong ba. tsam gyis "khrul pa med pa min.
’khrul pa srid pa (P26623) can nyid phyir. phru ba’i *bras ni tshos pa bzhin.

1 No non-deviation <of something> obtains through <its>> mere non-observation in
the vipaksa, because <its> deviation is possible, as is exemplified by the cooking of
rice in a pot.

I And it is not that the [evidence’s] not being erratic is [established] through nothing
more than its not being observed in a dissimilar subject, because its being erratic is
possible like the cooking of rice in a cauldron.

§ possible donkey anaphora: see previous comment.

§ bv cpd:

§ null anaphora: K56.8-9 treats NP5 cpd as a bv cpd, which is otherwise unmotivated

88 Tibetan treats sambhavya-vyabhicara as a bv cpd.

13.1 G10.15: P179.03

na hi bahulam pakvadarsane ’pi sthalyantargamanamatrena pakah sidhyati.
vyabhicaradar§anat.

[S [ADV na ] [CNJ hi ] [AC [NP7 [ADV bahulam ] (pakva<darsane) | [PC7 O [PRT
api ] ] ] [NP3 ((sthali<antargamana)<matrena) ] [NP1s pakah ] [VP _ sidhyati ] [NP5
(vyabhicara<darsanat) ] ]

mang po zhig tshos pa mthong du ("¥4100-6) zin kyang phru ba’i nang du ’dug pa tsam
gyis tshos par mi ’grub ste, ’khrul pa mthong ba’i phyir ro.

1 For, even if <the grains of rice> are observed, for the most part, to be cooked,
<their> mere inclusion in the pot does not establish their being cooked, because of
the observation of deviation.

1 For even if one observes that [grains] are mostly cooked, it is not that the fact of

being cooked is established by nothing more than being inside the cauldron, because

one does observe aberrations.

8§ cpd intrusion: “bahulam” wrt “pakva” (Sanskrit reconstructed from Tibetan takes “bahulam” as a
secondary predicate)

88 “bahulam” and its counterpart in the Tibetan may be adverbs.

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within MC, except ADV, CNJ, and AC

§ possible null anaphora: argument to NP1s and argument of NP3
§ possible donkey anaphora: see previous comment.

13.2 G10.16; P179.03

evam tu syad evam svabhava etatsamanapakahetavah pakva iti.

D266b 19 Pk410b



G10 Verse 14 P179

[S [VP [AP evam ] [CNJ tu ] syat ] [S [NP1s (evam<svabhavah)-B [AP1
(((etat<samana)<paka)<hetavah)-B ] ] [VP O [AP1 pakvah | ] [PRT iti ] ] ]

’di 1tar ’di Ita bu’i rang bzhin la, ’di dang tshogs [= tshos] pa’i rgyu ’dra ba can dag ni
tshos (P26604) 56 zhes bya bar ni (7%4100-7) rung ngo.

7 But it might be the case that <grains> with the same nature and the same cooking
causes <as those which are uncooked> are cooked.

I But it may be that those [grains] having the same natural properties and having the
same causes of cooking as these [observed grains] are cooked.

§ copula: overt: pleonastic: subjectless

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ bv cpd: NP

§ possible cataphor: first “evam” ’s antecedent is second S

§§ Tibetan syntax confirms that antecedent for “evam” is second S. Tibetan embeds the second S: evam S2
iti syat.

§ unrecoverable denotation: for “evam” and “etat”

13.3 G10.17; P179.04

anyatha tu §esavad etad anumanam vyabhicari.

[S [ADV anyatha ] [CNJ tu ] [NP1s [AP1 Sesa-vat ] [AP1 etat ] anumanam ] [VP 0
[AP1 vyabhicari ] ] ]

de Ita ma yin na ni rjes su dpag pa de lhag ma dang ldan pa’i "khrul pa can yin no.
1 Otherwise, however, this inference, being deficient, is deviant.

I But otherwise this inference, being deficient, is erratic.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ counter-anaphora: anyatha

§ appositive reason: “Sesavat” wrt “vyabhicari”

§8 Tibetan apparently construes “anumana” as subject, “Sesavat vyabhicarin” as predicate.

134 9 G10.18; P179.06

kim punar etac Sesavat.

[S [ADV kim ] [CNJ punar ] [NP1s etat ] [VP O [AP1 Sesa-vat ] ] ]
yang lhag ma dang ldan pa zhes bya ba ’di ci zhig ce na.

1 Still, why is this <inference> deficient?

I But why is this [inference] deficient?

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
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14 G10.19; P179.07 Dp266b.4

yasyadar§anamatrena vyatirekah pradarsyate
tasya sam$ayahetutvac chesavat tad udahrtam.

[S [RC [NP6 yasya 1] [NP3 ((a-darS§ana)<matrena) 2] [NP1s _ vyatirekah ] [VP _
pradarSyate ] ] [NP5 [NP6 tasya 1] (samsaya<hetutvat) | [AP1 Sesa-vat | [NP1s tad ]
[VP _udahrtam ] ]

gang zhig ma mthong ba tsam gyis. ldog pa rab tu ston (P¥4100-8) pyed pa.
de ni the tshom rgyu yin phyir. de la (P266-5) Jhag ma 1dan zhes brjod.

1 It is called deficient, because that whose contra-concomitance is shown through
mere non-observation is grounds for doubt,

T That whose dissociation is shown through nothing more than non-observation is

called deficient, because it is a cause of uncertainty.

§ left extraposition from NP1s of NP6 (rel pron) within RC: i.e., WH movementP

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within RC, except extraposed NP6 (rel pron)

§ left extraposition from VP of API (secondary predicate) within MC, except RC and NP5

§ intra-s anaphora: “yat” construed with both “tat”. K (58.6-7) has a parallel where “yat” is construed with
second “tat”. K (57.2) links “yat” with only the first “tat”.

§ possible landing site violation: AP extraposition from predicate AP
§ secondary predication

141 G10.21; P179.09

sa tasya vyatireko na niscita iti vipakse vrttir asankyeta.
vyatirekasadhanasyadar§anamatrasya sam$ayahetutvat.

[S [NP1s [AP1 sah ] [NP6 tasya ] vyatirekah ] [ADV na ] [VP niscitah ] ]

[S [PRT iti ] [NP1s [NP7 vipakse ] vrttih ] [VP asankyeta ] [NP5 [NP6
(vyatireka<sadhanasya) ] [NP6 ((a-dar§ana)<matrasya) ] (samS$aya<hetutvat) ] |

de’i Idog pa de ni ma nges pas mi mthun pa’i phyogs la ’jug par the tshom za bar
*gyur te, 1dog pa sgrub pa ma mthong ba tsam (©"#411a-1) pj the tshom gyi rgyu yin
pa’i phyir ro.

1 The contra-concomitance belonging to it is not ascertained. So, one must be
uncertain < whether or not> the hetu occurs in the vipaksa, because the establishment
of contra-concomitance which consists in mere non-observation is grounds for doubt.

I Since its dissociation is ascertained, its residence in a dissimilar subject must be
called into doubt, because the method of establishing dissociation that consists of
nothing more than non-observation is a cause of uncertainty.

99,

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is previous correlative
§ appositive: NP6 wrt NP6
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14.2 G10.22; P179.10

na sarvanupalabdhir gamika.

[S [ADV na ] [NP1s [API sarva ] anupalabdhih ] [VP 0 [AP1 gamika ] ] ]
mi dmigs pa thams cad ni rtogs par byed pa ma yin no.

1 Not every <kind of> non-apprehension leads to knowledge.

I For not every non-apprehension is indicative.

88 P reads na hi sarvanupalabhir gamika. Tibetan confirms hi.

14.3 9 G10.23; P179.11

tasmad ekanivrttya ’nyanivrttim icchata tayoh kascit svabhavapratibandho apy
estavyah.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP3 e [PC3 [NP2 [NP3 (ekal <nivrttya) (anya2 <nivrttim) ] icchata
111 [NP1s [NP6 tayoh 1,2] [AP1 (kah-cit) ] (svabhava<pratibandhah) [PRT api ] ]
[VP _estavyah ] ]

de’i phyir gcig log (P2660-6) pas gzhan Idog par ’dod pas ni de gnyis rang bzhin
(Pk4l1a-2) *bre] pa *ga’ zhig kyang ’dod par bya dgos so.

1 Therefore, one who accepts the exclusion of one thing through the exclusion of
another must accept some natural relation also between them.

I Therefore, one admitting the ruling out of one thing through the ruling out of
another must also admit some natural connection between them.

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within MC, except CNJ
§ intra-s anaphora: split antecedent
88 Tibetan auxiliary verb dgos indicates necessity or compulsion.

144 G10.24; P179.12

anyatha ’gamako hetuh syat.

[S [ADV anyatha ] [AP1 (a-gamakah) ] [NP1s hetuh ] [VP _syat ] ]
de Ita ma yin na gtan tshigs go bar byed pa ma yin par ’gyur ro.

1 Otherwise, a ground would not lead to knowledge.

I Otherwise, evidence would be nonindicative.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§ counter-anaphora: anyatha
§ left extraposition from VP of AP1 within MC, except ADV
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15 G10.26; P179.13  D266b.6

hetos trisv api riipesu niScayas tena varnitah
asiddhaviparitarthavyabhicarivipaksatah.

[S [NP1s [NP6 hetoh ] [NP7 [AP7 trisu api ] ripesu ] niscayah ] [VP [NP3 tena ]
varnitah | [NP5 (((a-siddha)+(viparita <artha)+vyabhicari) <vipaksatah) ] ]

gtan tshigs kyi ni tshul gsum la’ang. de yis ma grub bzlog don dang.
(D2660.7, [Pk411a.3) *khry] pa can gyi gnyen por ni. nges pa brjod par mdzad pa yin.

1 Ascertainment of the ground in all three forms <i.e., that it satisfies all three
criteria> therefore is stated as hostile to any property which is unestablished,
contrary, or deviant.

I Therefore, ascertainment of all three characteristics is portrayed as an antidote to
what is unattested, has an opposite conclusion or is erratic.

§ discussed in Steinkellner (1988, p. 1429)

§8 Karnakagomin supplies “karanena” after “tena”

88 “api” after number in sense of “all” (Apte usage 4). Tibetan fails to reflect this usage.

§§ Karnakagomin says that the suffix fasi is used in sense of third case: vipaksatas = vipaksena. This use
of third case with “varnita” to indicate secondary predication is confirmed by the syntax of the Tibetan.

15.1 G10.28; P179.15

na hy asati pratibandhe ’nvayavyatirekani§cayo ’sti. tena tam eva dar§ayan ni§cayam
aha.

[S[ADV na ] [CNJ hi ] [AC [PC7 (a-sati) ] [NP7 pratibandhe | ] [NP1s
((anvaya+vyatireka)<niScayah) ] [VP asti ] ]

[S [CNIJ tena ] [NP1s e [PC1 [NP2 tam [PRT eva ] ] darSayan ]| ] [VP [NP2 niScayam ]
aha ] ]

“brel pa med par ni rjes su ’gro ba dang ldog pa nges pa med de, des na de nyid ston
par mdzad pa ni nges pa bshad pa yin no.

1 For there is no ascertainment of concomitance and contra-concomitance without a
relation. For this reason, to indicate the <relation> itself, one mentions
ascertainment.

I For there is no ascertainment of association and dissociation when there is no
connection. Therefore, pointing just that out, he mentioned ascertainment.

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP
§ inter-s anaphora
“eva”: “itself” (NP emphasis)
88 The Tibetans use one of two particles to render Sanskrit “eva”; nyid gives simple emphasis, while kho na
indicates restriction. Here the Tibetan has “de nyid” for “tam eva”.
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15.2 G11.01; P179.15

tatranvayasya ni§cayena viruddhatatpaksyanam nirasah.

[S [ADV tatra | [NP1s [NP3 [NP6 anvayasya ] niScayena ] [NP6
((viruddhal)+(tat] <paksanam)) ] nirasah ] [VP O] ]

(Pk4lla-4) de Ja rjes su ’gro ba nges pas ni *gal ba dang de’i phyogs dang mthun pa

rnams bsal (P267a-1) 1o,

1 Now, there is the rejection of contrary properties and ones like them <as grounds>
through ascertainment of concomitance.

I Concerning that, ascertainment of association eliminates [evidence] that is
incompatible and [evidence that is] similar thereto.

§ intra-s anaphora
8§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ emend “paksya” to “paksa” (Tibetan uses same translation here and below)

15.3 G11.02; P179.16

vyatirekasyanaikantikasya tat-paksasya ca Sesavadadeh.

[S [NP1s [NP3 [NP6 vyatirekasya ] E1 ] [NP6 [NP6 anaikantikasya 1] [NP6
(tatl <paksasya) ] [CNJ ca ] ] [NP6 (Sesa-vat-adeh) ] E2 ] ]

ldog pas ni ma nges pa dang de’i phyogs dang mthun pa lhag ma dang ldan pa la sogs
pa’o.

1 <And there is> the elimination of indecisive properties and ones like them, such as
deficient properties, <as grounds> through certainty about contra-concomitance.

I [Ascertainment] of dissociation [eliminates] ambiguous [evidence] and such things

as deficient [evidence that is] similar thereto.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E1 is head of NP3 in last clause; E2 is head of NP1s in last clause

88 The Tibetan translation handles the ellipsis of “vyatirekasya [niScayena]” by putting an instrumental case
marker after the word for “vyatireka”.

88 The Tibetan for “tatpaksasya” is the same as the Tibetan for “tatpaksyanam” in the preceding sentence.
Despite Gnoli’s appeal to the principle of lectio difficilior, there seems to reason to prefer his reading
(tatpaksya) over Pandeya’s (tatpaksa) in the preceding sentence.

88 Note that Karnakagomin offers definition here of Sesavad.

154 G11.03; P180.01

dvayor ity ekasiddhapratisedhah.
[S [NP1s [NP3 dvayoh [PRT iti ] ] ((eka<siddha)<pratisedhah) ] [VP O] ]
gnyi ga la zhes bya ba (P#411¢-5) pj gcig la grub pa dgag pa yin no.
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1 The expression “for both” prohibits establishment for <only> one.

I The expression “of both” is a denial of what is established by [only] one.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ unrecoverable citation

§8 Include note from Gnoli, citation from Prajiakaragupta, and comments of Karnakagomin (58.08) in
Haygil commentary.

15.5 G11.03; P180.01

prasiddhavacanena sandigdhayoh Sesavadasadharanayoh sapaksavipaksayor api.

[S [NP1s [NP3 (prasiddha<vacanena) ] [NP6 samdigdhayoh [AP6
(Sesa-vat+(a-sadharanayoh)) [NP7 (sapaksa+vipaksayoh) [PRT api ] ] ] JE ] ]

rab tu grub pa zhes smos pas mthun pa’i phyogs dang, mi mthun pa’i phyogs dag
(D267a-2) 15 Thag ma dang ldan pa dang, thun mong ma yin pa’i the tshom za ba dag
kyang (Pk411a.6) ngo.

1 The expression “established” prohibits doubtful properties which are deficient and
undistributed with respect to the sapaksa and vipaksa.

T The expression “attested” [denies] deficient or unique [evidence that is] dubious
concerning similar and dissimilar subjects.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E is head of cpd of the head of NP1s in last clause

§ unrecoverable citation

§8 Amazing trivium: this is the first of only three times that the word “sapaksa” occurs in the PVSV.
88 The Tibetan translation suggests a somewhat different analysis than that given at K58.09ff.

16 G11.05; P180.03 D267a.2

anyatha hy asati pratibandhe adarSana-matrena vyatireke
vyabhicari-vipaksena vaidharmya-vacanam ca yat.

[S [ADV anyatha ] [CNJ hi ] [AC [AC [PC7 (a-sati) ] [NP7 pratibandhe ] ] [NP7 [NP3
((a-darSana)<matrena) ] vyatireke ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP1s [NP3 (vyabhicari<vipaksena) ]
(vaidharmya<vacanam) [CNJ ca ] [AP1 yat ] ] ]

de Ita ma yin te “brel ba med par ma mthong ba tsam gyis 1dog na ni, "khrul pa can gyi
gnyen por ni, mi mthun chos brjod gang yin pa.

1 For otherwise, if contra-concomitance <is established> through mere
non-observation, without a relation, then the statement of contra-concomitance
<would be of no use> in excluding deviant properties.

1 For otherwise, if dissociation [is established] through nothing more than
non-observation, without a connection [between the evidence and what is established
through it], then the expression of dissimilarity [would be of no use] as an antidote to
erratic [evidence].
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§ apposition: AC wrt “anyatha”
§ incomplete sentence: K (58.15) supplies “tat aparthakam”
§ “ca” does not fit

16.1 G11.07; P180.5

yad aha. esa tavan nyayo yad ubhayam vaktavyam viruddhanaikantikapratipaksena iti.
sadharmyavacanam viruddhapratipaksena. vaidharmyavacanam
anaikantikapratipaksena.

[S [VP [NP2 yat ] aha ] [S [NP1s [AP1 esah [PRT tavat ] ] nyayah ] [S [CMP yat ]
[NP1s ubhayam ] [VP vaktavyam [NP3 ((viruddha+anaikantika)<pratipaksena) ] ] ]
[PRTiti ] ]]

[S [NP1s (sadharmya<vacanam) ] [VP E [NP3 (viruddha<pratipaksena) ] ] ]

[S [NP1s (vaidharmya <vacanam) ] [VP E [NP3 (anaikantika<pratipaksena) ] ] ]

re zhig ’gal ba dang ma nges pa’i gnyen por gnyi (P267a-3L,[Pk411a.7) o4 briod par bya
ba gang yin pa ’di ni rigs so zhes bshad pa gang yin pa ste, chos mi mthun pa smos pa
ni ma nges pa’i gnyen por ro.

T which he stated as follows: first, the rule is that both should be stated to exclude
contradicted and indeterminate properties: the statement of concomitance to exclude
contradicted properties; the statement of contra-concomitance to exclude
indeterminate properties.

T Which [Dignaga] stated as follows: “First, the rule is that both should be expressed

as an antidote to incompatible and ambiguous [evidence],” the expression of similarity

as an antidote to [evidence] incompatible [with the conclusion], the expression of

dissimilarity as an antidote to ambiguous [evidence].

88 Note in Haygil commentary that Gnoli traces this quotation to Nyayamukha.

§ incomplete sentence: gloss

§The second sentence does not occur in the Gnoli edition,§§ but is mentioned in a footnote as occurring in
one of his manuscripts. It is also missing in the Tibetan translation.

§ ellipsis (gapping): E is head of last VP in last clause ellipsis.

8§ E is head of last VP in last clause

Verse 16¢d

16.2 G11.10; P180.7

yady adrstiphalam tac ca
yadi tena vipakse darS§anam khyapyate.
tad anukte api gamyate.
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[S [S [CNJ yadi ] [VP O [AP1 ((a-drsti)<phalam)-B ] ] — [S [CNJ yadi ] [NP3 tena ]
[NP1s [NP7 vipakse ] (a-dar§anam) 1] [VP _khyapyate ] ]| — [NP1s tat 2] [CNJ ca ] ]
[NP1s tat 1] [AC [NP7 e 2] [PC7 (an-ukte) [PRT api ] ] ] [VP gamyate ] ]

gal te ma mthong ’bras can te, gal te des mi mthun pa’i chos la ma (Pk411a.8)

ba ston par byed na, de ma smos kyang rtogs par ’gyur.

mthong

T And if it <i.e., the statement of contra-concomitance>> is the result of
non-observation — if non-observation in the vipaksa is communicated by it, then it
<i.e., the non-observation> is known, even without <its> being stated.

I And if that [statement of dissimilarity] has the outcome of non-observation—that is,
if non-observation in a dissimilar subject is communicated by it—then that
[non-observation] is understood even if not stated.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ AC without overt subject

§ intra-s anaphora

§ inter-s anaphora

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within MC, except CNJ

§ inter-s anaphora

§ incomplete sentence: gloss

§8 Tibetan renders ‘adrstiphalam’ as bahuvrihi, which seems to make sense here.

16.3 G11.13; P180.10

na hi tasya prag darSanabhrantir ya vacanena nivartyeta.

[S [ADV na ] [CNIJ hi ] [NP6 tasya ] [ADV prak ] [NP1s (darS§ana <bhrantih) 1] [RC
[NP1s ya 1] [VP [NP3 vacanena ] nivartyeta | ] |

de la (P2672-4) snoon brjod pas log par *gyur ba mthong ba’i khrul pa gang yin pa ni
med do.

1 For there is no error in someone’s previous observation which might be excluded by
the statement <of contra-concomitance>.

1 For there is no error from previous observation of it that would be averted by the
expression [of dissimilarity].

8copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

8intra-s anaphora: link between “ya” and NP1s

Sunrecoverable denotation: “tasya” refers to any interlocutor (K 59.5); alternatively, antecedent is the
implicit agent of preceding “gamyate”

§8 K59.05 glosses “tasya” with “pratipadyasya”, that which is made communicated (rather than
interlocutor). So “tasya” expresses karman rather than kartr of “dar§ana”.

§cpd intrusion: NP6 and ADV wrt “dar§ana”

§8 The Tibetan translation is bizarre; it is difficult to see how it was arrived at.

164 G11.13; P180.10

smrtir vacadarSane kriyata iti cet.
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[S [NP1s smrtih [NP7 e 1] ] [VP [NP3 vaca [NP7 (a-darSane) 1] ] kriyate ] [CNJ iti
cet]]

gal te tshig gis ma mthong ba la dran par byed zhe na.

1 It might be argued that a statement of non-observation brings about a recollection
<sc., to that effect>.

I It might be argued that recollection of the non-observation is triggered by speech.

§implicit argument: Bhartrhari’s rule
88 Evidence of movement: Tibetan has “adar§ane” as object of “smrti” rather than of “vaca”.

16.5 G12.01; P180.10

dar§anam khalv apratiyamanam anangam iti yuktam tatra smaranadhanam. adar§anam
tu dar§anabhavah. sa darSanena badhyate.

[S [NP1s darsanam [ADV khalu ] [PC1 [VP (a-prattyamanam) | ] ] [VP O [AP1
(an-angam)-B ]]] [S [CNIJiti ] [VP O [AP1 yuktam [NP7 tatra ] ] ] [NP1s (smarana
<adhanam) ] ]

[S [NP1s (a-dar§anam) ] [CNJ tu ] [VP O [NP1 (darSana<abhavah) ] ]] [S [NP1s
sah ] [VP [NP3 dar§anena ] badhyate ] ]

(PEA116-1) mthong ba ma rtogs pa ni yan lag ma yin pas de la ni dran pa gzhag par rigs
na, ma mthong ba ni mthong ba med pa yin te, de la ni (P267¢-5) mthong bas gnod par
’gyur ro.

1 Certainly, an observation of which one is unaware is not a factor. So, the effecting of
arecollection is apt in this case <sc., the case of an observation>. But
non-observation is an absence of observation. It <sc., the absence of observation> is
contravened by observation.

I Surely an observation that is not being noticed is not a factor, so evoking a memory
is appropriate in that case. But non-observation is the absence of observation. It is
countered by observation.

§copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
8copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s
8inter-s anaphoras

§copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

16.6 G12.03; P180.12

tadabhave tu siddha eva ity aparthakam tatsiddhaye vacanam.

[S [AC [NP7 (tat<abhave) ] [PC7 0] ] [CNJ tu ] [NP1s E ] [VP [AP1 siddhah ] O
[PRT eva]]]
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[S[CNJiti ] [VP O [API1 aparthakam ] ] [NP1s [NP4 (tat<siddhaye) ] vacanam ] ]

de med na grub pa kho na yin pas de (FP*411-2)

med do.

grub par bya ba’i phyir brjod pa don

1 But if there is an absence of it <sc., observation>, then it <sc., the
non-observation> is indeed established. So, a statement to establish it <sc., the
non-observation> is pointless.

I But since [the absence of observation] is already established in the absence of that
[observation of the evidence in a dissimilar subject], an expression for the purpose of
establishing that [absence of observation] is of no use.
§ inter-s anaphora
§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate
“eva”: “indeed” (V emphasis): thus, covert copula
§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of previous clause
§8 All material in square brackets is supplied from Karnakagomin 59.10-15
§ inter-s anaphora

16.7 G12.04; P180.13

na vai anupalambhamanasya tavata na astiti bhavati tadartham vacanam iti cet.

[S [ADV na [PRT vai ] ] [NP6 e [PC6 anupalambhamanasya [NP2 e 1] ] 2] [NP3
tavata | [NP1s [S [NPlse 1] [ADV na ] [VPasti ] [PRT iti ] ] ] [VP bhavati ] ] [S [VP
0 [AP1 (tat2<artham)-B ] ] [NP1s vacanam ] [CNJ iti cet ] ] ]

gal te mi dmigs pa’i tshe de tsam gyis med do zhes bya ba ma yin pas de’i phyir brjod
do zhe na.

1 It might be argued that someone not apprehending something, to that extent, has not
<ascertained> that it does not exist. The statement <of vyatireka>> is for his sake.

I It might be argued that [a person], to the extent that he is not apprehending
something, has no [knowledge] that it is not present, so a statement is for his sake.

§ copula: overt: existential: unclear

§ left extraposition from VP of NP6 within its clause

§ possible clausal possession: treated as “for NP6”

§ intra-s anaphora: antecedent of “tavat” unclear.§§ Tibetan renders it as temporal adverb: “mi dmigs pa’i
tshe de tsam gyis”

§ valence: “anupalambhamana” seems to need an object

§ donkey anaphora: between null arguments

8§ “iti”: marks sentential subject

§ “iti”: K 59.17 supplies “niscaya”

17 G12.06; P180.14 Dp267a5

na ca nastiti vacanat tan nasty eva yatha yadi
nasti sa khyapyate nyayas tada nastiti gamyate
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[STADV na ] [CNJ ca][NP5 [S [NPlse 1] [ADV na ] [VP asti ] [PRT iti ] ] vacanat ]
[NP1s tat 1] [ADV na ] [VP asti [PRT eva ] ] [S [CNJ yatha ] [S [CNJ yadi ] [S [NP1s
e 2] [ADV na ] [VP asti ] ] [AP1 sah ] [VP khyapyate ] [NP1s _ _nyayah ] ] [CNJ tada
] [NP1s [S [NP1s e 2] [ADV na ] [VP asti ] [PRT iti ] ] ] [VP gamyate ] ] ]

med ces bya ba i tshig gis kyang, de med kho na min gal te.
(D267a.6], [PR4116.3) §j Jtar med rigs de brjod na, de tshe med ces bya bar rtogs.

1 It is not the case that because of a statement that something does not exist it indeed
does not exist, so that, if the rule for something’s not existing is communicated, then it
is known that it does not exist.

I And it is not that something is not present owing to the act of stating that it is not
present. So, if the rule that it is not present is communicated, then it is understood that
it is not present.

§ left extraposition from NP1s of S within its clause, except CNJ

§ left extraposition from NP1s of AP1 within its clause, except CNJ and extraposed clause

§ donkey anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is covert subject of first “asti”
§ donkey anaphora: between null arguments “asti”

17.1 G12.08; P180.16

yady anupalabhamano nastiti na pratyeti vacanad api naiva pratyesyati. tad api hy
anupalambham eva khyapayati.

[S [S [CNJ yadi ] [NP1s e [PC1 anupalambhamanah [NP2 e 1] ] ] [VP [S [NP1se 1]
[ADV na ] [VP asti ] [PRT iti | ] [ADV na ] pratyeti | ] [S [NP5 vacanat [PRT api ] ]
[ADV na [PRT eva ] ] [VP E pratyesyati | ] ]

[S [NP1s tat [PRT api ] ] [CNJ hi ] [VP [NP2 anupalambham [PRT eva ] ]
khyapayati ] ]

gal te ma dmigs pas med do ces bya bar mi rtogs na brjod pas kyang mi rtogs pa kho
nar "gyur te, de yang mi dmigs pa kho na brjod par (©#4115-4) byed pa yin no.

1 If one who is not apprehending <something> does not believe that it does not exist,
then he will surely not believe it from a statement <to that effect> either. For it too
communicates mere non-apprehension.

1 If one who is not apprehending something does not believe that it is not present, then
surely he will also not believe it from an expression; even that communicates nothing
but non-apprehension.

§ copula: overt: existential: unclear

§ left extraposition from NP1s of S within its clause, except CNJ

§ left extraposition from NP1s of AP1 within its clause, except CNJ and extraposed clause
§ donkey anaphora: “'tat”’s antecedent is covert subject of first “asti”

§ donkey anaphora: between null arguments “asti”

§ yatha clause: result clause

§ ellipsis: E is iti-clause of previous clause
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88 What is the sense of “pratyesyati”? Tibetan “rtogs” usually means to understand, to realize, to be sure
§ copula: overt: existential: unclear

§ ellipsis: E is iti-clause of previous clause

§ donkey anaphora: between null arguments

§ valence: “anupalambhamana” seems to need an object

§ “eva”: emphatic after “na”

§ “api”: “either”

17.2  G12.09; P180.17

na caikanupalambho 'nyabhavam sadhayaty atiprasangat.

[S [ADV na ] [CNIJ ca ] [NP1s (eka<anupalambhah) ] [VP [NP2 (anya<abhavam) ]
sadhayati | [NP5 (ati-prasangat) | ]

gcig ma dmigs pas ni gzhan med pa sgrub (P267¢-7) par byed pa yang ma yin te, ha
(PkA11b-5) cang thal bar *gyur ba’i phyir ro.

1 And the non-apprehension of one thing does not establish the absence of something
else, because of <the latter> being unwarranted.

I And the non-apprehension of one thing does not establish the absence of something
else, because that is farfetched.

17.3 G12.10; P180.16

na ca tena nastiti vacanat tatha bhavaty atiprasangat.

[S[ADV na ] [CNJ ca ] [NP5 [NP3 tena ] [S [NPlse 1] [ADV na ] [VP asti ] [PRT iti
] ] vacanat ] [VP [ADV tatha] bhavati ] [NP1s e 1] [NP5 (ati-prasangat) ] ]

des med do zhes brjod pas kyang de Itar ’gyur pa ma yin te, ha cang thal bar *gyur ba’i
phyir ro.

1 Nor by his statement that something does not exist, does it become so, because of
<the latter> being unwarranted.

I Nor from the expression by him that it is not present does it become so, because that
is farfetched.

§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate

§ copula: overt: predicational: indeterminate

§ inter-s anaphora: “tatha” ’s antecedent is previous sentence

§ unrecoverable denotation: for “tena”; K 60.12 supplies Dignaga.
§ donkey anaphora: between null arguments

174 G12.11; P181.01

tat katham vaidharmyavacanenanaikantikapariharah.
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[S [CNIJ tat ] [ADV katham ] [NP1s [NP3 (vaidharmya<vacanena) ]
(anaikantika<pariharah) ] [VP O] ]

de bas na ji Itar chos mi mthun pa smos pas ma nges pa spangs pa yin.

1 How, then, does a statement of contra-concomitance exclude an indeterminate
<ground>?

1 In that case, how does one eliminate ambiguous evidence by stating dissimilarity?

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

17.5 G12.12; P181.01

tasmad vyavrttim icchata tatra nyayo vaktavyah yato ’sya vyavrttam iti bhavati.

[S [CNJ tasmat ] [NP3 [PC3 [NP2 [NP6 e 1] vyavrttim 2] icchata ] 4] [NP1s [NP7
tatra 2] nyayah 3] [VP __ vaktavyah ] [RC [NP5 yatah 3] [NP1s [NP6 asya 4] [S
[NP1se 1] [VP vyavrttam ] [PRT iti ] ] [VP bhavati ] ] ] ]

de Ita bas na ldog par *dod (P2676-1)

’gyur ba’i rigs (Pk411b.6)

pas de la gang gis na ’di la ldog pa zhes bya bar
pa brjod dgos so.

1 Therefore, one who maintains that something is excluded <from the vipaksa> must
state the rule for the exclusion, on account of which he has <ascertained> that it is
excluded.

I Therefore, one who acknowledges exclusion [of the evidence from dissimilar
subjects] must express the rule because of which [the knowledge] “it is excluded”
arises.

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within MC, except CNJ

§ intra-s anaphora

§ NP3 is antecedent for “asya”; K (60.16) supplies “pratipadyasya”

§8as above, this could mean “that which is to be explained or discussed” rather than “he who must be
convinced”.

§ null subject: its denotation is “sadhanam” according to K (60.17)

§ possible donkey anaphora

§ left extraposition from VP of NP6 within RC

§ copula: overt: existential : NP1s VP (possession)

8§ “iti”’: marks sentential subject

§ “iti”: K 60.17 supplies “niscaya”

17.6 9G12.14; P181.03

nanu tadabhave 'nupalambhat siddha vyavrttih.

[S [CNJ nanu ] [NP5 [AC [NP7 (tatl <abhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP6 e 1] anupalambhat ]
[VP O [AP1 siddha ] ] [NP1s [NP6 e 1] vyavrttih ] ]

de med pa la mi dmigs pas ldog pa grub pa ma yin nam zhe na.
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1 Is not something’s exclusion established from its non-apprehension when it <sc.,
the sadhya> is absent?

1 Is it not the case that, when something is absent, its exclusion is established from
non-apprehension?

§ unrecoverable denotation: for “tat”; K (60.18) supplies “sadhya”
88 Donkey anaphora?

18 G12.15; P181.04 Dp267p1

yady adrstya nivrttih syac chesavad vyabhicari kim.

yatha pakvany etani phalani evamrasani va ripavisesad ekasakhaprabhavatvad va
upayuktavad iti.

[S [S [CNJ yadi ] [NP1s [NP3 (a-drstya) ] nivrttih ] [VP syat ] ] [S [NP1s Sesa-vat ]
[VP O [AP1 vyabhicari ] ] [ADV kim ] [S [CNJ yatha ] [VP O [AP1 pakvani ] ] [NP1s
[API etani ] phalani ] [AP1 (evam<rasani)-B [CNJ va ] ] [NP5 (riipa<(a-visesat)) ]
[NP5 ((eka<$akha)<prabhavatvat) [CNJ va ] ] [ (upayukta-vat) ] ] [PRT iti ] ] ]

gal te ma mthong bas 1dog ’gyur, ci ste lhag ldan "khrul can yin. dper na bras bu ’di
dag ni smin (P2670:2], [PE4116.T) na°am 1o *di bro ba yin te, gzugs khyad par med pa’i
phyir ram, gcig las skyes pa’i phyir, zos ba dang *dra’o zhes bya ba Ita bu’o.

1 If there were exclusion through non-observation, then why is a deficient
<inference> deviant, as when these fruits are ripe or have such and such a flavor
because they have the same color or grew from the same branch as those which were
eaten?

1 If dissociation [of the evidence from dissimilar subjects] were due to
non-observation, then why is a deficient [inference] erratic? For example, [one says]
“this fruit is ripe or has the same flavor, because there is no difference in visible
properties or because they originated on the same branch as those which were eaten.”

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ disjunction

§ possible ellipsis

§ vat phrase

§ yatha clause: introduces an instance (“as when”)

§ Note that the protasis in the verse is not accurately formulated. It should say: “if exclusion were
established through non-observation”.

§§ Variant readings: P has “upabhukta” for G’s “upayukta”; see G’s footnote. P omits “iti”. Tibetan
supports the “iti” in G. Tibetan omits word for “Sakha”.

18.1 G12.17; P181.06

atrapi vivaksitasesapaksikarane hetoh sadhyabhave 'nupalambho ’stiti katham
vyabhicarah.
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[S [NP7 atra [PRT api ] ] [AC [NP7 ((vivaksita<(a-Sesa))<(paksi-karane)) ] [PC7 O ]
] [NP1s [NP6 hetoh ] [AC [NP7 (sadhya<abhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] anupalambhah ] [VP
asti ] ]

[S[CNJiti ] [ADV katham | [NP1s vyabhicarah ] [VP O] ]
’di 1a yang brjod par *dod pa ma lus pa phyogs su byas na (P¥4110:8) bsarub par bya ba
med pa la gtan tshigs mi dmigs pa yod pas (P267%-3) ji Itar *khrul pa yin.

1 Even here, when all <else> of what is intended is made the paksa, there is
non-apprehension of the grounds in the absence of the sadhya. So, how is there
deviation?

1 In this case, too, when the entirety of what is intended is made the subject of an
inference, there is non-apprehension on account of an absence of the evidence with
the establishable [property], so how is there errancy?

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora: “atra”’s antecedent is example in last “yatha” phrase
§ “api”: “even” because the example argument is a patently bad inference
§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

18.2 €G12.19; P181.07

pratyaksabadhasankavyabhicara ity eke.

[S [S [VP O [NP1 ((pratyaksa<badha)<asanka) ] ] [NP1s vyabhicarah ] [PRT iti ] ]
[NPlseke ] [VPO]]

kha cig na re mngon sum gyis gnod par dogs pa’i "khrul pa ma yin no zhes zer ro.

1 Some say that deviation consists in uncertainty as to whether or not there might be a
contravening perception.

I Some people say that errancy consists in doubt about being countered by sensation.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§8Variant readings: t follows P’s reading: pratyaksabadhasanka vyabhicara. § follows G’s reading:
pratyaksabadhasarikavyabhicarah. Tibetan supports G in reading this as a compound but suggests the
analysis pratyaksabadhasanka-avyabhicarah, which is not supported by K61.11. K supports G and
analyses it as a karmadharaya compound.

§§ According to K, this passage refers to the view of I§varasena.

18.3 G12.19; P181.07

na. paksikrtavisaye "bhavat.
[S [ADV na ] E [NP5 [NP7 ((paksi-krta)<visaye) | [NP5 e ] abhavat | ]

ma yin te phyogs su (7#412¢-1) byag pa’i yul la med pa’i phyir ro.
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1 <This is> not <so> because there is none <i.e., no contravening perception> for
an object taken as a paksa.

I This is not so, because [being contravened by sensation] is absent in the case of the
subject matter that has been made the subject of inference.

§ ellipsis: E is embedded S in last clause

§ intra-s anaphora: antecedent of e is “pratyaksajbadha” in G12.19

§ K61.14 explains that the subject of an inference is always something that is beyond the range of the

senses, and therefore there cannot be a sensation of it: paksikrto yo visayah paroksas tatra
pratyaksabadhaya abhavat.

184 G12.20; P181.07

kadacid bhaved iti cet.
[S [ADV (kada-cit) ] E [VP bhavet ] [CNJ iti cet ] |
ci ste gal te na ’gyur ro zhe na.

1 It might be argued that at some <other> time there could be <a contravening
perception>.

I It might be argued that it may arise at some time.

§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E is E of last clause

§8unclear: what such times might be like: K (61.15) also unclear: na pravrttena pratyaksena badhasarka
kintu kaddacid gandhapratyaksabadhapaksa iti cedaha.

18.5 G12.20; P181.08

tatha Sankayam atiprasangah. anyatrapy abhavaniyamabhavat.

[S [AC [PC7 O [ADV tatha ] ] [NP7 asankayam ] ] [NP1s (ati-prasangah) ] [VP O ]
[NP5 [NP7 anyatra [PRT api ] ] [NP6 e ] ((abhava<niyama)<abhavat) | ]

de Ita bus dgos (= dogs) na ha cang thal bar ’gyur te, gzhan la yang med par (P2670-4)
nges pa med pa’i phyir ro.

1 If the uncertainty is of this kind, unwarranted conclusions obtain, because there is no
restriction that there be no contravening perception also in cases other <than the
paksa>.

I In such a case when there is expectation there is a farfetched conclusion, because
there is no restriction of the absence [of sensations that counter the evidence]
elsewhere.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ inter-s anaphora: “tatha”’s antecedent is “kadaa-cit” (K61.16)

§ intra-s anaphora: antecedent of e is “pratyaksajbadha” in G12.19

§8 Variant reading in P: rathasarnkayamatiprasango 'nyatrapyabhavaniyamabhavat. Tibetan supports G.
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K61.15-17: tatha kadacit pratyaksabadha bhaved ity asankayam atiprasangah.
yasmad anyatra bhimate hetau pratyaksabadhaya abhavaniyamabhavat. na hi
sambandha[na]bhyupagame parasya badhasanka nivarttata iti bhavah.

18.6 G12.21; P181.08

vrttam pramanam bhadhakam. avrttabadhane sarvatranasvasah.
[S [NP1s [API vrttam ] pramanam ] [VP O [AP1 badhakam ] ] ]

[S [AC [NP7 a-(vrtta<badhane) ] [PC7 0] ] [VP O [NP7 sarvatra ] ] [NP1s
(an-asvasah) ] ]

tshad ma (FP¥4124:2) zhygs pa gnod par byed pa yin gyi, ma zhugs par gnod na ni

thams cad la yid brtan du med do.

1 An actual epistemic cognition is a contravener. If there is no contravention by an
actual <epistemic cognition>, then there is no confidence with respect to any
<ground yielding knowledge>.

I Actual knowledge is the means of countering. If the means of countering is through
what is not actual, then there is no guarantee anywhere [that is, there is no certainty
that any evidence yields knowledge].

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ negative polarity: “sarvatra”

88 Tibetan syntax suggests that “avrtta” patient rather than agent or instrument of “badhane”, but K61.19
does not support this construal.

K61.18-21: tasmat pratibandhan abhyupagamavadina vrttam pramanam badhaka
mestavyam. avrttabadhane ’pravrttenaiva pramanena badhane sarvatranasvasah
sarvatra hetau na syadasvaso gamakatvaniScayah. badhakasya Samkyamanatvat.
naivam pratibandhavadinah sarvatra heavanasvasah sadhyapratibaddhe hetau
badhakasamkaya apyabhavat.

18.7 € G12.22; P181.10

vyatirekas tu siddha eva sadhanam iti tathabhavani§cayam apeksate.
[S [NP1s vyatirekah [CNIJ tu ] [AP1 siddhah ] [PRT eva] ] [VP O [NP1 sadhanam ] ] ]
[S [CNIiti ] [VP [NP2 ((tatha<bhava)<niScayam) ] apeksate ] ]

Idog pa ni grub pa kho na bsgrub pa yin te, de’i phyir de lta bu’i ngo bo ni nges pa la
Itos so.

7 But only established contra-concomitance establishes <anything>. So, one requires
ascertainment that such is the case.

I But only a dissociation that is established is a method of establishing [something
further]; therefore, one requires ascertainment of such a nature.

D267b 36 Pk412a



G13 Verse 18 P181

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

. <

§ ”eva”: “only” (semantic restriction on NP denotation)
§ inter-s anaphora: subject’s antecedent is NP1s of last clause
§ “tatha”’s antecedent is NP1 of last clause

K62.02-05: nanu pratibandhabalat sadhyabhave hetor vyatireke sati sattamatrena
vyatireko gamakah syad ity ata aha. vyatirekas tv ity adi. hetor yo vipaksad
vyatirekah sa siddha eva niscita eva sadhanam. iti hetos tathabhavaniScayam
sadhyabhave yo hetvabhavas tanni§cayam

18.8 G12.23; P181.10

anupalambhat tu kvacid abhavasiddhav apy apratibaddhasya tadabhave
sarvatrabhavasiddheh. samsayad avyatireko vyabhicarah Sesavatah.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP5 anupalambhat ] [CNJ tu ] [NP7 (kva-cit) ] (abhava<siddhau) [PRT
api ] ] [PC7 0] ] [NP5 [NP5 [NP6 (a-pratibaddhasya) [NP7 e 1] ] [AC [NP7

(tatl <abhave) [AP7 sarvatra ] ] [PC7 0 ] ] (abhava<(a-siddheh)) ] samsayat | [VP O ]
[NP1s [NP1 (a-vyatirekah) ] vyabhicarah [NP6 Sesa-vatah ] ] |

mi (Pk412a.3) g (D267b.5)

dmigs pa’i sgo nas ni ’ga’ zhi la med pa grub pa zin kyang
"brel pa med pa ni de med kyang thams cad la med pa mi grub pas, the tshom za ba’i
phyir ldog pa med pa ni lhag ma dang Idan pa’i "khrul pa yin no.

1 But a deficient property’s deviation is <known to consist in>
non-contra-concomitance, since, even if an absence is established in some instance
from non-apprehension, <nonetheless> doubt remains because there is no
establishment of the absence of what is unrelated <to the sadhya> in every instance
of its absence.

I But the errancy of defective [evidence] that lacks dissociation is due to uncertainty,
since, even if absence is in some case established by means of non-apprehension,
when that which has no [natural] connection [with the establishable property] is
absent someplace, there is no establishing that it is absent in every case.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ cpd intrusion: NP7 wrt “abhava”; NP6 wrt “abhava”; second AC wrt “abhava”;

§ past participle used as noun

§ unrecoverable denotation: for “tat”; K (62.9) supplies “sadhya”
§ donkey anaphora

Verse 18¢

18.9 G13.01; P181.12 D267b.5

kim ca
vyatireky api hetuh syan.
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nedam niratmakam jivacchariram apranadimattvaprasangad iti.

[S [CNIJ kim ca ] [NP1s vyatireki [PRT api ] ] [VP [NP1 hetuh ] syat ] [ [S [ADV na ]
[AP1 idam ] [VP O [AP1 (nih-atmakam) ] ] [NP1s _ (jivat<Sariram) 1] [NP5 [NP6 e 1]
(((a-((pranajadi)jmat))jtva)jprasangat) | ] [PRT iti ] ] ]

(Pk412a.4) o7han yang, ldog pa can yang gtan tshigs *gyur. gson po’i lus *di ni bdag
med pa (P2670-6) ma yin te, srog la sogs pa dang ldan pa dang Idan pa ma yin pa nyid
du thal bar ’gyur ba’i phyir ro.’

1 Moreover, an uninstantiated <property> also would be a hetu, as <exemplified in
the inference to the effect that> this living body is not soulless because of the absurd
consequence of its not having such things as breath.

I Moreover, even a negative property would be evidence, [as in] “This living body is
not lacking a self, since that would entail its being without breath.”

§ left extraposition from NP1s of AP1 within clause, except ADV
§ intra-s anaphora

=%

§ yatha phrase: “yatha” phonetically null

§ protasis: G12.15 (i.e., beginning of v 20)

§ This argument is given by Uddyotakara at NS 1.1.5, 1.1.35
§ This argument is further discussed by Dharmakirti

§ G 154.21 ff; PV 4.194, PV 4.205-10 (Ono 1999 sec 2.2.2)
§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

18.10 G13.03; P181.14

niratmakesu ghatadisu drstesu pranadyadarS§anat tannivrttyatma-gatih syat.

[S [NPS5 [NP7 [AP7 (nih-atmakesu) ] (ghata-adisu) [AP7 (drsta+(a-drstesu)) ]
((prana-adi);(a-darSanat)) ] [NP1s [NP3 (tatjnivrttya) ] (atmajgatih) ] [VP syat]] ]

bdag med (FP¥4124-5) pa bum pa la sogs pa mthong ba dang ma mthong ba dag la srog
la sogs pa ma mthong ba’i phyir ro. de las Idog pas bdag yod par rtogs pa’i phyir ro.

1 Because of the non-observation of such things as breath in such things as pots, both
observed and unobserved, there would be knowledge of <the existence of> the soul
through such exclusion.

I Because breath and so forth is not observed in water-jugs and other things that lack a
self, whether or not they are observed, there would be knowledge of a self [in a living
body] through its contrast with that [absence of breath].

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphora: “tat” has no constituent as antecedent

86 Tibetan translation does not conform to Sanskrit. It suggests a reading such as “niratmakesu ghatadisu
drstadrstesu pranadyadarsanat. tannivrttya atmagateh” as in Sankrtyayana’s reconstruction (S62.07).
This reading is not supported by any of the MSS or by Karnakagomin’s commentary.

2 Delete second dang Idan pa.
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K62.16-20: tatha hi niratmakesvatmarahitesu ghatadisu drstadrstesu
pranadyadarsanat pranapanonmesanimesadarsanat. drstesu
svabhavanupalambhenaivadar§anam pranadinam upalabdhilaksanapraptatvat.
adrstesv api tajjatiyataya. tena nairatmyam pranadyabhavena vyaptam.
jivaccharire tu tannivrttya pranadimattvabhavanivrttya nairatmasya
nivrtteratmagatih syat.

18.11 G13.04; P181.15

adr§yanupalambhad abhavasiddhau ghatadinam nairatmyasiddheh pranader anivrttih.
[S [NP5 [AC [VP O [NP5 ((a-drSya)<anupalambhat) | ] [NP7 (abhava<(a-siddhau)) ]
] [NP6 (ghata-adinam) 2] (nairatmya<(a-siddheh) ] [NP1s [NP6 (prana-adeh) ] [NP5
e 2] (a-nivrttih) 2] [VP 0] 1]

bltar (P2670-7) mi bya ba mi dmigs pas med pa ma (©#412¢-6) gryb na, bum pa la sogs
pa bdag med par ma grub pa’i phyir srog la sogs pa ldog pa med do.

1 If the absence of something unobservable is not established from its not being
observed, then, because the soullessness of such things as pots is not established, such
things as breath is not excluded <from them either>.

I Given that there is no establishing an absence on the basis of non-apprehension of
what is unobservable, there is no establishing that such things as water-jugs have no
selfs; therefore, there is no ruling out such things as breath.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ cpd intrusion: NP6 wrt “nairatmya”

§ negation scope: “a” entire AC

§ donkey anaphora

K62.20ft: adrSyetyadi. adr§yasyatmano 'nupalambhad ghatadisv
abhavaprasiddhau ghatadinam nairatmyasiddheh karanan niratmakat pranader
anivrttih. pranadyabhavena sandigdhasya nairatmyasyapy asiddhir iti yavat.

18.12 G13.05; P181.16

abhyupagamat siddham iti cet.
[S [NP5 abhyupagamat | [NP1s e ] [VP O [AP1 siddham ] ] [CNJ iti cet ] ]
gal te khas blangs pa’i phyir ’grub po zhe na.

1 It might be argued that it is established on account of <their, i.e., Buddhists’> basic
beliefs.

I It might be argued that it is established as a result of being an accepted belief.

§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate
§ null subject: its denotation nairatmyam according to K (63.1)

K63.01: bauddhena nairatmyam abhyupagatamato *bhyupagamanniratmakatvam
ghatadeh siddham iti cet.
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18.13 G13.06; P181.16

katham idanim atma-siddhih.

[S [ADV katham ] [ADV idanim ] [NP1s (atma<siddhih) ] [VP 0] ]
da ni ji Itar na bdag ’grub.

1 Now how is there the establishment of <the existence of> the soul?

1 In this case, how is a self established?

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

K63.03-05: yadi bauddhabhyupagamah pramanam katham idanim atmasiddhir
jivacchartre. tad api bauddhena niratmakam istam. jivaccharire
nairatmyabhyupagamo "pramanakas tato ’syatma sadhayata iti.

18.14 G13.06; P181.17

parasya apy apramanika katham nairatmyasiddhih.

[S [NP6 parasya [PRT api ] ] [VP 0 [AP1 (a-pramanika) ] ] [ADV katham ] [NP1s _
(nairatmya<(siddhih) ] ]

gzhan bdag med (7#412¢-7) pa tshad ma ma yin pa yang ji Itar *grub par (P2068¢.1)
‘gyur.

1 How is the establishment of soullessness in the other cases too non-epistemic?

I Why is the establishment of not having a self not authoritative in another case as

well?

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ left extraposition from NP1s of NP6 within MC

§ cpd intrusion of NP6 wrt “nairatmya”

88 Tibetan: How does that which is not a source of knowledge of selflessness of another thing become an
establishment?

§§ the Tibetan translation construes “parasya” with “pramannika”

K63.05-06: yady evam parasyapi jivaccharirad anyasyapi ghatader apramanika
katham nairatmyasiddhih. na hi bauddhasyabhyupagamah kvacit pramanam
kvacin neti.

18.15 G13.07; P181.17

abhyupagamena ca satmakanatmakau vibhajya tatrabhavena gamakatvam kathayata
agamikatvam atmani pratipannam syat. nanumeyatvam.

khas blangs pas ni bdag dang bcas pa dang, bdag med pa dag rnam par phye nas de la
med pas rtogs par byed pa nyid yin par brjod par (P#412¢-8) pyed pas kyang, bdag lung
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las byung ba nyid du khas blangs par *gyur gyi, rjes su (2208¢:2) dpag par bya ba ni
ma yin no.

[S [NP3 e [PC3 [GC [NP3 abhyupagamena ] [CNJ ca ] [NP2
((sa-atmaka)+(an-atmakau)1) ] vibhajya | [NP3 [NP7 tatra 1] [NP6 e 2] abhavena ]
[NP2 [NP6 e 2] [NP7 e 3] gamakatvam | kathayata ] ] [NP1s agamikatvam ] [VP
[AP1 _ [NP7 atmani 3] pratipannam ] syat | ] [S [ADV na ] [NP1s anumeyatvam ] E ]

1 And one who distinguishes between what has a soul and what does not have a soul
by means of his tradition and asserts a property to lead to knowledge of it on account
of its absence among things with no soul, must acknowledge that <his claim that the
soul exists> is based on tradition, not inference.

I Moreover, one who uses his accepted beliefs to distinguish between what has a self

and what lacks a self and declares something to be indicative of it in virtue of absence
would be admitting about the self that it is based on tradition, not that it is something

that can be inferred.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ left extraposition from VC (AP1) of NP3 within MC

§ donkey anaphora: shared by “abhava” and “gamakatva”
§ constituent negation: clause terminal (ellipsis)

K63.06-10: kim cabhyupagamena kevalena satmakanatmakau vibhajya
ghatadayah parenasmabhis$canatmaka abhyupagatah. jivacchariram satmakam
asmabhir abhyupagatam tvaya tu niratmakam evam vibhajya tatra niratmakesu
pranadinam abhavenatmavisaye gamakatvam kathayata parenagamikatvamatmani
pratipannam nanumeyatvam.

18.16 G13.09; P181.18

tasmad adar§ane *py atmano nivrttyasiddheh nasti kutascit nivrttih.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP5 [AC [NP7 (a-darSane) [PRT api ] [NP6 atmanah 1] ] [VP 0] ]
[NP6 e 1] (nivrtti<(a-siddheh)) ] [VP [ADV na ] asti ] [NP1s [NP5 (kutah-cit) ]
nivrttih ] ] ]

de Ita bas na ma mthong du zin kyang bdag ldog pa ma grub pa’i phyir ro.

1 Therefore, because, even though there is no observation of the soul, there is no
establishment of the soul’s exclusion <either>, <so> there is no exclusion <of it>
from anything.

I Therefore, since there is no establishing that the self is ruled out even when there is
no observation of it, there is no ruling it out from anything.

§ copula: overt: existential: VP NP1s

§ Variant readings: P follows Malvania. G reads “tasmad adarSane ’py atmanonivrttyasiddheh”, ommitting
“nasti kutascin nivrttih.” K supports P.

§§ “atmanonivrttyasiddheh” in G seems clearly to be a mere typographical error. K supports P. And Tibetan
suggests ““. . . atmano nivrttyasiddheh” or “. .. atmanivrttyasiddheh”, thus supporting P.

8§ Tibetan omits “nasti kutascin nivrttih,” thus supporting G.
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K63.10-13: tasmad atmano ghatadavadar$ane ’py adr§yasvabhavasyatmano
nivrttyasiddher nasti kutascin niratmakat pranader nivrttir ity agamakatvam. evam
tavan naivatmanah kutascin nivrttih siddha. abhyupagamya ticyate.

18.17 G13.10; P181.19

tannivrttau kvacin nivrttav api pranadinam apratibandhat. sarvatra nivrttyasiddher
agamakatvam

[S [AC [AC [NP7 (tatl <nivrttau) ] [VP O ] ] [NP7 (kva-cit) ] [NP7 nivrttau [PRT api ]
[NP6 (prana-adinam) 2] ] [VP 0 ] ] [NP5 [NP6 e 2] [NP7 e 1] (a-pratibandhat) ] [NP7
sarvatra | [NP6 e 2] (nivrtti<(a-siddheh) ] [NP1s [NP6 e 2] [NP7 e 1] a-gamakatvam ]
[VPO]]

(PE412b-1) > 05° 7hig la de log ste, srog la sogs la log kyang ’brel pa med pa’i phyir,

thams cad las Idog pa mi ’grub pas rtogs par byed pa ma yin pa nyid do.

1 The soul does not lead to knowledge of breath, since, even if, in some <particular>
case, when the soul is excluded breath is excluded, there is no establishment of
exclusion <of the soul> in every case, because the soul has no relation to breath.

I Even though breath is denied in some cases when that [scil. the self] is denied, there
is no establishing that it is ruled out everywhere, because it has no connection [with
the self]; therefore, it is not indicative.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is *“atma”
§ intra-s anaphora

K63.13-15: tannivrttav apy atmanivrttav api kvacid iti drste ghatadau nivrttav api
pranadinam apratibandhad atmana saha sambandhabhavat. sarvatradrstesv api
ghatadisv atmanivrttya pranadinam nivrttyasiddheh sandigdhavyatirekitvad
agamakatvam.

Verse 18d

18.18 €G13.12; P182.01 D268a.3

yapy asiddhiyojana tatha sapakse sann asann ity evamadisv api yathayogam
udaharyam ity evamadika. sapi

na vacya ’siddhiyojana.

anupalambha eva sams$ayat. upalambhe tadabhavat.

[S [RC [NP1s [AP1 ya [PRT api ] ] ((a-siddhi)<yojana) ] [VP O [AP1 [S [ADV tatha ]
[S [VP O [API [S [PC1 [VP [NP7 sapakse ] san ] ] [PC1 [VP E (a-san) ] ] [PRT iti ] ]
[NP7 (evam<adisu) [PRT api ] ] [ADV (yatha<yogam) ] udaharyam ] ] [PRTiti ] ]
(evam<adika) ] ] [AP1 sa [PRT api ] ] [ADV na ] [VP 0 [AP1 vacya ] [NP1s _
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((a-siddhi)<yojana) ] [NP5 [AC [NP7 anupalambhe [PRT eva ] ] [VP 0 ] ] sam§ayat
1] [NP5 [AC [NP7 upalambhe ] [VP 0] ] (tatl <abhavat) ] ] ]] ]

(D268a-3) gang yang ma grub pa’i sbyor ba be bzhin (©#41202) du mthun pa’i phyogs
la yod pa dang, med pa zhes bya ba la sogs pa la yang ci rigs par brjod par bya’o zhes
bya ba de Ita bu la sogs pa. ma grub sbyor ba de yang brjod bya min. mi dmigs pa
kho nar zad na (P¥4126-3) the tshoms za ba’i phyir te, (?265%-4) dmigs na de med pa’i
phyir ro.

1 <Dignaga> would not have set out his treatment of certain properties as
unestablished in the way he did, as where he says that “it is to be stated appropriately
with regard to such things as existing and not existing in the sapaksa”, because when
there is mere non-apprehension, there is doubt, and when there is apprehension, there
is none.

I The application of a disestablishment, which [is explained] in [a passage of
Dignaga’s Nyayamukha] beginning thus: “it should be stated according to the
occasion as in the passage that begins ‘present and absent in a similar subject,
cannot be said, since there is uncertainty when there is mere non-apprehension,
because that [uncertainty] is absent when there is apprehension.

L)

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s
“eva”: “mere” (semantic restriction on NP connotation)
§ left extraposition from NP1s of AP1 within MC, except RC
§ intra-s anaphora
§ asyndeton: between two final NP5s; K (64.1) treats second as reason for first.
§ protasis: G12.15 (beginning of v20)
§ A clearer explanation for the claim in MC is provided by M (265.15ff)
§§ Variant reading: G “evamadika”; P evam adi.

K63.16-64.03: adar§anamatrad vyatirekabhyupagame saty ayam aparo dosa ity
aha. yapity adi. ka punah setyaha. tatha sapakse sann ity adi. acaryasya cayam
granthah. tatra hy uktam paksadharmo vadiprativadiniscito grhyate. tenobhayor
anyatarasya casiddhasya sandigdhasyasryasiddhasya ca vyudasah. yatha ca
paksadharmani$cayena caturvidhasyasiddhasya vyudasas tatha sapakse sann
asann ity evamadisv apy anyavyatirekani§cayena nirastam asiddhajatam
anyatarasiddhadinam sapaksadisv asambhavat. yathayogam udaharyam ity aha.
sapi na vacya 'siddhiyojana.

tadvyacaste ‘nupalambha evety adi. apramanake "nupalambh eva sati hetor
vipakse sam§ayat. katham upalambhe tadasambhavat. vipakse hetor upalambhe
sati tasya sams$ayasyabhavat.

18.19 G13.15; P182.04

anupalambhac ca vyatireka iti sam§ayito anivaryah syat.

[S [S [VP 0 [NP5 anupalambhat ] ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s vyatirekah ] [PRT iti ] [S [NP1s
sams$ayitah ] [VP [AP1 (a-nivaryah) ] syat]]]]
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mi dmigs pa’i phyir 1dog go zhes bya bas na the tshom du gyur pa yang ma bzlog par
’gyur ro.

1 And a property whose contra-concomitance is in doubt would be unexcludable for
anyone thinking that it comes about from <mere> non-apprehension.

1 If one thinks that dissociation is due to non-apprehension, a dubious [dissociation]
would be inevitable.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§ “iti”: unclear

K64.03: tasmad anupalambhad dhetoh vipaksad vyatireka ity arthat
sandigdhavyatireko hetur ista eva. tasmat samsayito ’nivaryah. samsayena
visayikrtah samsayito vyatireko na varyah syat.

18.20 G13.16; P182.05

yathayogavacanad anivarita eveti cet.

[S [NP5 ((yatha<yoga)<vacanat) | [NP1s E ] [VP 0 [AP1 (a-nivaritah) [PRT eva ] ] ]
[CNJiticet]]

gal te ci rigs par zhes smos pa phyir ma ldog pa kho na yin no. zhe na.

1 It might be argued that it is indeed unexcluded because of the mention of
“respectively”.

I It might be argued that it is certainly not avoided by the expression “according to
circumstances.”

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of last clause

yyyyy

K64.06: yathayogam udaharyam ity ato yathayogavacanat samsayito "nivarita
eveti cet.

18.21 G13.17; P182.05

na. ya eva tiibhayaniscitavacityadivacanat.

[S [ADV na ] E [NP5 [S [NP1s yah [PRT eva] ] [CNJ tu ] [VP O [AP1
((ubhaya<niscita)<vaci) | ] [PRT iti ] ] (adi<vacanat) ] ]

(PE412b-4) ¢j yin te, brjod pa gang zhig gnyi ga la nges pa kho na zhes (P203¢-5) bya ba
la sogs pa ’byung ba’i phyir ro.

7 <This is> not <so>, because of the statement beginning “but only that which
mentions what is ascertained by both . ..”.
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I This is not so, because there is the statement beginning “but only that which
expresses [a triple-natured sign] ascertained by both [association and dissociation is a
method of establishing or a method of refutation].”

§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate

.

“eva”: “only” (semantic restriction on NP denotation)
§ ellipsis: E is the embedded clause in the last sentence; see K 64.07

K64.07-11: naitad evam. tadanantaram eva ya eva tiibhayaniscayavacityadi
vacanat. ya eva $§abda ubhayaniscitasya trairiipasyasiddhatvader vacakah sa eva
sadhanam diisanam na canyataraprasiddhasandigdhavaci punah
sadhanapeksanadityayam grantha ihodaharanam. anyatarasya vadinah prativadino
va. yo ’siddham sandigdham va vakti na sa sadhanam diisanam va.
sandigdhavyatirekani§cayaheturubhayorapi vipakse
sandigdhastasmattadabhidhanamasadhanam.

18.22 G13.18; P182.06

tenanupalambhe ’pi sam$ayad anivrttim manyamanah tatpratisedham aha.

[S [CNIJ tena ] [NP1s e [PC1 [VP [AC [NP7 anupalambhe [PRT api ] ] [VP O ] ] [NP5
sams$ayat | [NP2 (a-nivrttim) ] manyamanah ] ] ] [VP [NP2 (tat<pratisedham) ] aha ] ]

de’i phyir mi dmigs kyang the tshom za bas 1dog pa med par dgos te, de dgag par
bshad (P#4120-5) pa yin no.

1 For this reason, he <i.e., Dignaga>, bearing in mind that, because of doubt, there is
no exclusion, even if there is non-apprehension, prohibits a property whose
contra-concomitance is in doubt from being a ground.

I Therefore, bearing in mind that even when there is non-apprehension [of
something], there is, owing to uncertainty, no ruling it out, [Dignaga] denied [dubious
dissociation as evidence].

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “samsayitah” (3 sentences back)

§ null subject: unrecoverable denotation

§ “pratisidh”: the usage here seems to be the same as at: G1.13: “prohibit from being a ground”

K64.12-14: yasmad ubhayaniscita eva hetur uktas tenanupalambhe ’pi sati
nivrttisam$ayad vipaksad dhetor anivrttim manyamanas tasya
sandigdhavyatirekasya pratisedham aha asiddhiyojanaya.

19 G13.19; P182.07 D268as

kim ca.
viSesasya vyavacchedahetuta syad adarsanat.

[S [CNIJ kim ca ] [NP6 viSesasya 1] [NP1s ((vyavaccheda<hetuta) ] [VP _syat ] [NP5
[NP6 e 1] (a-darsSanat) ] | ]

D268a 45 Pk412b



Gl4 Verse 19 P182

gzhan yang, khyad par rnam par gcod pa yi, gtan tshigs su ’gyur ma mthong
phyir.

1 Moreover, because a property specific <to the paksa> is not observed <either in
what is eternal or what is non-eternal >, it must be a ground for the <audibility’s>
detachment <from what is eternal and what is non-eternal>.

I Moreover, a property specific [to the subject] would be evidence of the separation
[of all other properties from the subject], since [it] is not observed [with any of them].
§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphora

§ clausal possession
§ protasis: G12.15

K64.16: kifica. yady adrstya nivrttir isyate tada visesasyasadharanasya
$ravanatvader vyavacchedahetuta syat. kim karanam. nityanityayor adar§anat.

19.1 G14.02; P182.09

Sravanatvasyapi nityanityayor adar§anad vyavrttir iti tadvyavacchedahetuta syat.

[S [NP6 sravanatvasya [PRT api ] 1] [NP7 (nitya+(a-nityayoh)) 2] (a-dar§anat) ]
[NP1s [NP6 e 1] [NP5 e 2] vyavrttih ] [VP 0] ]

[S[CNIJiti ] [NP6 E ] [NP1s ((tat<vyavaccheda)<hetuta) ] [VP syat | ]

mnyam par bya ba nyid kyang rtag pa (°268¢-6) dang mi rtag pa dag la ma mthong
ba’i phyir Idog pas, (©#4120:6) de dag rnam par gcod pa’i gtan tshigs nyid du ’gyur ro.

1 Because audibility too is observed in neither what is eternal nor what is not eternal,
it is excluded <from them both>. So, it must be a ground for the <audibility’s>
detachment from both <what is eternal and what is not eternal >.

I Because audibility too is unobserved in both what is permanent and what is not
impermanent, it is excluded [from them both]. Therefore it would be evidence for
their separation [from the subject].

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate (possession)

§ intra-s anaphora

§ See M. Ono 1999 sec. 2.1.1 for discussion

§ Dharmakiirti takes up this argument at PV 4.218-221 (Ono 1999 sec. 2.2.3)
§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ implicit argument: paksa to ‘vyavaccheda’

23

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “nitya-+(a-nitya)”

K64.16-19: tad vyacaste. Sravanatvasyapity adi. tatha hy adar§anamatrad
vyavrttir ista. asti ca nityanityayor adar§anam Sravanasya tadvyavacchedahetuta
syat. nityanityapratisedhahetutvam bhavet.
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19.2 G14.03; P182.09

na hi tadvyavrtter anyad vyavacchedanam.

[STADV na] [CNJ hi ] [VP 0 [AP1 [NP5 (tat<vyavrtteh) ] anyat ] ] [NP1s
vyavacchedanam ] |

rnam par gcod pa ni de dag las 1dog pa las gzhan pa yin no.

1 For <its> detachment <from both what is eternal and what is non-eternal> is
nothing other than <its> exclusion from them <both>.

I For audibility’s exclusion from what is permanent and what is impermanent is
nothing other than its separation from them.
§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “nitya+(a-nitya)”; “e” ’s antecedent is “Sravanatva”
§ implicit argument: Sravanatva to ‘vyavaccheda’

K64.19-21: yadi namadarsanat tato vyavartteta Sravanatvam
tadvyavacchedahetutvam tu kuta ity aha. na hiti. na tadvyavrtter anyad
vyavacchedanam nityanityavyavacchedanam.

19.3 G14.04; P182.10

avyavacchedas tu kutascid vyavrtter eva aniscayat.

[S [NP1s (a-vyavacchedah) ] [CNJ tu ] [VP O ] [NP5 [NP6 [NP5 (kutah-cit) ]
vyavrtteh [PRT eva ] ] (a-niScayat) ] ]

rnam par gcod pa ma yin pa ni gang las kyang log pa nyid du ma nges (©*¥4120-7) paj
phyir ro.

T But, because there is no ascertainment on account of mere exclusion from <sc.,
non-observation of > something, there is no <ascertainment of > detachment <of
audibility from what is eternal and what is non-eternal>.

I But there is no separation, because there is no ascertainment owing to mere
exclusion from something.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

.,

“eva”: “mere” (semantic restriction on NP connotation) (see K65.1)

K64.21-65.02: tavapi katham $ravanatvam na vyavacchedahetur iti ced aha.
avyavacchedas tv ity adi. kutascin nityad anityac cadarSanamatrena vyavrtter
evaniScayat. ani§caya$ canyataratra pratibandhaniscayat.
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194 G14.05; P182.10

yo hi yatra nastiti niScitah sa bhavams tadabhavam katham na gamayet.

[S [RC [NP1s yah 1] [CNJ hi ] [VP [AP1 [S [VP [NP7 yatra 2] ] [ADV na ] asti ]
[NP1se 1] [PRT iti ] ] niScitah ] 0 ] [NP1s sah [PC1 [VP bhavan ] ] 1] [VP [NP2
(tat2<abhavam) | [ADV katham ] [ADV na ] gamayet ] ]

gang (P268¢-7) 7hig gang la med do zhes bya bar nges pa de yod na ji Itar de med par
rtogs par mi byed de.

1 For how might an existent property ascertained not to be somewhere fail to make its
absence known < everywhere>?

1 How can an existent property that is ascertained not to be somewhere fail to make its
absence there known?

§ copula: overt: predicational: indeterminate
§ intra-s anaphora: donkey anaphora (K65.02)
§ secondary predication:

K65.02-04: avas§yam caitad evam anyatha yo hi dharmo yatra nastiti niScitah sa
bhavan kvacid dharmini katham tadabhavam yatra nastiti niScitas tasyabhavam
katham na gamayet.

Verse 19¢

19.5 G14.06; P182.12

pramanantara-badha cen.
[S [NP1s [NP3 e 1] ((pramana<antara)2<badha) ] [VP O ] [CNJ cet ] ]
gal te tshad ma gzhan gyis gnod.

1 It might be argued that <in such cases> there is contravention of one epistemic
cognition <by another>.

I It might be argued that it is countered by another bit of knowledge.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ counter-anaphora: 1 and 2 are distinct

K65.05-06: nityanityad vyavrttasyapi Sravanatvasyobhayavyavacchede sadhye
pramanantarabadha cec chankyeta.
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19.6 G14.07; P182.13

athapi syad ubhayavyavacchede pramanantaram badhakam asti.

[S [S [CNJ atha [PRT api ] ] [VP syat ] ] [AC [NP7 (ubhaya<vyavacchede) ] [PC7 0 ]

] [NP1s (pramana<antaram) 1] [VP [AP1 [NP6 ¢ 2] badhakam ] asti ] ]
ci ste gnyi ga rnam par gcod pa yin na gnod (F#4120-8)

yod do.

par byed pa’i tshad ma gzhan

1 Even should <what was just said> be <so>, when there is detachment from both,
the one epistemic cognition is a contravener <of the other>.

T Suppose that when there was separation from both, there were another piece of
knowledge [serving as] a means of countering [the other cognition].

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

2,

§ “antara”: “one”
§ counter-anaphora: 1 and 2 distinct
88 This sentence is spelling out the preceding one.

K65.06-07: athapityady asyeva vyakhyanam. Sravanatvenobhayavyavacchede
nityanityavyavacchede sadhye pramanantaram badhakam asti.

19.7 G14.08; P182.13

anyonyavyavacchedaripanam ekavyavacchedena anyavidhanad apratisedhah.
vidhipratisedhayor virodhat.

[S [NP5 [NP6 ((anyonya<vyavaccheda)<riipanam)-B ] [NP3 (ekal <vyavacchedena)
] (anya2<vidhanat) ] [NP1s [NP6 e 2] (a-pratisedhah)] [VP 0 ] [NP5 [NP6
(vidhi+pratisedhayoh) ] virodhat ] ]

phan tshun rnam par gcod pa’i ngo bo can rnams kyi gcig rnam (P268-1) par acod pas
gzhan sgrub pa’i phyir dgag pa ma yin te, sgrub pa dang dgag pa dag ni ’gal ba’i phyir
(Pkdl3a.1) 14 7he na.

1 Because, with respect to mutually detached things, the detachment of the one affirms
<the presence of > the other, there is no denial <of the presence of the latter>, since
affirmation and denial are contradictory.

T We do not deny this, because one affirms one of two things that have mutually
separate natures by separating the other, because affirming and denying are
incompatible.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ counter-anaphora: 1 and 2 distinct
8§ Tibetan suggests anyonyavyavacchedariipa is a bahuvrihi, as does Karnakagomin’s gloss.

K65.07-10: tad aha. anyonyetyadi. anyonyavyavacchedo riipam yesam te tatha.
tatha hi nityavyavaccheda evanityatvam tadvyavaccheda eva ca nityatvam tatha
bhavavyavaccheda evabhavo *bhavavyavaccheda eva ca bhavah. tesam ekasya
vyavacchedenanyavidhanat. dvitlyasya viruddhasya vidhanadapratisedhah.
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Verse 19d

19.8 G14.10; P182.15

nedanim nastita *drsah
[S [ADV na ] [ADV idanim ] [NP1s nastita ] [VP 0 ] [NP5 (a-drsah) ] ]
de ni ma mthong las med min.

1 It is not true in this case that, because of non-observation, <one knows that> there
is non-existence <of the hetu in the vipaksa>.

I In this case, it is not the case that absence [of the evidence in a dissimilar subject is
known] because of non-observation.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ negative scope: wide wrt NP5

§ protasis: last part of this verse

§ Monier-Williams (sv) gives ‘idanim’ the sense of ‘just’; however, K suggests that it means something like
‘in this case’ .

’dar§anad vipakse hetor nastita.

19.9 G14.11; P182.16

naivam adar§anam pramanam badhasambhavat.

[S [ADV na ] [ADV evam ] [NP1s (a-dar§anam) 1] [VP O [NP1 pramanam ] ] [NP5
[NP6 e 1] (badha<sambhavat) ] |

de Itar na ma mthong ba ni tshad ma yin te, gnod pa srid pa’i phyir ro.
1 So, because non-observation can be contravened, it is not epistemic.

I Thus non-observation is not a means of acquiring knowledge, because there is a
possibility of its being countered.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ negative scope: narrow wrt NP5

K65.18: tasmad evam satyadar§anam na pramanam badhasambhavat.

DISCUSSION: G14.06-09

The overarching problem is the one raised at G12.15. It runs as follows: If one
accepts that mere non-observation establishes pervasion, one lands in a number of
problems. Up to this point, several have been stated (introduced by “kim ca” with
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a verb in the potential). The problem raised here is broached at G14.01, namely,
that one must accept the bad argument to the effect that sound is eternal.

G14.06: Here, the Buddhist who wishes to hang on to the sufficiency of mere
non-observation to establish pervasion argues that he has a way of circumventing
the unwanted consequence, just alleged by D. to accrue to his position. This
person wants to argue that there is another way to rid oneself of having to accept
the bad argument. It is blocked by another pramana.

G14.07-09: Here Dharmakirti elaborates on what was just said.

The sentence beginning with atha api is an explanation of just that (i.e., the
preceding point)

Here is my rough translation of K:

That is, suppose it is argued: even should what was said [by you] be so, when
something is to be proved cut off from either nitya or anitya through its being
audible, one of the two contravenes the other.

In this regard, K’s summary is helpful. I translate it here:

K 65.11-16: Here is what has been said. At the very moment that audibility must
cut off what is eternal since audibility is excluded from what is eternal, it must
affirm non-eternality, and at the very same time, since audibility is excluded from
what is non-eternal, it must exclude non-eternality and affirm what is eternal. So,
there must be both affirmation and denial of the same thing at the very same time.
And that is impossible. So, because of the simultaneous incompatibility between
affirmation and denial, there is the denial of nothing at all. For affirmation is the
exclusion of a denial and denial is the exclusion of an affirmation. And how can
something have these two mutually incompatible things simultaneously? Hence,
it is not the case that one ascertains the exclusion of anything from something
because it is audible.

DISCUSSION: G14.10

K. and M. suggest that “adrsa” is a fifth case noun, apparently glossing it as
“adar§anat” and “adrsteh”; yet, by my reading of Apte’s dictionary, it must be
nominative singular (see p. 830 column 2).

BSG

20 G14.12; P182.17 D268b.1

tathanyatrapi sambhavyam pramanantarabadhanam.

[S [ADV tatha | [NP7 anyatra [PRT api | ] [VP sambhavyam ] [NP1s
((pramana<antara)<<badhanam) ] ]

de bzhin du ni gzhan la yang. tshad ma gzhan (P268-2) gyis gnod pa srid.

1 Likewise, in other cases too, contravention by another epistemic cognition is
possible.

1 In the same manner in other cases as well, being countered by another piece of
knowledge is possible.
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K65.19-20: §ravanatva evapramanam bhavatu nanyatra badha *bhavad iti ced aha.
tathetyadi. anyatrapi hetor vyatirekasadhanasyadar§anasya sambhavyam
pramanantarabadhanam.

20.1 G14.13; P182.18

laksanayukte badhsambhave tallaksanam eva diisitam syad iti sarvatranasvasah.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP7 (laksana<yukte) 1] (badha<sambhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP1s
(tatl <laksanam) [PRT eva ] ] [VP [AP1 dusitam ] syat ] ]

[S [CNIiti ] [NP7 sarvatra ] [NP1s (an-asvasah) ] [VP O] ]

(Pk413a-2) mtshan nyid dang Idan pa la gnod pa srid na, de’i mthsan nyid sun phrung
ba kho nar *gyur bas thams cad la yid brtan du mi rung ngo.

1 If there were the possibility of a contravener with respect to that which has the
defining characteristic <of a hetu>, the very defining characteristic would be refuted.
So, there would no confidence with respect to any <ground yielding knowledge>.

I If it is possible for [a sign] endowed with the characteristics to be countered, its
characteristic itself would be refuted; therefore, there is no guarantee in any case [of
establishing dissociation through non-observation].
§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ intra-s anaphora

“eva”: “itself” (NP emphasis)

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ negative scope: “an-" narrow wrt NP7

K65.21-66.03: hetor vipaksadar§anavyavrttinibandhanam iti yallaksanam tena
yuktam Sravanatvasya yad adar§anam tasmin badhasambhave sati tallaksanam eva
tasya vyatirekasadhanasyadarSanasya sarvavisayam eva laksanam svarfipam
diisitam syad iti sarvatradar§ane vyatirekasadhane 'nasvasah. na
gamakatvani$cayah.

20.2 G14.14; P182.18

anumanavisaye 'pi pratyaksanumanavirodhadar§anad anasvasaprasanga iti cet.

[S [NP5 [NP7 (anumana<visaye) [PRT api] 1]
(((pratyaksa+anumana)<virodha)<darSanat) ] [NP1s [NP7 e 1]
((an-asvasa)<prasangah) ] [VP O ] [CNJ iti cet ] ]

gal te rjes su dpag pa’i yul la yang mngon sum dang rjes su dpag pa dang (Fk413a-3)

’gal ba mthong bas yid brten du mi (P268-3) rung bar thal bar ’gyur ro zhe na.

1 It might be argued that there is the absurd consequence of there being no confidence
even with respect to the object of inference, because of the observation of
contradiction by both perception and inference.

D268b 52 Pk413a



Gl4 Verse 20 P182

I It might be argued that this entails that there is also no guarantee about the subject
matter of inference, since it is observed that the incompatibility [of certain properties
in sound is established] through sensation or inference.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ intra-s anaphora: lazy anaphora
§ “vi.saya”: conclusion, instead of object

K66.04-07 yady evam anumanavisaye ’pi kvacit
pratyaksanumanavirodhadar§anat. tatha hi nityah Sabdah
Sravanatvacchabdatvavad iti krte nityatvam anumanena badhyate. evam asravanah
Sabdah sattvad ghatavad iti pratyaksena. tata$ ca sarvatra tad
avaSistalaksanenanumane ’py anasvasaprasamga iti cet.

20.3 G14.15; P182.19

na. yathokte asambhavat. sambhavina$ ca atallaksanatvat.

[S [ADV na ] E [NP5 [NP7 (yatha<ukte) ] (a-sambhavat) ] [NP5 [NP6 sambhavinah ]
[CNIJ ca ] (a-(tat<laksanatvat)) ] ]

ma yin te, ji skad bshad pa Ita bu la mi srid pa’i phyir ro. srid na ni de’i mtshan nyid
kyang ma yin pa’i phyir.

1 <This is> not <so> because it is not possible in the case of that which accords
with what was stated and because that which might be <contradicted by perception or
inference> does not having the defining characteristics.

I This is not so, because [incompatibility] is impossible in [inference] as explained
[by us], and because that which has the possibility [of incompatibility] does not have
the characteristics of that [scil., inference]

§ “tat” without antecedent

§ ellipsis: E is the NP1s of last clause
§ “ca” unclear: second NP5 seems to be a reason for the first NP5

K66.08-10 naitad evam. yathokta iti karyasvabhavanupalambhaje *ngaje
’numane pratyaksanumanavirodhasyabhavat.
pratyaksadivirodhasambhavinascatallaksanatvat tadanumanalaksanatvat.

Note the placement of the negative particles when a-tad-laksana is glossed as
tad-anumana-alaksana.

DISCUSSION: K66.08

The expression “karya-svabhava-anupalabdhi” does not occur in the NB,
however, the following two expressions do: “karya-anupalabdhi” and
“svabhava-anupalabdhi.” Each names a kind of inference. Here are the examples
in NB:

D268b 53 Pk413a



Gl4 Verse 20 P182

svabhava-anupalabdhi: na atra dhiimah upalabdhi-laksana-praptasya
anupalabdheh.

karya-anupalabdhi: na iha apratibaddha-samarthyani dhiima-karanani santi
dhiima-abhavat.

BSG

204 Gl14.16; P182.20

viruddhavyabhicary-avacanam iti cet.
[S [NP1s ((viruddha<(a-vyabhicari))<(a-vacanam)) | [VP 0 ] [CNJ iti cet ] ]
gal te *gal ba "khrul (P#413¢-4) pa med pa can gyi brjod par ’gyur ro zhe na.

1 It might be argued that there <should have been> no statement of <the fallacy of>
concomitance with what are contradictory <by Dignaga>.

I It might be argued that [there should be] no expression about that which is not
erratic from what is incompatible.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ mood: unclear
§§ Tibetan makes mood subjunctive, but omits the privative on vacana.

K66.10: yadi yathoktalaksane 'numane nasti badha tada hetulaksanayuktam
parasparaviruddharthasadhakam hetudvayam ekasmin dharminyavatirnnam
viruddhavyabhicaryuktam acaryena tasyavacanam iti cet. anenabhyupetahanim
aha.

20.5 G14.17; P182.20

anumanavisaye 'vacanad istam.

[S [NP5 [NP7 (anumana<visaye) ] [NP6 e 1] (a-vacanat) ] [NP1s x 1] [VP istam ] ]

rjes su dpag pa’i yul la ma brjod pa’i phyir (P26824) *dod pa yin te,

1 Because there is no statement <of this fallacy> within the scope of inference, it is
accepted.

I Because there is no expression [of this] about the subject matter of inference, we
agree.

§ intra-s anaphora
§ inter-s anaphora

K66.12-13: anumanavisaye viruddhavyabhicaryavacanad istam eveti kuto
’bhyupetahanam.
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20.6 G14.17; P182.20

visayam casya nivedayisyamabh.

[S [VP [NP2 visayam [CNIJ ca ] [NP6 asya] ] nivedayisyamah ] ]
’di’i yul ni bstan par bya’o.

1 And we shall relate its subject matter.

I And we shall show its subject matter.

K66.13-14: kva tarhy acaryenokta ity aha. visayam cety adi. asya
viruddhavyabhicarinah.

Verse 20cd

20.7 9 G14.19; P183.01

kim ca.
drsta ’yuktir adrstes ca syat sparsasyvirodhini.

[S [CNJ kim ca ] [NP1s (drsta<a-yuktih)) - [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (a-drsteh) ] ] [CNJ ca ]
[VP syat [NP6 sparsasya 1] [AP1 (a-virodhini) ] ] [S [CNJ yadi [PRT hi ] ] [NP3
anupalambhena ] [NP1s abhavah ] [VP __sidhyet ] ] ]

gzhan yang ma mthong phyir reg mthong ba dang. mi ldan ’khrul pa med
(Pk4134.5) ba can.

1 Moreover, <the conclusion of> the non-connection of <lukewarm> touch with
what is observed due to its non-observation would be uncontradicted, if indeed an
absence should be established by non-apprehension.

I The disjunction owing to non-observation of tangible properties from what is seen
would not be incompatible.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ right extraposition from NP1s of NP6 within MC

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within its clause, except CNJ and CNJ
§ intra-s anaphora

§ constituency violation: NP6 within VP is construed with NP1s

§ see K 67.01 for confirmation of constituency

§ protasis: G12.15

§ “kim ca” in commentary; “ca” in verse.

§ See Vaisesika siitra 2.1.9-10

§ see Apte dictionary entry (2) or Apte para 307 (2)

K66.14-67.03: kimcety adi. iha vaiSesikena vayoh sattvasadhanartham “spar$as
ca na ca drstanam” iti siitram uktam. asyayam arthah. yo gunah sa dravyasrayt
tadyatha riipadih. apakajanusnasitasparsa$ ca gunas tasmat tasyasrayabhiitena
dravyena bhavitavyam. na cayam drstanam prthivyadinam gunas tesam
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pakajanusnasitaspar§adigunatvat. tato yasyayam gunah sa vayur bhavisyatity ukte
vaiSesikena. tatracaryadinnagenoktam. yady adar§anamatrena drstebhyah
pratisedhah kriyate na ca so ’pi yukta iti. yad etad uktam tadvirudhyata iti
varttikakaro dar§ayann aha. drstety adi. yady adrstya nivrttih syat tatha "drster
adar§anat karanad apakajasyanusnasitasparSasya drstayuktitah. drstesu
prthivyadisvasangitarya varnnita vaisesikair yasyacaryenayuktatvam uktam sa
syad avirodhint yuktaiva syad ity arthah.

20.8 G14.20; P183.03

yadi hy anupalambhenabhavah sidhyet. yad aha. yady adar§anamatrena drstebhyah
pratisedhah kriyate. na ca so ’pi yukta iti. katham ayuktah. anupalambhad
abhavasiddheh.

[S [CNJ yadi ] [CNJ hi ] [NP3 anupalambhena ] [NP1s abhavah ] [VP _ sidhyet ]

[RC [NP1se ] [VP [NP2 yat ] aha ] [ [S [CNJ yadi ] [NP3 ((a-darS§ana)<matrena) ]
[NP1s [NP5 drstebhyah ] pratisedhah ] [VP _kriyate ] ] [S [ADV na ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s
sah [PRT api | 1] [VP O [AP1 yuktah ] ] ] ] [PRT iti ] ] ]

[S [NP1se 1] [ADV katham ] [VP O [AP1 (a-yuktah) ] ] [NP5 [NP5 anupalambhat ]
(abhava<siddheh) ] ]

gal te mi dmigs pas ldog pa ’grub par ’gyur na, gal te ma mthong ba tsam gyis mthong
ba la las *gog par byed na, (P2680:5) de yang rigs pa ma yin no zhes gang bshad pa ji
Itar rigs pa ma yin te, (7#413¢-6) ;i dmigs pas med pa grub pa’i phyir ro.

1 For if an absence should be established by non-apprehension—which he <i.e.,
Dignaga> stated <as follows>: “if exclusion from what is observed is made through
mere non-apprehension, yet this too is not correct”—<then> how is it not correct,
because <according to you> an absence is established from non-apprehension.

1 For suppose an absence were established by means of non-apprehension. [Dignaga]
said: “Perhaps denial [of tangible properties] from things that are seen is by nothing
more than non-observation. But this is also incorrect.”” Why is that incorrect, since an
absence is established through non-apprehension?

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within its clause, except CNJ and CNJ
§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within its clause, except CNJ and CNJ

LTR)

§ inter-s anaphora: “yat”’s antecedent is protasis
& null subject: unrecoverable denotation; denotation is anaphorically determined
§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate

K67.04-08: tad vyacaste. yadity adi. yad ahacaryah vayuprakarane yady
adarS§anamatrena drstebhyah prthivyadibhyah sparS§asya pratisedhah kriyate
vaiSesikena na ca so ’pi yukta iti. yady acarsyasyapy adar§anamatrena vyatireko
’bhimatas tada katham ayuktah spar§asya pratisedho. yukta eva syat. kim
karanam. atrapi hetor anupalambhad abhavasiddher abhyupagamat.
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20.9 G15.01; P183.04

naniipalabdhilaksanaprapteh spar§asya yukta eva pratisedhah.

[S [CNJ nanu ] [NP5 ((upalabhi<laksana)<prapteh) [NP6 sparSasya 1] ] [VP [AP1
yuktah ] O [PRT eva ] ] [NP1s [NP6 e 1] pratisedhah ] ]

reg pa dmigs pa’i mtshan nyid kyir gyur pa dgag pa rigs pa kho na ma yin nam zhe na.

1 Since <lukewarm> touch have the defining characteristics of apprehensibility, is
not the denial of its existence indeed possible?

1 Is it not the case that the denial of the tangible property [in earth etc.] is indeed
correct because of its meeting the conditions of an apprehension?
§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s
§ possible left extraposition from NP1s of “spar§a” to non-terminal position
§ intra-s anaphora
“eva”: “indeed” (V emphasis)

K67.09-10: nanvityadi parah. upalabdhilaksanaprapteh karanad
apakajasyanusnasitaspar§asyanupalabhyamanasya prthivyadisu yukta eva
pratisedhah.

20.10 G15.02; P183.05

na yuktah. drSyatatsvabhavavisayamatrapratisedhat.

[S [NP1s E J[ADV na ] [API1 yuktah ] [NP5
((((drSya+(tat<svabhava))<visaya)<matra)<(a-pratisedhat)) ] |

rigs pa ma yin te, snang ba dang de’i rang bzhin gyi yul (P268%-6) tsam la *gog pa ma
(Pk413a.7) yin pa’i phyir ro.

1 It is not correct, because one has not denied its existence only in objects which are
either observable or have the nature of an observable.

1 It is not correct, because it is not a denial [of the tangible property] in nothing but
that subject matter that is visible and has the natural property thereof.

§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate

K67.11-14: na yukta iti siddhantavadi. kim karanam. yah prthivyadir anusnasitad
anyena spar§ena yuktah pratyaksah sa drSyah. anyatra ca desad avapratyakso ’pi
tathabhiitaspar§ayukta eva prthivyadis tatsvabhavah. drsyas ca tatsvabhavas ceti
dvandvah. tad eva visayah sa eva tanmatram supsupeti samasah. tasminn
apratisedhat sparSasya.
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20.11 G15.03; P183.05

prthivyadi samanyena grhitva "yam pratisedham aha.

[S [GC [VP [NP2 (prthivi-adi) ] [NP3 samanyena ] grhitva ] ] [NP1s ayam ] [VP [NP2
pratisedham ] aha ] |

des ni sa la sogs pa spyir bzung nas dgag pa smras so.

1 This <proponent of Vaisesika doctrine>> grasps such things as earth in general and
states a denial <of its existence therein>.

T This [VaiSesika] person grasped earth and so forth in general and states a denial.

K67.14-17: tatra hi pratisedhe syad eva nicayah yavata prthivyadidharmibhtitam
samanyenavisesenaiva grhitva "yam vaisesikah sparsasya pratisedham aha. yat
kimcit prthivyadi tat sarvam anusnasitaspar§arahitam iti. na ca prthivyadimatre
spar§asyopalabdhilaksanapraptir asti.

20.12 G15.04; P183.06

tatra ca tulopalapallavadisu tadbhave ’pi spar§abhedadarSanad asyapi kvacid viSese
sambhavasankaya bhavitavyam iti sarvatradar§anamatrenayuktah pratisedha iti.

[S [NP7 tatra ] [CNJ ca ] [NP5 [AC [VP 0 [NP7 ((tula+upala+pallava)-adisu) 1] [NP7
(tat<bhave) [PRT api | ] ] [NP7 e 1] ((spar§a<bheda);darsanat) ] [VP O [NP3 [NP6
asya [PRT api ] ] [NP7 [AP7 (kva-cit) ] viSese ] (sambhava<asankaya) ] [AP1
bhavitavyam ] ] ] ]

[S [CNI iti ] [NP7 sarvatra ] [NP3 ((a-dar§ana)<matrena) ] [VP O [AP1 (a-yuktah) ] ]
[NPIs __ pratisedhah ] ]

de la shing bal dang rdo ba dang lo ma la sogs pa la de yod kyang reg pa tha dad pa
mthong ba’i phyir ro. di yang khyad par *ga’ (©#413¢-8) 7hjg Ia srid par dgos par
*gyur pas (P2680.7) thams cad la ni mthong pas dgag par rigs pa ma yin no.

T Yet, in this case, there should be uncertainty as to whether or not this <i.e.,
lukewarm touch> too exists in some special kind <of earth>, because, even though it
<i.e., earth> exists among such things as grass, stones, and sprouts, different <kinds
of> touch are observed <among them>.

So, denial of the existence <of touch> in all <of earth> is incorrect through <its>
mere non-observation.

I And in that case, because one observes a difference in the tangible properties in such
things as cotton bolls, stones and buds, even though it [scil. earth] is present, there
must be doubt concerning the presence of that [tangible property] in a given specific
thing. So in every case denial through mere non-observation is incorrect.

§ copula: covert: existential: passive

§ cpd intrusion: NP6 and NP7 “sambhava”
§ intra-s anaphora
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23

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is NP2 in GC of last sentence

§ unrecoverable denotation: “asya” refers to “an-usna-a-spar§a-s§ita” (K 67.20)
§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ left extraposition from NP1s of NP7 within its clause, except CNJ

§ left extraposition from NP1s of NP3, except PRT and NP7

§ negative scope: “a-” wide wrt NP3

K67.18-68.01: na caikaspar§aniyamah prthivadinam yatas tatra
prthivyadisamanye tiilopalapallavadisu bhedesu tadbhave *pi prthivyadibhave ’pi
spar§abhedadar$anat. tatha hi ttlasyanyah spar§ah §laksnatvalaksano *nyas
copaladeh karkasatvadilaksanah. asyapity anusnasitaspar§asya kvacit
parthivadravyaviSese sambhavasamkaya bhavitavyam iti krtva sarvatra
prthivyadav adar§anamatrenanusnasitaspar§asyayuktah pratisedhah.

20.13 G15.07; P183.07

evam acarylyah kascid anupalambhad abhavam bruvanopalabdhah.
[S [PRT iti ] [ADV evam ] [NP1s acaryiyah [AP1 (kah-cit) ] ] [PC1 [VP [NP5
anupalambhat | [NP2 abhavam ] bruvanah ] | [VP O [AP1 upalabdhah ] ] ]

de Itar na slob dpon mi dmigs pas med pa smra ba ’ga’ zhig gis klan ka btsal ba yin no.

T So, in this way, any follower of the teacher <i.e., Dignaga> who asserts an absence
because of non-apprehension is rebuked.

T Therefore, a certain disciple of the teacher stating an absence owing to
non-apprehension is censured in this way.

8§ Karnakagomin offers twenty lines of commentary on this.

21 G15.08; P183.09 Dp268b.7

api ca

desadibhedad drsSyante bhinna dravyesu Saktayah.

[S [CNIJ api ca ] [NP5 ((desa-adi)<bhedat) ] [VP drS§yante [AP1 bhinnah ] ] [NP1s
[NP7 dravyesu ] Saktayah ] ]

gzhan (P#4130-1) yano yul la sogs pa’i khyad par las, rdzas la nus pa tha dad
snang.

1 Moreover, potentialities among things are observed to be different because of
differences in such things as location.

I Moreover, the potentials in substances are observed to be different according to
differences in location and so forth.

§ constituency: NP1s follows K 68.23-24 § secondary predication:
K68.22-24: api cety adarSanamatrenabhavabhyupagame pratyaksabadha

darSayitum aha. desadibhedat. adiSabdat kalasamskarabhedat. bhinna nanardpa
dr§yante dravyesv ekajatiyesv api Saktayo rasaviryadilaksanah.
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21.1 G15.10; P183.11

tatraikadrstya nanyatra yuktas tadbhavaniScayah.

[S [NP3 [NP7 tatra ] (ekal <drstya) ] [ADV na ] [NP7 anyatra ] [VP O [AP1 yuktah ] ]
[NP1s _ ((tatl <bhava)<niScayah) ] ]

de la gcig mthong gzhan la de. yod par nges pa rigs ma yin. [So reads the Tibetan
verse text. Translation of PVSV text reads: de la gcig mthong (P269¢:1) bas gzhan na
de yod par nges par ni rigs pa ma yin no.]

1 Ascertainment of the existence of one thing in one place is not possible through
the observation of something similar to it elsewhere.

1 It is not possible to be certain on the basis of observing one [substance with a
given potential] in one location that it will be present elsewhere.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ intra-s anaphora: the identity is type, not token

§ counter-anaphora: “tat” and “anya”

§ left extraposition from NP1s of NP7 within MC, except NP3 and ADV
§ possible landing site violation: NP7 extraposition

K68.24-69.01: tatrety anekasaktisu dravyesv ekadrstya ekasvabhavasya
dravyasya kvacid dar§ananyatrapi desadau yuktas tadbhavani$cayah.
yathaparidrstadravyasvabhavaniscayah.

21.2 G15.11; P183.12

yadi kathamcid vipakse *dar§anamatrenapratibaddhasyapi tadavyabhicarah.

[S [ADV yadi (katham-cit) ] [NP3 [NP7 vipakse ] ((a-dar§ana)<matrena) [NP6 e 1] ]
[NP1s [NP6 [NP7 e 2] (a-pratibaddhasya) [PRT api ] 1] (tat2<avyabhicarah) ] ]

gal te ji zhig ltar mi mthun pa’i phyogs la (©#4135-2) ma mthong? ba tsam gyis brel ba
med pa yang de ’khrul pa med do zhe na.

1 It is hardly the case that, through its mere non-observation in the vipaksa, a
<grounding property> unrelated <to a sadhya> is <ascertained as> not deviating
from it.

1 Suppose that even an unconnected property’s not being erratic from something [is
established] merely through its not being observed in some way in the dissimilar
subject.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ “yadi kathamcit”: see M-W 845 col. 1

§ intra-s anaphora

§ donkey anaphora: antecedent for “tat2” is implicit argument for “a-pratibaddhasya”, otherwise “tat” has
an unrecoverable antecedent

3 Pk: phyogs la ma mthong; D phyogs la mthong
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K69.02-05: yadity adinaitad eva vyacaste. yadi vipakse hetor
adar§anamatrenapratibaddhasya svasadhye tadavyabhicarah sadhyavyabhicara
isyate. tadaikatra drstasya dravyasya yad riipam upalabdham tat tasyanyatrapi
dravyasamanyad anumeyam syat. asti hi tatrapi tatkalam hetor vipakse
’dar§anamatram.

21.3 G15.12; P183.12

kvacid dese kanicid dravyani kathamcid drstani punar anyathanyatra drSyante.

[S [NP1s [NP7 [AP7 (kva-cit) ] dese ] [AP1 (kani-cit) ] dravyani [AP1 [ADV
(katham-cit) ] drstani | ] [CNJ punar ] [VP [ADV anyatha ] [NP7 anyatra ] drSyante ] ]

yul "ga’ zhig na rdzas kha cig ci zhig ltar mthong ba gzhan na gzhan (P269¢-2) dy yang
snang ngo.

1 Some things observed to be one way in one place are observed still to be otherwise
elsewhere,

I [That is not so.] Some things observed to be some way in one place are nevertheless
observed to be otherwise elsewhere.

K69.06-07: na cedam yuktam. yasmat kvacid dese kanicid dravyani kathamcid
drstani pratiniyatarasaditvena. punar anyatheti yathadrstakaravaiparityenanyatra
dese drSyante.

214 G15.13; P183.13

yatha kascid osadhayah ksetravisese viSistarasaviryavipaka bhavanti. na anyatra. tatha
kalasamskarabhedat.

[S [CNJ yatha ] [S [S [AP1 (kah-cit) osadhayah ] ] ] [VP [AP1 [NP7 (ksetra<viSese) ]
(viSista<(rasa+virya+vipakah)-B ] bhavanti | [S [ADV na ] [NP1s E1 ] [VP [NP7
anyatra | E2 1] [S [ADV tatha | E3 [NP5 ((kala+samskara)<bhedat) ] ] ] ]

dper na sman kha cig zhing khyad par can las (P¥4130-3) 1o dang nus pa dang khyad
par du smin par byed pa khyad par can du ’gyur la, gzhan la ni ma yin pa Ita bu ste,
dus dang legs par bya ba’i khyad par las kyang de dang dra’o.

1 as when some herbs have a special taste, potency and effect in a specific field but not
in another; likewise, because of difference in season and cultivation.

1 For example, certain medicinal herbs have specific taste, potency and effects in a
specific field but not in another, as well as because of a difference of season and
method of preparation.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”

§ counter-anaphora: “anya”

§ ellipsis: E1 and E2 are NPs1 and VP (modified at NP7) of previous clause

§ ellipsis: E3 is previous clause except for NP7

§ yatha clause: introduces an instance (“as when”)
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K69.08-11: yathety adina visayam aha. viryam dosapanayanasaktih. parinamo
anyatra. yatha desavisesat yatha kalasamskarabhedad viSistarasaviryavipaka
bhavanti. samskarah kstradivasekah.

21.5 G15.15; P183.14

na ca taddeSais tatha drsta iti sarvas tattvena tathabhutah sidhyanti. gunantaranam
karanantarapeksatvat.

[STADV na][CNJca][[S [NP1sE 1] [VP 0 [NP3 (tat<desaih)-B ] [AP1 [ADV
tatha 2] drstah ] ] ] [PRT iti ] ] [NP1s sarvah 1] [VP [NP3 tattvena ] [AP1

(tatha2 <bhiitah) ] sidhyanti ] [NP5 [NP6 (guna<antaranam) ]
((karana<antara)<apeksatvat) ] |

yul de pa rnams kyis de Itar (P2694-3, Pk413b.1) mthong shes te, thams cad de nyid du

de Ita bu yin par ni ’grub par mi ’gyur te, yon tan gyi khyad par rnams ni rgyu’i khyad
par la Itos pa’i phyir ro.

1 And it is not the case that, because <herbs> observed to be one way by those in the
region, all are established really to be that way, because different qualities depend on
different causes.

1 And it is not the case that, since [herbs] are observed to be some way by those in the
region, all are established to be essentially the same way, because different qualities
depend on different causes.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ bv cpd: NP

8 bv cpd: “tat<desa” non-predicative (K 69.11)

§ donkey anaphora: “tatha” with “tatha”
§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of last clause

=9

§ inter-s anaphora: “tatha”’s antecedent is “-vipakah” (K 69.11) configuration for donkey anaphora
§ intra-s anaphora
§ “iti”: unclear grammar; “iti krtva” (K 69.12)

K69.11-14: na ca tad desair iti prade$o yesam pursanam tais
tathaviSistarasadiyukta drsta iti krtva sarva ataddessa api tattvena
tulyaripaditvena tathabhuita yathagrhitasvabhavatulyah sidhyanti. kim karanam.
gunantaranam rasadiviSesanam karanantarapeksatvat.

21.6 G15.17; P183.15

vi§esahetvabhave tu syad anumanam. yathadrstakartrkam api vakyam
purusasamskarapiirvakam iti. vakyesu visesabhavat. sarvaprakaranam purusaih
karanasya darSanat.

[S [AC [NP7 ((viSesa<hetu)<abhave) ] [VP 0] ] [CNJ tu ] [VP syat ] [NP1s
anumanam ] [ [ADV yatha ] [S [NP1s [AP1 ((a-drsta)<kartrkam) [PRT api ] ] vakyam
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] [VP 0 [AP1 ((purusa<samskara)<piirvakam) | ] ] [PRT iti | ] [NP5 [NP7 vakyesu 1]
(viSesa<abhavat) [NP5 [NP6 [NP6 [NP6 (sarva<prakaranam)-B 1] [NP3 purusaih ]
karanasya ] dar§anat ] ] ] ]

rgyu’i khyad par med na ni rjes su dpag tu rung ste, ("¥4130-5) byed pa po ma mthong

ba can gyi tshig kyang skyes bu’i *du byed pa sngon du (P269%-4) * o1 ba can yin te,
tshig la khyad par med pa’i phyir ro zhes bya ba Ita bu’o. rnam pa thams cad skyes bu
dag gis byed par mthong ba’i phyir ro.

1 But, if there are no special reasons, one must infer that sentences, even those whose
author is unobserved, result from human enunciation, because there are no special
sentences, since humans are observed to utter all kinds of sentences.

1 But in the absence of a special cause, one might make an inference such as this: ‘A
sentence, even if its author be unobserved, is preceded by a human being’s
preparation, because there is no difference among sentences’, because all kinds are
observed to be made by human beings.

§ copula: overt: existential: VP NPs

§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate

§ bv cpd: NP (has antecedent)

§ intra-s anaphora

§ yatha clause

§ cpd intrusion: vakyesu wrt visesa

§8 P reads vakye tu, G vakyesu; K supports G. P reads karannadarsanat, G karanasya darsanat; K supports
P.

K69.14-21: viSesahetvabhave tu syad ekasvabhavatanumanam. adrstah kartta
yasya vaidikasya tat tatha. tad api purusasamskaraptrvakam
purusaprayatnahetukam. etac ca sadhyaphalam. vakyesu
pauruseyapauruseyatvenabhimatesu vi§esabhavad anena hetuh kathitah. prayoga
punar yad vastu yad abhinnasvabhavam tat samanahetukam. yathaiko dhiimo
dhimantarasamanajatiyah. pauruseyavakyabhinnasvabhavani
capauruseyabhimatani vakyaniti svabhavahetuh. na casiddho hetuh. tatha hi yaih
prakarair visadyapanayanad iti vaidikanam visesa isyate. tesam sarvaprakaranam
purusaih karanadarsanat. tatha hi Sabaradimantranam api visadyapanayanadayo
drSyante.
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21.7 G15.19-16.01; P183.18-21

[S [ADV na ] [ADV evam ] [S [VP [AP1 ((a-sambhavat)<(viSesa<hetavah))-B ] ]
[NP1s purusah ] [S [ADV yena ] [NP5 [NP6 (vacana-adeh) ]
(((kim-cit)<matra)<sadharmyat) ] [NP1s ((sarva<akara)<samyam) ] [VP anumiyeta
111 [NPS [NP5 [NP5 [NP7 (sarva<gunesu) ] (viSesa<darSanat) [NP5 [NP3
(samskara<bhedena) ] (viSesa<pratipatteh) ] ] [NP5 [ADV tadvat ] [NP6 anyasya
[PRT api ] ] sambhavat ]| ] [NP5 [NP7 ((a-sambhava)<anumane) ] [CNJ ca ]
((badhaka<hetu)<abhavat) [NP5 [NP5 (vairagya<(a-drsteh)) ] [NP5 [NP3
(a-drstena) ] [CNJ ca ] (((badhya+badhaka)<bhava)<(a-siddheh)) ] ] [NP5
((((raga-adi)<avyabhicari)<karya)<abhavat) ] ] [NP5 [NP5 [AC [NP7 sambhave
[PRT api ] [NP6 e 1] ] [PC7 0] ] [NP6 visesanam 1] [IC drastum ] (a-Sakyatvat) ]
[NP5 [NP6 tadrsam 1] [CNJ ca ] ((a-pratiksepa)<arhatvat) ] ] ] ]

1 In contrast, no special causes can be attributed to humans so that, from the similarity
of such things as speech merely in some respect, similarity in any <other given>
respect must be inferred, <1.1> because differences are observed among all
<mental> qualities, since one is aware of <such> differences on account of
differences in training, <and> <1.2> because of the arising of other <differences>
too like that, and <2> because there is no contravening reason for an inference to
their not arising <2.1.1> because there is never an observation of dispassion and
<2.1.2> because there is no establishment of contravention <of something> with
something unobserved <sc., unobservable>, <and> <2.2> because there is no effect
which is not deviant with respect to such things as passion, and <3> because, even
when the special qualities <such as dispassion> do arise, because they cannot be
observed, they <sc., their existence> cannot be denied.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NPs

§ intra-s anaphora

§ negative polarity: “sarva” (first occurrence) K71.7 glosses “sarva” with NP’s conjoined by “vaa”

§ result clause: “yena” complementizer

§ asyndeton: between sub-reasons, but not between sub-sub-reasons

§ “visesa”: ambiguous between “difference” and “special quality”

§ “evam”: like “tatha”, in negative contexts, it cannot be translated as “likewise”.
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21.8 9 G15.20; P183.18

naivam asambhavadvisesahetavah purusa yena vacanadeh kimcin-matrasadharmyat
sarvakarasamyam anumiyeta. sarvagunesu viSesa-dar§anat. samskarabhedena
viSesapratipatteh.

(Pk413b.6) Jegs par bya ba’i phyir bye brag las khyad par rtogs pa’i phyir. yon tan
thams cad la khyad par mthong bas na gang gis na tshig (?2694:5) ]a sogs pa cung zad
tsam chos mthun pas rnam pa thams cad du mthun par (P¥4130.7) rjes su pag par *gyur
ba de Ita bur skyes bu dag ni rgyu’i khyad par med pa can ma yin pa nyid do.

1 It is not the case that human beings have no such existing special cause by which it
could be inferred from a similarity in only some aspects, such as speaking, that there
is a similarity in all aspects. Because differences are observed in all [mental] qualities,
since it is admitted that differences [in mentality] are due to differences in habit.

K70.04-12: naivam ity adi. yatha vakyanyasambhavadvisesahetiini naivam
sambhavadviSesahetavah purusah yena visesahetvasambhavena. vacanader
adigrahanenendriyasritatvacittatvadigrahanam. vacanader eva
kimcinmatrenaikade$ena sadharmyat tasmal lingat pumsam ragadimattvena
niyatavisayatvenanyena va sarvakarena samyamanumiyeta.

viSesahetusambhava eva kuta ity aha. sarvesv eva cetogunesu viSesasya dar§anat.
ragaprajiiadayo hi svavisayagrahanam prati mandamandavrttayo *pi kalantarena
patutara bhavanti. svavisaya$ caisam spastataro bhavatiti viSeso drSyate. sa punah
kuto bhavatity aha. samskaro "bhyasas tasya vi§esenam prajfiadinam
visesapratiteh.

219 G15.22; P183.19

tadvad anyasyapi sambhavad.
de bzhin du gzhan la yang srid pa’i phyir ro.
I Also because there is the possibility of other [mental qualities] similiar to that

[habit].

K70.12—-14: bhavatu prajiadinam manogunanam abhyasat prakar$o drstatvat.
sarvajiadayas tu na drsta iti katham tesam bhava ity ata aha. tadvad ity adi.
anyasyapi sarvajfiatvader visesasya sambhavat.*

21.10 G15.23; P183.20

asambhavanumane ca badhakahetvabhavat. vairagyadrsteh. adrstena ca
badhyabadhakabhavasiddheh.

4 Commentary continues K70.14-23.
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mi srid par rjes su dpag pa yang gnod par byed (P2694:6) pa’j (Pk413b-8) otan tshigs

med pa’i phyir te, ’dod chags dang bral ba ma mthong ba’i phyir la, ma mthong bar
yang gnod par bya ba dang, gnod par byed pa’i dngos po mi ’gyur pa’i phyir ro.

I And because in the inference of impossibility there is no evidence ruling it out,
because there is no observation of dispassion, and because there is no establishing a
relation between a means of countering and what is to be countered through what is
unobserved.

K70.24-71.01: asambhave tv anumatavye bhavatam na tasya dharmasya
badhakah kascid dhetur vidyate. tadabhavan nasambhavadviSesahetavah
pumamsa iti sambandhah. katham punar badhakasyabhava ity aha.
vairagyasyadrstatvat. upalaksanam caitat sarvajilasyapy adrstatvat. adrstena ca
vairagyena saha hetor badhyabadhakabhavasiddheh.

21.11 G15.24; P183.20

ragadyavyabhicarikarya-abhavat. sambhave ’pi viSesanam drastum asakyatvat.
tadr§am capratikseparthatvat.

’dod chags (PF414a-1) 13 50gs pa’i *bras bu "khrul pa med pa can med pa’i phyir ro.
srid (P2692.7) kyang khyad par rnams blta bar mi nus pa’i phyir ro. de Ita bu dag ni
spang bar ’os pa yang ma yin no.

1 And because there is no invariable effect of such things as passion. Because even
when specific properties are present, it is impossible to observe them. And because it
is not appropriate to dismiss such things.

K71.02-12: syan matam. na vacanader vairagyadinam saksad asambhavo
‘numiyate yena badhako hetur mrgyate. kintu vitaragabhimatesu ragadayo
‘numiyante. tesv anumitesv arthato vitaragadipratisiddhamadrstenapi vairagyena
asti. adigrahanad asarvajfiaparigrahah. tatha hi vyavaharavyutpattim arabhya
yatha yatharthaparijiianam tatha tatha tadvisayam vaktrtvam bhavatiti tena yadi
sarvavisayam kasyacid vijiianam syat tad visayam api vaktrtvam kena varyate.
syad etat. yadi vairagyadilaksanam tasya viSeso ’sti katham asmabhir
nopalabhyata ity aha. sambhave ’pi tesam vairagyadilaksananam visesanam
parasantane drastum asakyatvat. na ca tathabhtitanam anupalambhat pratiksepa
ity aha. tadrSo ca viprakarsinam apratikseparthatvat.
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21.12 G16.01-05; P184.01-03

[S[VP O [AP [ADV na ] evam ] ] [NP1s vakyani 1] [NP5 [NP6 e 1]
((drsya<visesa2)-B-tvat) | [NP5 [AC [NP7 [NP6 e 2] (a-drSyatve) [PRT api ] ] [VP O
] 1 [NP6 ((a-drsta)<viSesanam)-B 3] [NP6 e 2] (((vijatiyatva<upagama)<virodhat) ]
[NP5 [NP6 (tat3<visesanam) ] [NP7 anyatra [PRT api ] ] (Sakya<kriyatvat) ] [NP5
[NP6 [AP6 pratyaksanam ] sabdanam ] (((a-pratyaksa)<svabhava)-B <abhavat) ]
[NP5 ((bhranti<nimitta)<<abhavat) [NP5 [NP5 (badhaka<abhavat) ]
(bhranti<a-siddheh)) ] 1]

T Sentences are not like that because the differences among them are observable, <1>
because it is a contradiction to hold that, even if their special quality is invisible, those
things which possess them <sc., vedic sentences> are different <from ordinary
sentences>, <2> because their differences can be created elsewhere too <sc., in
non-Vedic sentences>, <3> because perceptible sounds do not have the nature of
what is imperceptible, <4> because there is no basis for error <4.1> because error is
not established without a contravening cognition.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NPs

§ inter-s anaphora: “evam”’s antecedent “purusa’; but see (K 71.13)

§ intra-s anaphora

§ bv cpd: NP (is antecedent)

§ cpd intrusion: null NP6 wrt B NP6 wrt “vijatiyatva” NP6 wrt B

§ asyndeton: between reasons

§ interleaving: K (71.18-21) interleaves <1> and <1.1> but not <2> and <2.1>

§ “nimitta”: ambiguous between “reason” and “cause” contra K 71.23, it does not make sense to treat
nimitta as cause, i.e., physical basis.
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21.13 G16.01; P184.01

naivam vakyani dr§yavisesatvat.

(Pk414a.2)

tshig rnams ni de Ita bu ma yin te, khyad par bltar rung ba’i phyir ro.

I Sentences are not that way, since they have observable differences.
K71.13-15: syad etat. yatha purusa apratikseparhas tadvad vakyanity aha.

naivamityadi. kim karanam. dr§yavisesatvat. tatha hi vaidikanam vakyanam
viSeso drSya evesyate.

21.14 G16.02; P184.01

adrdyatve ’py adrstaviSesanam vijatiyatvopagamavirodhat.

bltar mi rung ba zhig yin na yang khyad par ma mthong ba rnams rigs mi mthun pa
nyid du khas len pa (P269-1) >ga] ba’i phyir ro.

1 And because, even if [the difference] is not observable, it is incompatible with the
assumption that those [Vedic sentences and ordinary sentences] that have unobserved
differences are of a different class.

K71.15-17: atha nesyate. evam adrSyatve ’pi viSesasyabhyupagamyamane.
tenanupalabdhena viSesenadrstaviSesanam vaidikavakyanam laukikavakyebhyo
vijatiyatvopagamavirodhat.

21.15  G16.02; P184.02

tadviSesanam anyatrapi Sakyakriyatvat.
de’i khyad (Pk4144:3) par rams ni gzhan la yang bya bar nus pa’i phyir ro.

I Because their differences can be produced in the other [scil., in the human
sentences] as well.

K71.18-20: syan matam. dr$ya eva viSeso vaidikanam
duh$ravanatvadurbhanatvadayas taih pauruseyebhyo bhinnani bhavisyatity ata
aha. tadviSesanam ity adi. anyatreti pauruseyesu.

21.16 G16.03; P184.02

pratyaksanam Sabdanam apratyaksasvabhavabhavat.

sgra mngon sum pa rnams la mngon sum ma yin pa’i ngo bo nyid med pa’i yang phyir
10.

I Because sensible sounds do not have the nature of what is insensible.
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K71.20-22: na kevalam adrstavi§esanam vijatiyatvopagamavirodhad adr§yatvam
vi§esanam ayuktam ita$ ca pratyaksanam apratyaksasvabhavavirodhat. na hy
ekasya svabhavad vayam ghatate. viSesah pratyaksa eva kevalam
bhrantinimittasadbhavat.

21.17 G16.04; P184.02

bhrantinimittabhavat. badhakabhavad bhrantyasiddheh.

’khrul pa’i rgyu mtshan med pa’i phyir te, gnod par byed (P#414¢-4) pa med pas *khrul
pa mi ’grub pa’i phyir ro.

I Because there is no occasion for error, because there is no establishing that there is
error given the absence of a means of countering.

K71.22-72.02: visadiSaktivan navadharyanta iti ced aha. bhrantinimittabhavad
iti. ripasadharmyadar§anam hi bhrantinimittam visadisu. naivam vaidikesu.
katham gamyata iti ced aha. bhadakabhavad bhrantyasiddher iti. yadi vaidikanam
visese bhrantyanapalaksyamane punar visesavalambipramanam utpadyeta
bhranter badhakam tada bhrantes tannimittasya ca bhavati nicayas tac ca nasti.
tasmal laukikaih Sabdaih vaidikanam aviSese sadhye nasti sadhakam pramanam.

21.18 G16.05; P184.03

purusesu viSesadar§anasya badhakatvad asamanam. parabhavabhiitasya ca
vakyaviSesasyatadviSesatvat.

[S [NP5 [NP7 purusesu ] [NP6 (viSesa<dar§anasya) | badhatvat | [NP1s (a-samanam)
1 [VP O] [NP5 [NP6 [AP6 [NP5 e 1] ((para<bhava)<bhiitasya) | [CNJ ca ]
(vakya<viSesasya) ] (a-(tatl <viSesatvat)) ] ]

(D2690-2) skyes bu dag ni khyad par mthong ba gnod par byed pa yin pa’i phyir
mtshungs pa ma yin no. tshig gi khyad par gzhan gyi ngo bor gyur pa ni de’i khyad
(Pk414a.5) nar ma yin pa’i phyir ro.

T Because the observation of differences among men contravenes <the belief that
there are no differences>, and because the particular sentences alleged to have a
nature different <from ordinary sentences> are not different from them, there is no
similarity <between the case of men and the case of sentences>.

I It is not parallel, because the observation of differences among human beings is the
means of countering, and because the difference in sentences that constitutes a
difference in nature is not that differentiating property.’

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate § donkey anaphora: antecedent for “tatl” is implicit argument
for “para”, otherwise “tat” has an unrecoverable antecedent; K 72.9 supplies “vakya”.
§ “viesa”: ambiguous between “difference” and “particular”
“samana’: treated as an abstract noun; but dictionaries have no such entry
§ “bhata”: alleged (consult Hayes on “bhiita” in “pramana-bhata”)

5 This translation is murky.
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K72.03-09: purusesu tarhi kim badhakam yena sarvakaragunasamyasadhane
dosa ity aha. purusesv ity adi. prajiiadivisayasyatiSayasyabhyasapiirvakasya yad
darSanam tad eva badhakam. yady asambhavad vairagyam purusasya cittam
bhavet. nabhyasasadheyaviSesam bhavet. bhavati ca. tato viSesadar§anasya
badhakatvad asamanam. vedavakyanumane yad uktam pratyaksanam Sabdanam
apratyaksasvabhavabhavad iti. syad ayam doso yadi visesah svabhavabhiitah syat.
kim tu parabhavabhiita ity aha. parabhavabhiitasyeti. parabhavam gatah
parabhavabhiitah. anyasvabhava ity arthah. atadviSesatvad ity avakyaviSesatvat.

21.19 G16.07; P184.04

tad abhinnasvabhavanam sarvesam purusakriya na va kasyacit.

[S tat [NP1s [NP6 [AP6 ((a-bhinna)<svabhavanam) ] sarvesam ] (purusa<Xkriya)
[NP6[ADYV na ] va (kasya-cit) ] ] ]

de’i phyir khyad par med pa’i rang bzhin thams cad skyes bus byed do. yang na ni
’ga’ yang ma yin no.

1 Therefore, all <sentences>, having the same nature, are a product of human human
activity or none are.

I Therefore, [the property of] being the work of human beings belongs to all, without
any difference in nature, or to none.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate (possession)
§ possible ellipsis: confirmed by K 72.11.

K72.09-11: yato nasti viSeso vakyanam tattasmadabhinnasvabhavanam sarvesam
pauruseyapauruseyabhimatanam purusakriya. purusaih karanam. na va kasyacit.
laukikasyapi na purusakriyetyarthah.

22 G16.08; P184.06 D269b.3

kim ca
atmamrccetanadinam yo ’bhavasyaprasadhakah
sa eva anupalambhah kim hetvabhavasya sadhakah.

[S [CNJ kim ca ] [RC [NP6 ((atma+(mrd<cetana))-adinam) | [NP1s yah 1] [VP O
[NP1 [NP6 _ abhavasya ] (a-prasadhakah) ] ] ] [NP1s [AP1 sah [PRT eva ] ]
anupalambhah 1] [ADV kim ] [VP 0 [NP1 [NP6 (hetu<abhavasya) ] sadhakah ] ] ]

(D2690.3) g7han yang, bdag dang sa la shes yod sogs. med par (7#414¢-6) hsgrub

byed min pa’i. mi dmigs gang yin de kho na. gtan tshigs med sgrub yin nam ci.

T Moreover, how can the very same non-apprehension which does not establish
the absence of such things as the self and consciousness in earth establish the
absence of the hetu <from the vipaksa>.
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1 Moreover, how can the same non-apprehension that is incapable of establishing
the absence of a self and the absence of consciousness in clay establish the
absence of the evidence [among non-possessors of the property requiring
establishment]?

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ left extraposition from NP6 of NP6 within RC except CNJ

§ subjacency violation: NP6 within NP6 within predicate NP1 moved unless first NP6 is extroposed from

NP1s and the gap contains a null pronoun
§ intra-s anaphora

.

“eva”: “the very same” (identity emphasis)

K72.12-18: evam acarylyasyadar§anamatrena vipaksad dhetor vyatirekam
icchatah granthavirodham pramanavirodham coktva tirthikanam
parasparavyaghatamaha. kim cety adi. mrdas$ cetana. etac ca lokayatadar§anam.
atma ca mrccetana ceti dvandvah. adiSabdat kstradisu dravyadi. tesam abhavasya
sadhanayanupalambhah parenokto ’pi yas tasyabhavasyaprasadhaka ista
atmadivadibhir anupalambhamatrasyapramanatvad iti. sa evanupalambha
atmadinisedhe pramanatvenanistah kim hetvabhavasya hetor vipaksad
vyatirekasya sadhakah.

22.1 G16.11; P184.09

anupalambham casya pramanayata atmavado niralambah syat. apratyaksatvad
atmanas tatkaryasiddheh.

[S [NP2 anupalambham ] [CNJ ca | [NP6 asya [PC6 [VP _ pramanayatah | ] ] [NP1s
(atma<vadah) ] [VP [AP1 niralambhah ] syat] [NP5 [NP5 (a-pratyaksatvat) [NP6
atmanah 1] ] ((tatl <karya)<(a-siddheh)) ] ]

mi dmigs pa tshad mar byed pa ’di’i bdag dngos su smra ba yang dmigs pa med par
*gyur te, (PF4142.7) pdag mngon (P26904) sum ma yin pa’i phyir dang, *bras bu ma
grub pa’i phyir ro.

T And the view of the self <as existent> must be baseless for one who regards
non-apprehension as epistemic, because, due to the self’s imperceptibility, effects are
unestablished as its <effects>.

I And the theory of a self on the part of him who makes non-apprehension a means of
acquiring knowledge would be baseless, because, owing to the self’s insensibility, its
effects cannot be established.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphora

§ left extraposition from PC of NP2 to MC

§ subjacency violation: NP extraposition from PC (unless “asya” is omitted)

§ cpd: tat-karya-a-siddhi. The cpd tat-karya does not make sense as a typical 6th case tatpurusa. Rather, it
seems to have the force of the non-bahuvrihi part of the vyadhikarana-bahuvrihi ustra-mukha
(camel-faced, i.e., having a face like a camel’s).
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K72.18-22: hetvabhave canupalambham casya vai$esikadeh pramanayatah
atmavado niralambo nirasrayah syat. tatranupalambhasyabhavasadhanasya
sambhavat. tatha hi na pratyaksenatmana upalambho
nityaparoksatvabhyupagamat. atha syad atmano 'numanam evopalambho ’sty
evety ata aha. tatkaryety adi. apratyaksatvad evatmanas tatkaryasvabhavariipasya
lingasyaniScayan nanumanam upalambhah.

22.2  G16.12; P184.10

indriyadinam tu vijiianakaryasya kadacitkatvat sapeksyasiddhya prasiddhir ucyate.
kim apy asya karanam astiti. ca tv evambhiitam iti.

[S [NP1s [NP6 (indriya<adinam) 2] [CNJ tu ] [NP3 [NP5 [NP6 (vijiana<karyasya)

1] kadacitkatvat | [NP6 e 1] [NP6 e 2] (sapeksya<siddhya) ] prasiddhih ] [VP ucyate
[S [S [NP1s e 2] [VP [NP1 [AP1 kim [PRT api ] ] [NP6 asya 1] karanam ] asti | [PRT
iti ] ] [STADV na ] [CNJ tu ] [NP1s e 2] [VP O [AP1 (evam<bhitam) ] | [PRT iti ] ] ]
1]

dbang po la sogs pa ni “bras bu rnam par shes pa res *gag pa yin pa’i phyir ltos pa dang
beas pa nyid du grub pas rab (P5414¢-8) ty * grub par brjod de, ’di la rgyu ci zhig yod
do zhes bya ba yin gyi di Ita bur gyur ba (P26905) zhig go zhes bya ba ni ma yin no

1 The establishment of <the existence of> such things as the sense faculties through
the establishment that awareness, their effect, being transient, is dependent on them, is
spoken of as a case of their being a cause of awareness not as their being thus and so.

I But concerning the establishment of such things as the sense-faculties by
establishing that their effect, sensory awareness, is occasional, it is said that it [scil.
sensory awareness] has dependence [upon some cause], but not that [the cause] has
such and such a nature.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ cpd intrusion: both null NP6 wrt “sapeksya”
§ ellipsis: E is NP1 of previous clause

§ intra-s anaphora

K73.01-09: yatha nityaparoksanam apindriyadinam anumanam tathatmano
bhavisyatiti ced aha. indriyanam ity adi. adi§abdat smrtibijadinam. vijianam eva
karyam tasya kadacitkatvad. tatha hi satsv api riipalokamanaskaresu
nimilitalocanadyavasthasu vijfianasyabhavat. punas$ conmilitalocanavasthasu
bhavat. vijianakaryam karanantarasapeksam sidhyati tato ’sya sapeksyasiddhya
indriyadinam prasiddhir ucyate.

etad uktam bhavati. yat sapeksam idam kadacitkam. vijiianam tat kim apy asya
vijiianasya karanam astity anumiyate tad eva cendriyam iti vyavahriyate. na tv

evambhiitam iti na riipaviSesena miirttatvadina yuktam indriyam anumiyata ity
arthah.
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223 9Gl16.15; P184.12

naivam sukhadikaryam prasadhitam kamcid artham pusnati. yena kenacit
karanavattvabhyupagamat.

[S [ADV na ] [ADV evam ] [NP1s ((sukha-adi)<karyam) 1] [VP [NP2 [AP1
prasadhitam J[AP2 (kam-cit) ] artham ] pusnati | [NP5 [NP3 yena (kena-cit) ] [NP6 e
1] ((karanavattva<abhyupagamat) | ]

“bras bu bde ba la sogs pa rab tu bsgrubs pa ni de Itar don cung zad kyang rgyas
(Pk414b-1) nar mi byed de, gang yang rung bas rgyu dang ldan par khas blangs pa’i
phyir ro.

1 In contrast, it is not the case that, because one accepts something to have a cause, an
effect such as happiness shows some established thing <such as a permanent self to
be its cause>.

I An effect such as happiness does not support any established conclusion [such as a

permanent self] in this way [that is, by arguing that since happiness is occasional it

must have a cause], because what is known through some [cause of undetermined

nature] is [just that happiness] has a cause [but not that its cause is a permanent self].

§ analysis does not follow K (73.09-13) wrt NP1s or NP3

§ cpd intrusion: “yena kena-cit” wrt “karanavattva”

§ apposition: AP1 to NP1s

§ negation scope: “na” wider than NP5

88 G sukhadikaryam; PM sukhadi karyam. K and T support G.

§8 Tibetan construes “prasadhitam” as modifying “sukhadikaryam,” but K construes it as modifying
“kamcid artham,” which seems right.

§ “evam”: like “tatha”, in negative contexts, it cannot be translated as “likewise”.

K73.09-14: evam iti yatha
kadacitkavijiianakaryanyathanupapattyendriyanumanam. tatha sukhadikaryam
yasya sukhadikaryam tat kim apy astity anumanena tac catmasvariipam iti
prasadhitam kamcid artham atmavadino na pusnati. yena kenacid
anirdistaviSesena karanena karanavattvabhyupagamat sukhadinam. na
caivambhita atma nityakartrbhoktrtvadilaksanatvenabhyupagamat. yatas ca
yathabhyupagatasyatmano nasti karyalingam.

224 G16.16; P184.12

tatha canupalambha evatmanah syat.

[S [AC [NP7 e ] [PC7 [ADV tatha ] 0] ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s anupalambhah [PRT eva ]
[NP6 atmanah ] ] [VP syat ] |

de Ita yin dang, bdag mi dmigs pa kho nar ’gyur na,
1 And, this being so, there could be no apprehension of the self at all.

I And this being so, there would surely be no apprehension of the self.
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§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP
§ “tatha”: construed as “tatha sati” following K 73.14-15.
§“eva”: emphatic after privative prefix

K73.14-15: tatha ca satyanupalambha eva atmanah syat.

22.5 G16.17; P184.13

tam tena pratyacaksanah kim iti prativyudho nupalambhasyasadhanatvad iti. katham
asadhanam vyatirekam sadhayet.

[S [NPls e [PCI [VP [NP2 tam ] [NP3 tena 1] pratyacaksanah | ] ] [ADV kim iti ]
[VP O [AP1 prativytidhah ] ] [NP5 [NP6 anupalambhasya 1] (a-sadhanatvat) ] ]

[S [PRT iti ] [ADV katham ] [NP1s (a-sadhanam) ] [VP [NP2 vyatirekam ] sadhayet ]
1

des de sel ba na ci ste mi dmigs pa bsgrub pa ma yin no zhes bsal, Idog
(Pk414b.2) b §j Itar sgrub par byed.

(D269b.6)

1 How does one <who holds that the soul exists> refute someone who, through its
not being apprehended, rejects its existence? <He does so> by saying that
non-apprehension <of the soul> does not establish <that it does not exist>. So, how
could that which does not establish <an absence> establish a counter-comitance?

1 How is one who rejects that [scil., the self] by that [non-apprehension] counter [the
proponent of the self]? By saying that [the self exists] because non-apprehension is
not a means of establishing [an absence]. How would that which is not a means of
establishing [an absence] establish a dissociation?

2 <,

§ inter-s anaphora: antecedent of “tam
§ ellipsis: E is previous clause

8§ “iti”: “by saying that” (cp. K 73.17)
§8 The Tibetan translation is not very clear.

atmanah”; antecedent of “tena” “anupalambhah”.

K73.15-18: tasmat tam atmanam tenanupalambhena
pratyaksanumananivrttilaksanena pratyacaksanah. kim iti prativyiidhah
pratiksipta atmavadina. anupalambhamatran nasty asattvam atmana iti. katham
asadhanam sad vipaksad dhetoh pranadimatvader vyatirekam sadhayet.

22.6 G16.19; P184.14

mrdah khalv api kascic caitanyam anupalabhyamanam apicchann adar§anad
vacanaader vyavrttim aha.

[S [NP6 mrdah ] [ADV khalu [PRT api ] ] [NP1s (kah-cit) [PC1 [NP2 _ caitanyam
[PC2 anupalabhyamanam [PRT api ] ] ] icchan ] ] [NPS5 (a-darSanat) [NP6 e 1] ] [VP
[NP2 [NP6 (vacana-adeh) 1] vyavrttim ] aha ] ]
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yang la la ni sa la shes pa yod par mi dmigs par *dod bzhin du yang ma mthong bas
tshig la sogs pa ldog par smra’o.

1 It is well-known too that some, who accept the sentience of earth, even though being
unapprehended, assert the exclusion of such things as speech <from such things as
omniscient beings> due to their non-observation <therein>.

1 But some people, while admitting that clay has sentience even while not being

apprehended, assert the exclusion of things such as speaking on the grounds of its not

being observed.

§ left extraposition from NP2 of NP6 to MC

§ subjacency violation: extraposed NP6 originates as object of a participle and moved to the beginning of
MC (unless “mrdah” after NP1s: see Sanskrit reconstruction)

§ intra-s anaphora

§ “khalu api”: see Emeneau 1969. §§ Tibetan translation “yang” is the usual translation for “api ca” or “tu”.

K73.18-22: bhiitanam eva $akti§ caitanyam isyate carvakaih. bhiitasvabhava ca
mrd ity evam mrdah khalv api caitanyam anupalabhyamanam apicchan
lokayatikah. yad aha tebhyo bhiuitebhya$ caitanyam madasaktivad vijiianam iti.
punas tata evapramanakad anupalambhat. adar§anad vacanader
asarvajilatvadisadhanaya lingatvenopanitasya vipaksad vyavrttim aha.

22.7 G16.20; P184.15

dadhyadikam caparah ksiradisv apararthesu samghatatvadar§anad vyatirekam.

[S [NP2 (dadhy-adikam) ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s aparah [PC1 [VP _ [NP7 (ksira-adisu) ]
[AP2 E1 ] E2]]] [NP5 [NP7 (a-(para<arthesu)) ] (samghatatval <(a-dar$anat)) ] [VP
[NP2 [NP6 e 1] vyatirekam ] E3 ] ]

gzhan ni 0 ma la sogs pa o la sogs pa ste, gzhan gyi (7#4146-3) don ma (P2690-7) yin
pa dag la ’dus pa nyid ma mthong bas Idog pa’o.

1 And others, who accept <the existence of> such things as curds in such things as
milk, even though being unapprehended, assert exclusion of compositeness from
things not for others, because of their non-observation in them.

I And others, [while admitting that] there are such things as curds in such things are
milk [even though it is not apprehended, assert] its dissociation in things that are not
for the sake of something else on the grounds that being aggregated is not observed in
them.

§ constituency violation: complement of moved constituent not moved

§ ellipsis: E1 is AP2 of last clause; E2 is AP1 of last clause; E3 is V of last clause.

§ left extraposition from PC of NP2 to MC

§ cpd intrusion: NP7 wrt “samghatatva”

§ intra-s anaphora

§ subjacency violation: NP extraposition from PC to MC initial

K73.22-74.03: dadhyadikam ksiradisv anupalabhyamanam apicchan.

D269b 75 Pk414b



Gl16 Verse 22 P184

apara iti samkhyah punah sa eva. pararthas caksuradayah samghatatvad ity
abhidhayapararthesu Sasavisanadisu samghatatvasyadar§anad vyatirekam aha
evam tavad asya parasparavyaghatah. na cadarSanamatrenasya hetor vyaptih
sidhyati.

22.8 G16.22; P184.16

ko hy atra niyamah samhatair ava§yam pararthair bhavitavyam iti.

[S [VP O [API kah ] [CNJ hi ] [NP7 atra ] ] [NP1s niyamah [ [S [VP [NP3 samhataih ]
[ADV avasyam ] [AP3 (para<arthaih) ] bhavitavyam ] ] [PRTiti ] ] ] ]

’di la ’dus pa dag ni gdon mi za bar gzhan gyi don yin par ’gyur ro. zhes bya ba’i nges
pa ci zhig yod.

1 For what restriction is there in this case <to the effect> that composites must
necessarily be for others?

1 For what is the restriction in this case whereby aggregated things must necessarily
be for the sake of something else?

§ copula: overt: existential: VP NP1s

K74.03-06: ko hy atra niyamah samghatair ava§yam pararthair bhavitavyam
yatah samghatatvac caksuradinam pararthasiddhyatmarthatvam samkhyasya
sidhyet.

229 G16.23; P184.16

asty eva upalambho dadhyadinam ksiradisv anumanam. asaktad anutpatteh.

[S [VP asti [PRT eva ] ] [NP1s upalambhah [NP6 (dadhi-adinam) [NP7 (ksira-adisu) ]
] [NP1 anumanam [NP5 [NP5 [NP7 e 1 (a-Saktat) ] [NP6 e 1] (an-utpatteh) ] 111 ]

"0 ma la sogs pa la o la sogs (FP#414%-4) pa dmigs pa rjes su dpag pa kho na ste, mi nus
pa las mi *byung (P270¢-1) pa’i phyir ro. zhe na.

1 There is indeed the apprehension of such things as curds in such things as milk,
<namely,> the inference of <something’s> not arising from that which has no
potential <for it>.

I In fact, there is an apprehension of such things as curds in such things as milk; it is
an inference based on not arising from what has no potential.

§ copula: overt: existential: VP NP1s
§ apposition: NP1 to NP1s
§ implicit argument: implicit argument of “anutpatti”, referentially dependent on implicit argument for
“Sakta”.
“eva”: “indeed” (V emphasis)
§8 Tibetan translation suggests that this sentence concludes a piirvapaksa.
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K74.05-11: yad uktam dadhyadikam ksiradisv apy anupalabhyamanam apiti. tan
na. yasmad asty evopalambho dadhyadinam ksiradisu. ko ’sav ity ahanumanam
iti. anumanam cahasaktad anutpatter iti. yadi hi kstradau dadhyadisaktir na syat
tato Saktat kstrader dadhyadi notpadyeta. prayogas tu yad yaj janane na Saktam na
tasya tata utpattir yatha §alibijad yavankurasya. utpadyate ca dadhyadih
ksiradibhyas tasmad asti dadhyadisaktih ksiradav iti karyahetupratirtipako
vaidharmyaprayogah. Sakter eva ca dadhyadih karyakaranayor abhedad iti
manyate.

22.10 9 G16.24; P184.18

atha keyam Saktih.

[S [CNJ atha ] [VP O [AP1 ka ]] [NP1s [AP1 iyam ] Saktih ] ]
yang nus pa ’di ci yin.

1 Now, what is this potentiality?

I And what is this potential?

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

K74.12: athetyadi siddhantavadi.

22.11 G16.24; P184.18

sa eva bhavah uta anyad eva kimcit.

[S[S[NP1sE][VPO [NP1 [API sah [PRT eva ] ] bhavah ] ] ] [S [NP1s E ] [CNJ uta
] [VP O [NPI1 [AP1 anyat [PRT eva ] ] (kim-cit) ] ] ]]

ci yod pa de nyid yin nam, ’on te gzhan nyid cung zad cig yin.
1 Either it is the thing itself or it is something else completely.

I Is it that very being, or is it something else?

§ As Apte makes clear (art. 258), “kim” is a correlative for “uta”. I see no reason to take this sentence as a
question. “kim” does not occur in the sentence itself, and its function is the gloss is, as far as I can tell, to
mark off scope, just like “either”.

§ copula: covert: identity: indeterminate

2. <

“eva”: “itself” (identity emphasis)
§ “eva”: “completely”
88 The Tibetan translation has an equivalent for “kim”. This raises the interesting question of whether the
translators felt a “kim” was implicit somehow, or whether they took the presence of “uta” alone as

having the force of a question.

K74.12-13: yo ’sau dadhyadiko bhavah pascad upalabhyate kim sa eva bhavah
Saktir utanyad eva kificid dadhyader arthantaram.
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22.12 G16.25; P184.18

sa eva cet tathaivopalabhyeta viSesabhavat.

[S[S[VPO[NP1 [AP1 sah [PRT eva ] ] E1 ] ] [NP1s E2 1] [CNJ cet ] ] [S [ADV tatha
[PRT eva ] ] [NP1s E3 1] [VP upalabhyeta ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (viSesa<abhavat) ] ] ]

gal te de (Pk414b.5)

med pa’i phyir ro.

nyid yin na ni, de kho na bzhin du dmigs par ’gyur te, khyad par

1 If the potentiality is the thing itself, then it should be apprehended in the very same
way <as the thing itself> because there is no difference <between them>.

1 If the potentiality were that very being, then it would be apprehended in the very

same manner, because there is no distinction.

§ copula: covert: identity: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: El is the head of the NP1 in the next to last clause; E2 is the NP1s of the last clause; E3 is the
NP1s of the previous clause.

§ intra-s anaphora: only if there is an additional implicit argument in NP5

§ possible inter-s anaphora: NP6 might have antecedents in previous clause
§ 7eva”: "itself” (NP emphasis)

3,

“eva”: “very same” (identity emphasis)

K74.13-14: yo ’sau dadhyadiko bhavah pascad upalabhyate kim sa eva bhavah
Saktir utanyad eva kificid dadhyader arthantaram.

22.13 G16.26; P184.19

anyac cet katham anyabhave tad asti.

[S[S[VP O [NPI anyat ] ] [NP1s E1 ] [CNJ cet ] ] [S [ADV katham] [AC [NP7
(anya<bhave) ] [VPO ] ] [NPIstat] [VPasti]]]

ci ste gzhan zhig yin no (P279¢2) zhe na, ji ltar gzhan yod na de yod de.

1 If it is something else, then how does the one <sc., the thing itself> exists when the
other <sc., the potentiality > exists?

1 If it is something else, then how is it present when the other is present?

§ copula: covert: identity: indeterminate

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ ellipsis: El is NP1s of last clause

§ counter-anaphora: “tat” and “anya”; but see K 74.15

K74.14-15: anyac ced iti. dadhyadibhyo ’rthantaram cec chaktih. tadanyabhave
‘nyasya Saktyakhyasya bhave. tad dadhyadikam asti. naivety abhiprayah.

D270a 78 Pk414b



Gl16 Verse 23 P185

22.14 G16.26; P184.19

upacara-matram tu syad

[S [NPlIse ] [VP [NPI (upacara<matram) | [CNJ tu ] syat ] ]
nye bar gdags pa tsam du ni ’gyur ro.

1 But <this> must be mere metonymy.

I But this would be nothing but metonymy.

§ copula: overt: predicational: indeterminate

§ null subject

88 Abrams Glossary of Literary Terms defines metonymy thus: ‘the literal term for one thing is applied to
another with which it has become closely associated. Thus “the Crown” or “the Scepter” can stand for
the king. ...". It defines synecdoche as a trope in which ‘a part of something is used to signify the
whole.” An example would be ‘ten hands’ to refer to ten labourers.

K74.16: dadhyadijananasamarthyat ksiradau dadhyadity upacaramatram syat.

22.15 G16.27; P184.19

ity ayam esam parasparavyaghatah.

[S[CNJiti ] [VP O] [NP1s [AP ayam ] [NP6 esam ] (paraspara<vyaghatah) | ]
(Pk414b.6) i nj *di dag gi phan tshun ’gal ba yin no.
1 Such is their mutual contradiction.

1 Such is their mutual contradiction.

§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate
§ intra-s anaphora: NP6’s antecedents are the Carvaka, the Vaisesika, and the Samkhya (K 74.17)

K74.17: anupalambhamapramanikrtya punas tasyaiva pramanikaranamayam

23 G16.28; P185.01 D270a2

tasmat tanmatrasambandhah svabhavo bhavam eva va

nivartayet

yatha vrksah Sim$apam $akhadimad viSesasyaiva kasyacit tathaprasiddheh sa tasya
svabhavah.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP1s [AP1 ((tat]l <matra)<sambandhah)-B ] svabhavah ] [VP [NP2
bhavam [PRT eva ] 1] [CNJ va ] nivartayet ] [S [CNJ yatha ] [NP1s vrksah 2] [VP
[NP2 simSapam | E ] ] ]

[S [NP5 [NP6 [AP6 ((Sakha-adimat)<viSesasya)-B [PRT eva ] | (kasya-cit) ]
(tatha2 <prasiddheh) ] [NP1s sah ] [VP [NP1 [NP6 tasya ] svabhavah ] 0] ]
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de’i phyir de tsam dang ’brel pa’i, ngo bo nyid kyis ngo bo nyid, bzlog par ’gyur
ba’am. dper na shing gis shing sha pa Ita bus ste, yal (P2700-3) gq |a (Pk4140.7) go04 pa
dang ldan pa’i khyad par ’ga’ kho na zhig la de skad du grags pa’i phyir de ni de’i
rang gi ngo bo yin no.

1 therefore, a nature, which depends on some thing, must <, when the nature is
excluded,> exclude that very thing as when a tree <, when excluded,> must
exclude a Sim$apa. Because only something which has such special properties as
possessing branches is known to be such <namely, as a tree>, it is its <sc., the
SimSapa’s> nature.

1 Because of that, a natural property that is [causally] connected only with that
[nature being used as evidence] would rule out the nature itself. For example, a
tree [when ruled out rules out] a Shinshapa tree. Because something whose specific
property is possession of branches and so forth is thus known, it [scil., the tree] is its
[scil., the Shinshapa’s] natural property.

88 G yathaprasiddheh; MPK yatha prasiddheh

§8 G ° sambandha; MP ° sambaddha; Miyasaka supports G. Tibetan suggests ° sambaddha.

§ bv cpd: “tat-matra-sambandha” non-predicative; however, M 267 ed reads: “tat-matra-sambaddha” (cf. K
74.19).

§ See 18.19: svabhavah tat-matra-anubandhi

§ “tat-matra” glossed as “hetu-satta-matra” (K 74.19)

§ intra-s anaphora: K (74.22) takes “tatha” ’s antecedent to be “Simsapa”

§ ellipsis: E is V of main clause; change of tense

§ unrecoverable meaning: K 74.20 supplies “nivartamanah” for NP1s

§ yathaclause: introduces an instance (“as when”)

§ “va”: pairs with another “va” in next part of verse (below)

.

“eva”: “mere” (semantic restriction on NP connotation)

.

§ “eva”: “only” (semantic restriction on NP denotation)
88 Tibetan translation has same expression for both “svabhava” and “bhava”.

K74.19-75.01: yata$ cadarS§anamatran nasti vyatirekas tasmat
tanmatrasambandhah. hetusattamatrasambaddhasvabhavah sadhyatvenabhimatah
svayam nivarttamano bhavam evam svabhavabhiitam eva hetutvenopanitam
nivarttayet. vasabdo vaksyamanavikalpapeksi. yatha vrkso nivarttamanah
SimSapam nivarttayati. kasmac chakhadimad viSesasyaiva tatha §SimSapeti
prasiddhah sa vrksas tasya §imSapakhyasya svabhavah.

23.1 G17.01; P185.04

svam ca svabhavam parityajya katham bhavo bhavet. svabhavasyaiva bhavatvad iti
tasya svabhavapratibandhad avyabhicarah.

[S [GC [VP [NP2 [AP2 svam 1] [CNJ ca ] svabhavam ] parityajya ] ] [ADV katham ]
[NP1s bhavah 1] [VP bhavet ] [NP5 [NP6 svabhavasya [PRT eva ] ] bhavatvat ] ]

[S [CNIJ iti ] [NP5 [NP6 tasya ] (svabhava<pratibandhat) ] [NP1s avyabhicarah ] ]

rang gi ngo bo yongs su bor nas kyang ji Itar yod par ’gyur te, rang gi ngo bo kho na
ngo bo yin pa’i (F¥4146-8) phyir ro. de’i phyir de ni rang bzhin brel pa’i phyir "khrul
(D270a-4) pa med do.
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1 And how can a thing exist, having abandoned its own nature, because the thing is its
very nature? So, there is no deviation because of its <sc., the thing’s> natural
relation.

I And how can a being be present after abandoning its own nature, given that the
nature itself is the being? Therefore, owing to a natural connection, it is not erratic.
§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora
§ interrogative scope: “katham” narrower than NP5

.

“eva”: “very” (NP emphasis)
§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ inter-s anaphora
§8 Note differing translations for “bhava” in Tibetan.

K75.01-04: svam ca svabhavam vrksam parityajya katham simsapakhyo bhavo
bhavet. kim karanam. svabhavasyaiva vrksasvatmana eva bhavatvac
chim$apariipat. iti hetos tasyatmabhiitasya sadhanasya Sim§apadeh
savabhavapratibandhad eva svabhave sadhyabhimate vrksadau yathoktena
prakarena pratibandhad evavyabhicarah.

Verse 23c%d

23.2 G17.04; P185.06 D270a.4

karanam va karyam avyabhicaratah.
[S [NP1s karanam ] [CNJ va ] [VP [NP2 karyam ] E ] [NP5 avyabhicaratah ] |
rgyu yis ni, ’bras bu ’khrul pa med pa’i phyir.

1 Alternatively, a cause <, when excluded,> must exclude <its> effect, because
of the non-deviation <of the latter with respect to the former>.

1 Or the cause would rule out the effect, owing to not being erratic.

§ ellipsis: E is the verb in the previous part of the verse

§ “va”: pairs with another “va” in previous part of verse (above)
§ unrecoverable meaning: K 75.5 supplies “nivartamanah” for NP1s; D also supplies “nivartamanah” for
NPIs

K75.04-06: karanam va nivartamanam ity adhyaharah. karyam nivarttayed iti
prakrtam. kasmad. avyabhicaratah karyasya karanavyabhicarad ity arthah.

23.3  G17.05; P185.07

karanam nivartamanam karyam nivartayati.

[S [NP1s karanam [PC1 [VP nivartamanam ] | ] [VP [NP2 karyam ] nivartayati ] ]
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rgyu ldog pa las ’bras bu ldog par byed do.
T A cause, when excluded, excludes <its> effect.

1 A cause, when ruled out, rules out its effect.

§ appositive reason: AP1 wrt VP
§ cf. PVin 2, 46.3

K75.06: karanam ity adina vyacaste.

234 G17.05; P185.07

anyatha tat tasya karyam eva na syat.

[S [ADV anyatha ] [NP1s tat ] [VP [NP1 [NP6 tasya ] karyam [PRT eva ] ] [ADV na ]
syit | |

*bras (Pk415a.1)

gzhan du na de ni de’i bu nyid ma yin par ’gyur ro.

T 1 Otherwise, it would not be its effect.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NPs VP

§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”

§ inter-s anaphora: see K 75.7 on NP1s’s antecedent
§ counteranaphora

§ “eva” unclear

§ cf. PVin 2, 46.4

K75.07-10: anyatheti. yadi karane nivarttamane karyam na nivartteta. tada tat
karyabhimatam tasya karanasya karyam eva na syat. tasmat karanam
nivarttamanam karyam avyaSyam nivarttayati. yady api vasagrhadav
agnikarananivrttav api na dhimasya nivrttis tathapi drstakaranavyatirekena
nanyasmad asyotpattir abhipretyarthah.

23.5 G17.06; P185.07

siddhas tu karyakaranabhavah svabhavam niyamayati ity ubhayatha
svabhavapratibandhad eva nivrttih.

[S [NP1s [AP1 siddhah ] [CNJ tu ] ((karya+karana)<bhavah) | [VP [NP2 svabhavam
] niyamayati | ]

[S [CNIJ iti ] [ADV ubhayatha ] [NP5 (svabhava<pratibandhat) [PRT eva ] ] [VP O ]
[NP1s nivrttih | ]

rgyu dang ’bras bu ’i ngo bo grub pa ni ngo bo nyid nges par byed de, de bas na gnyi
ga rang bzhin ’brel pa kho (P2709¢-5) pag 1dog go.

T But, the relation of cause and effect, when established, restricts the nature. Thus, in
both ways, there is exclusion only because of a natural relation.
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1 But the relation of cause and effect, when established, necessitates the natural
property. Therefore, in either case [the process of] ruling out is due only to a natural
connection.

§ appositive reason: AP1 wrt VP

§ cf. PVin 2, 46.5-6

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§ “eva”: “only” (semantic restriction on case)

K75.10-13: ata evaha. siddhas tv ity adi. siddhas tu karyakaranabhavah karyasya
svabhavam karane niyamayati. sati tasmin bhavaty asati na bhavatity evam
tadavyabhicarinam karoti. ubhayatheti tadatmyena tadutpattya va yah
svabhavapratibandhas tasmad eva. sadhyanivrttya hetor nivrttih.

24 G17.08; P185.09 Dp270a5

anyathaikanivrttya anyavinivrttih katham bhavet
nasvavan iti martyena na bhavyam gomatapi kim

[S [ADV anyatha ] [NP1s [NP3 (eka<nivrttya) | (anya<vinivrttih) ] [ADV katham ]
[VP bhavet | |

[S[[S [NPlse 1] [ADV na [VP 0]] [AP1 asvavan ] [CNJ iti ] ] [VP [NP3 martyena 1]
[ADV na ] bhavyam [AP3 gomata [PRT api ] ] ] [ADV kim ] ] ]

de Ita ma yin na gcig logs ("%415¢-2) pag, ji Itar gzhan ni ldog par gyur. mi la rta

mi bdog ces ste, phyugs kyang bdog pa min nam ci.

1 Otherwise, how should there be the exclusion of one through the exclusion of
the other? Must a human not be a cow-possessor too insofar as he is not a
horse-possessor?

I Otherwise, how could there be the ruling out of one by the ruling out of the
other? Given that a man is not an owner of horses, must he also not be an owner
of cattle?

8§ copula: overt: existential: NPs VP

§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”

§ counter-anaphora: “anya”

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP3 AP3

§ “iti”: unclear grammar; “iti krtva” (K 75.16)

§ null subject: its denotation is anaphorically determined

K75.14-19: anyatheti yadi pratibandho nesyate. ekasyapratibandhakasya
sadhyasya nivrttyanyanivrttih. apratibaddhasya saddhanadharmasya nivrttih
katham bhavet. naiva. yasman nasvavan ity asvarahita iti krtva marttyena
manusyena na bhavyam gomatapi kim. sannidhanat tathaikasyeti
svabhavenasambadhasya hetoh sannidhanat katham anyasya sadhyasya
sanniddhir naiva sannidhanam. yasmad.

goman ity eva marttyena bhavyam asvavatapi kim.
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25 G17.10; P185.11 D270as5

samnidhanat tathaikasya katham anyasya samnidhih
goman ity eva martyena bhavyam asvavatapi kim

[S [NP5 samnidhanat [ADV tatha ] [NP6 ekasya ] ] [ADV katham ] [VP 0 ] [NP1s
[NP6 anyasya ] samnidhih ] ]

[S [NPls e 1] [[AP1 goman] VP O ] [PRT iti [PRT eva ] | [VP [NP3 martyena 1]
bhavyam [AP3 asvavata [PRT api | ] [ADV kim ] ] ]

de bzhin gcig cig nye ba’i phyir, ji Itar gzhan ni nye bar ’gyur, mi la phyugs
(Pk415a.3) pj hdog ces te, de bzhin (P2709-6) rta yang bdog gam ci.

1 In the same way, how is there the presence of one thing because of the presence of
another? Must a human be a horse-possessor too just insofar as he is a cow-possessor?

I Similarly, how could there be proximity of one on the basis of the proximity of the
other? Given only that a man is an owner of cattle, must he also be an owner of
horses?

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ counter-anaphora

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP3 AP3

§ “iti”: unclear grammar; “iti krtva” (K 75.16)

§ null subject: its denotation is anaphorically determined

§ “eva”: “merely” (restriction on case)

25.1 9G17.12; P185.13

tasmat svabhavapratibandhad eva hetuh sadhyam gamayati.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP5 (svabhava<pratibandhat) [PRT eva | ] [NP1s hetuh ] [VP [NP2
sadhyam ] gamayati ] |

de’i phyir rang bzhin ’brel pa kho nas gtan tshigs kyis bsgrub par bya ba go bar byed
do.

1 Therefore, only because of a natural relation does the hetu make known the sadhya.

I Therefore it is only through a natural relation that evidence makes known what is
establishable.

§ valence: causee argument missing for causative of “gam”
§ “eva”: “only” (semantic restriction on case)

K76.01-03: yata evam tasmat svabhavapratibandhad eva sadhyabhimate vastuni
pratibaddhatvad eva hetuh svasadhyam gamayati. na tu sambandhat.
karyakaranayor asahabhavena vyapyavyapakayos caikatvena
dvisthasambadhabhavaat.
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25.2 G17.13; P185.13

sa ca tadbhavalaksanas tadutpattilaksano va.

[S [NP1s sah ] [CNJ ca] [VP O [AP1 [AP1 ((tat<bhava)<laksanah)-B ] [AP1
((tat<utpatti)<laksanah)-B ] [CNJ va]]]]

de’i ngo bo’i mtshan nyid dam, de las byung ba’i mtshan (Z¥415¢-4) nyid yin no.

7 And it <sc., the natural relation>> has the defining characteristic of being something
or arising from something.
T And it is characterized either as having something’s nature or arising from it.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NPs VP

§ inter-s anaphora

§ unrecoverable denotation: “tat” in “tatjbhava”: possible donkey anaphora; (K 76.4) glosses as
“sadhya-svabhava”

K76.03-04: sa ceti svabhavapratibandhah. tadbhavalaksana iti
sadhyasvabhavalaksanas tadutpattilaksano va.

25.3 G17.13,P185.14

sa evavinabhavo drstantabhyam pradarSyate.

[S [NP1s [API1 sah [PRT eva ] ] avinabhavah ] [VP [NP3 drstantabhyam ] pradarSyate
Il

med na mi byung ba nyid dpe de dag gis rab tu ston to.

1 The indispensability itself is shown by the two <statements of > corroboration.

I The inseparability itself is shown by the two observed precedents.

§ “drstanta”: see nts (Gnoli 17.5 - 18.14)
“eva”: “itself” (pragmatic restriction)

K76.04-09: sa eva svabhavapratibandho ’vinabhavakhyah
sadharmyavaidharmyadrstabhyam pradarsyate.

etad uktam bhavati. sadhyasadhanayoh pratibandhagrahakam eva pramanam
vyaptigrahakam tenaiva sadhanasya sadhyayattatagrahanat sadhyabhavo grhita
eva kevalam tad avinabhavagrahakam pramanam vismrtatvad drstantabhyam
upadarsyate. yata$ ca pramanakhyapanad evavinabhavasmrtya sadhyabhave
sadhanabhavo niscito bhavati.

26 G17.15: P185.15 D270a.6

tasmad vaidharmyadrstante nesto vaSyam ihasrayah
tadabhave ca tan neti vacanad api tadgateh.
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yatah
tadbhavahetu-bhavau hi drstante tad-avedinah
khyapyete

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [VP O [NP7 (vaidharmya<drstante) ] [ADV na ] [AP1 istah ] ]
[ADV avasyam ] [NP7 iha ] [NP1s asrayah ] [NP5 [NP5 [S [AC [NP7 (tat<abhave) ]
[VPO]][CNJca][NPIstat] [ADV na][VPO][PRTiti] ] vacanat [PRT api ] ]
(tat<gateh) ] [S [CNJ yatah ] [NP1s ((tat<bhava)+(hetu<bhavau)) 1] [CNJ hi ] [VP
[NP7 drstante ] [NP6 (tatl <(a-vedinah)) ] khyapyete ] ] ]

de phyir chos mi mthun dpe la, (P279¢-7) pges par ’di la gzhi mi *dod. de dag med
na’ang de med ces, brjod pa las kyang de (P¥4152-5) rtogs phyir. *di ltar dpe la de’i
ngo bo dang, rgyu dngos de dag mi shes la, ston te,

1 Therefore, in these cases <sc., in the case of inferences from individuals and
effects>, it is not necessarily desired that a substratum <be mentioned> in <the
statement> of counter-corroboration, because it <sc., counter-corroboration> is
known also from a statement that when something is absent something does not
exist, for <the statements of > corroboration communicate either <the relation
of something> being something or <the relation of something> being the cause
<of something> to one who does not know <one or the other>.

I Therefore, in this case it is not agreed that the substratum [of the property
requiring establishment] is necessarily among the observed precedents of
dissimilarity, because knowledge of it arises even from the expression ‘“when that
[sc. the property requiring establishment] is absent, then that [sc. the property
bestowing establishment] is not [present].”” Because: For being its nature and
having the nature of a cause are communicated in the observed precedent to one
who does not realize them.

§ intra-s anaphora

§ inter-s anaphora

§ unrecoverable denotation: both “tat”’s in iti clause; first “tat” in yatah clause

§ possible result clause: “yatah” complementizer

§ redundancy: “hi” and “yatah”

§ “iha”: K 76.10; Steinkellner 2004 fn. 2 takes it to refer to the tradition of Dignaga.

§ “tat<bhava”: “sadhana-vyapakatva” (K 76.15)

§ “drstanta”: see nts (Gnoli 17.5-18.14)

§ Steinkellner 2004 p. 237 fn. 3 takes “tat” in the citation from Dignaga to refer to vipaksa: K76.13 takes it
to refer to vyapaka and karana.

K76.10-17: tasmad vaidharmyadrstante. tadvisaye ’vas§yam niyamena iha hetau
karyasvabhavalaksana asrayo vastubhiito dharmi nestah svabhavanupalambhe
tvista eva.

tatra hi viparyayenopalambhah khyapaniyah. kim karanam. asrayo nesta ity aha.
tadabhave cety adi. tadabhave vyapakakaranayor abhave tadvyapyakaryakhyam
lingam neti na bhavatity evam vaidharmyavacanad apy asrayarahitat tadgater
vyatirekagateh. (26)

kim karanam. yata ity adi. svabhavahetau sadhyasya tadbhavah
sadhanavyapakatvam karyahetau sadhyasya hetubhavah karanatvam khyapyate.
tadavedina iti tadbhavahetubhavavedinah pumsah.

D270a 86 Pk415a



G17 Verse 27 P186

27.1 G17.20; P186.04

drstante hi sadhyadharmasya tadbhavas tanmatranubandhena tatsvabhavataya
khyapyate.

[S [NP7 drstante ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s [NP6 (sadhya<dharmasya) 1] (tat2<bhavah) ]
[NP3 [NP6 e 1] ((tat2<matra)<anubandhena) ] [VP [NP3 (tat2<svabhavataya) |
khyapyate | ]

dpe la ni bsgrub par bya ba’i chos ni de’i ngo bor de tsam dang ’brel de’i rang gi
(D270b-1) 166 bo nyid ston to.

1 For, in ja statement of;, corroboration, the sadhya property being something is
communicated as being its nature insofar as the sadhya property depends merely on it.

1 For in the observed precedent the establishable property’s having something’s nature
is communicated as being that thing’s natural property through its dependence on
nothing but that thing.

§ unrecoverable denotation: “tat” (possible donkey anaphora)

§ “tat-matra” glossed as “sadhana-matra” (K 76.19)

§ intra-s anaphora

§ secondary predication

§ “drstanta”: see nts (Gnoli 17.5 - 18.14)

K76.18: tad vyacaste. drs "nte hity adi. sadhyadharmasya tadbhavah
sadhanasvabhavatvam khyapyate tanmatranubandhena.
sadhanamatranubandhena.

27.2 G17.21; P186.04

yah krtakam svabhavam janayati so anityasvabhavam santam janayatiti pramanam
drstantena upadarSyate.

[S [NP1s [S [RC [NP1s yah 1] [VP [NP2 [AP2 krtakam ] svabhavam ] janayati ]
[NP1s sah 1] [VP [NP2 [AP2 (anitya<svabhavam) ] santam ] janayati ] [PRT iti ] ]
pramanam ] [VP [NP3 drstantena ] upadarSyate ] ] ]

(Pk415a.6) byas pa’i ngo bo nyid skyed par byed pa gang yin pa de ni mi rtag pa’i ngo
bo nyid yin® na skyed par byed do zhes tshad ma dpes rab tu ston to.

1 <The statement of > corroboration brings to view the epistemic cognition that
whatever produces an artificial nature produces an existing thing whose nature is
non-eternal.

T The knowledge that whatever produces a composite nature produces an
impermanent nature is communicated by an observed precedent.
§ intra-s anaphora: “sah”’s antecedent is “yah”

§ valence: causee argument missing for causative of “upadrs”
§ “drstanta”: see nts (Gnoli 17.5-18.14)

6 Pk: yin; D: med

D270b 87



G18 Verse 27 P186

27.3 G17.23; P186.05

anyathaikadharmasadbhavat tadanyenapi bhavitavyam iti niyamabhavat sadhanasya
sadhyavyabhicarasanka syat.

[S [ADV anyatha ] [NP5 [S [NP5 ((eka<dharma)l <sadbhavat) ] [VP [NP3

(tatl <anyena) [PRT api ] ] bhavitavyam ] [PRT iti ] ] (niyama<abhavat) ] [NP1s
[NP6 sadhanasya ] ((sadhya<vyabhicara)<asanka) ] [VP syat ] ]

de Ita ma yin na chos gcig yod pa’i phyir de las gzhan pa yang yod par (Pk415a.7)
*gyur ro zhes bya bar nges pa med pa’i phyir “khrul (P2700-2) par dgos par *gyur ro.

1 Otherwise, there would be uncertainty about whether or not the hetu deviates from
the sadhya because of the lack of the restriction to the effect that, because of the
existence of one property, another too must exist.

I Otherwise, there would be doubt about the establishing property’s being erratic with
respect to what must be established, because of the absence of a restriction whereby
because of the presence of one property, another [property] than that must also be
present.

§ copula: overt: existential: NP3 VP

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ inter-s counter-anaphora: “anyatha”

§ intra-s anaphora

§ cpd intrusion: “iti” clause wrt “niyama’; NP6 wrt “vyabhicara”

274 G18.01; P186.07

tena ca pramanena sadhyadharmasya tanmatraanubandhah khyapyate.

[S [NP3 [AP3 tena ] [CNJ ca ] pramanena ] [NP1s [NP6 (sadhya<dharmasya) ]
((tat<matra)<anubandhah) ] [VP _khyapyate ] ]

tshad ma des kyang bsgrub par bya ba’i chos kyi de tsam dang ’brel pa ston te,

T And <the statement of > the epistemic cognition communicates the sadhya
property’s dependence merely upon something’s existence.

I And the fact that the establishable property has dependence on nothing more than
that is communicated by that means of acquiring knowledge.

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within MC
§ “tat”: either unrecoverable denotation (cf. 17.15, 17.20 above); or antecedent is “sadhana” of last clause
§ “tat-matra” glossed as “sadhana-matra” (K 77.8)

27.5 G18.02; P186.07

svakaranad eva krtakas tathabhito jato yo naSvarah ksanasthitodharma. anyatas tasya
tadbhavanisedhat.

7 D dgos; Pk: dogs

D270b 88



G18 Verse 27 P186

[S [NP5 (sval <karanat) [PRT eva ] ] [NP1s krtakah 1] [VP 0 [AP1 _ [AP1
(tatha<bhitah) ] jatah ] ] ]

[S [NP1s yah 1] [VP O [AP1 nadvarah [AP1 ((ksana<sthiti)<dharma) ] ] [NP5 [NP5
anyatah ] [NP6 tasya 1] ((tat<bhava)<nisedhat) ] ] ]

rang gi rgyu kho na las byas pa ’jig pa’i dang tshul can (Z¥4154-8) skad cig mar gnas

pa’i chos gang yin pa de Ita bu skyes te, gzhan las de yod pa bkag pa’i phyir ro.

1 An artificial thing is produced from its own cause as existing in such a way that it is
destructible, possessing the property of persisting <but> a moment, because the
artificial thing’s being a destructible thing is excluded from any <causes> other <sc.,
than the causes of the artificial thing>.

I A composite thing, which is perishable and has the characteristic of abiding for a
moment, is born with such a nature only from its own cause, because of the exclusion
of its nature from what is other [than perishable].

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ apposition: “ksana—" to “nasvara”

§ left extraposition from AP1 of NP5 within MC

§ intra-S counter-anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

result clause: no complementizer; rel prn instead

§secondary predication

§“tat<<bhava”: “anityata-svabhava” (K 77.12); nb: “anityata” is sadhya here

. e

“eva”: “just” (semantic restriction on NP denotation)

27.6 G18.03; P186.08

hetubhavo va tasmin saty eva bhavad iti drstantena pradarSyate arthantarasya

[S [NP1s (hetul <bhavah) - [CNJ va ] [VP [NP3 [S [NP5 [AC [NP7 tasmin 1] [VP
sati [PRT eva ] ] ] [NP6 e 2] bhavat ] [PRT iti | ] drstantena ] pradar§yate ] [NP6
(artha<antarasya) 2] ] |

yang na rgyu’i (P2700-3) dngos por te, yod pa nyid yin na yod pa’i phyir ro zhes don
gzhan rab tu (PF4150-1) gton to.

T Alternatively, <the statement of > corroboration in the form — “because something
<sc., an effect> exists only when something <sc., the cause> exists” — shows that
the latter is the cause of the former.

I Alternatively, the causal relation of another thing is shown by the observed
precedent [which says] “because [this] is present only when that is present.”

§ apposition: iti phrase to NP3 (K 77.15)

§ analysis by K (77.13-16) seems wrong; cf 6th sentence back for parallel

§ right extraposition from NP1s of NP6 within MC

§ “drstanta”: see nts (Gnoli 17.5 - 18.14)

§ counter-anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

§ “eva”: “only” (semantic restriction on AC)

86 The Tibetan translation lacks an equivalent of drstanta and does not catch the relationship of
arthantarasya and hetubhava. That is, the Tibetan translators did not spot the right extraposition from
NP1s of NP6 within MC.
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27.7 G18.05; P186.09

tatha prasiddhe tadbhave hetubhave vanityatvabhave krtakatvam na bhavati
dahanabhave ca dhimah.

[S [ADV tatha ] [AC [PC7 prasiddhe ] [NP7 [NP7 (tat<bhave) ] [NP7 (hetu<bhave) ]
va ] ] [S [AC [NP7 (anityatva<abhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP1s krtakatvam ] [VP [ADV na
] bhavati | ] [S [AC [NP7 (dahana<abhave) | ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s dhiimah ] [VPE]]]

[P: bam po gnyis pa] de Itar de’i ngo bo dang rgyu’i dngos po rab tu grub na mi rtag
pa nyid med na byas pa nyid med la me med na yang du ba ste,

1 In this way, when <either the relation of something> being something or <the
relation of something> being the cause <of something> is established, neither does
artificiality exist in the absence of non-eternality nor does smoke exist in the absence
of fire.

I Thus when either having something’s nature or being its cause is attested, then the
fact of being composite does not exist when there is an absence of impermanence, and
smoke [does not exist] in the absence of fire.

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ ellipsis: E is preceding VP

§ “tat<bhava”: “sadhana-svabhava” (K 77.17)

88 Peking edition of Tibetan marks this as beginning of section two.

K76.01-05: yata evam tasmat svabhavapratibandhad eva.

27.8 G18.06; P186.10

tatha hi sa tasya svabhavo hetur va.

[S [ADV tatha ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s sah ] [NP1 [NP6 tasya ] [NP1 svabhavah ] [NP1
hetuh ] [CNJ va]]]

’di Itar de ni rang gi ngo bo dang rgyu yin (Pk415b.2)

na,
1 For in this way, something is either something’s nature or its cause.

I In other words, something is either another thing’s nature or its cause.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ pronoun: as indefinite noun phrase

27.9 G18.07; P186.10

katham svam svabhavam hetum vantarena bhaved

[S [ADV katham ] [NP1se 1] [VP [PP [NP2 [AP1 svam 1] [NP2 svabhavam | [NP2
hetum ] [CNJ va ] ] antarena ] bhavet ] ]
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ji ltar rang gi ngo bo dang rgyu med par yod (P27904) par gyur,
1 How could something exist without either its nature or its cause?

T How could something exist without either its nature or cause?

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate (no NP1s)
8inter-s anaphora
gnull pronoun: as indefinite noun phrase

27.10 G 18.08; P186.11

ity asrayam antarenapi vaidharmyadrstante prasidhyati vyatirekah.

[S [CNI iti ] [PP [NP2 asrayam ] antarena [PRT api ] ] [VP [NP7
(vaidharmyajdrstante) ] prasidhyati ] [NP1s vyatirekah ] ]

de bas na gzhi med pa yang chos mi mthun pa’i dpe la ldog pa rab tu grub po.

1 Thus, counter-concomitance is established in <the statement of >
counter-corroboration, even without <the mention of> a substratum.

I Therefore, even without a substratum, dissociation is established in the example of
dissimilarity.

Verse 27¢%d

27.11 G18.09; P186.12

yesam punah prasiddhav eva tadbhavahetu-bhavau tesam
vidusam vacyo hetur eva hi kevalah.

[S [RC [NP6 yesam 1] [CNJ punar ] [VP prasiddhau [PRT eva ] ] [NP1s
((tat<bhava)+(hetu<bhavau)) ] ] [NP6 [AP6 tesam 1] vidusam ] [VP vacyah ] [NP1s
hetuh [PRT eva ] [CNJ hi ] [AP1 kevalah ] ] ]

gang dag la de’i ngo bo dang rgyu’i dngos po dag rab tu grub pa’i (7#4150-3) mkhas
pa rnams la ni, gtan tshigs *ba’ zhig brjod par zad.

1 Furthermore, for the experts for whom <the relation of something> being
something or <the relation of something> being the cause <of something> is indeed
well established, surely only the evidence itself need be stated.

1 But for experts, for whom the fact [of a thing’s] having something’s nature and the
fact of [a thing’s] being a cause are attested, only the evidence need be stated.

§ “tat<bhava”: no gloss by K

8§ benefactive: both NP6’s

§ intra-s anaphora

§ “’eva”: indeed (V emphasis)

§ “eva”: itself (NP emphasis)

§ “hi”: see Apte dictionary entry (3) and Apte para 307 (2)
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27.12 9§ G18.12; P186.14

yadarthe drstanta ucyate so ’rthah siddha iti kim tadvacanena tada.

[S [RC [ADV (yatl <artham) ] [NP1s drstantah ] [VP __ucyate | ] [NP1s [AP1 sah 1]
arthah ] [VP siddhah ] ]

[S [CNJiti ] [PRT kim ] [NP3 (tat<vacanena) ] [ADV tada ] ]

gang gi don du dpe brjod pa’i don de grub pa (P2700-5) kho na yin pas de’i tshe de
brjod pas ci zhig bya.

7 <In the case of experts> the purpose for the sake of which corroboration is stated
has <already> been achieved. So, what is the point of its statement at the time <of
stating the inference>?

I The thing for the sake of which the observed precedent is expressed is already
established, so what is achieved by expressing in that case?

§ left extraposition from VP of ADV within RC

§ inter-s anaphora

§ “drstanta”: see nts (Gnoli 17.5 - 18.14)

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “drstanta”

§ “kim” what is the point §§ Tibetan phrase is “de brjod pas ci zhig bya” (what is to be done by stating it?)

2713 9 G18.13; P186.14

tatpradarSane "pi kim vaidharmyadrstantasrayeneti manyamana asrayam pratiksipti
sma.

[S [AC [NP7 (tat<pradarsane) [PRT api ] ] [PC7 0 ] ] [PRT kim ] [NP3
((vaidharmya<drstanta)<asrayena) ] ]

[S [NP1s e [PCI [ADV iti ] manyamanah ] ] [VP [NP2 asrayam ] pratiksipati [PRT
sma]] ]

de rab tu bstan na yang chos mi mthun (7#4150-4) pa’i dpe’i gzhis ci zhig bya snyam
du dgongs shing gzhi spang® bar mdzad do.

1 If it <sc., corroboration> has been shown, what is the point of <the mention of>
the substratum in <the statement of>> counter-corroboration? Bearing this in mind, he
<sc., Dignaga> rejected <the need to mention> the substratum <in the statement of
counter-corroboration>.

I Bearing in mind that even if it is shown, nothing is achieved by the substratum of the
observed precedent of dissimilarity, he [scil., Dignaga] rejected the [need to mention
the] substratum.

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “tat” of last clause
§ “drstanta”: see nts (Gnoli 17.5 - 18.14)

§ “kim” what is the point

§ “api”: unclear

§ null subject: unrecoverable denotation

8 D: spang; Pk: spong
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28 G18.15; P187.01 Dp270b.5

tenaiva jiiatasambandhe dvayor anyataroktitah
arthapattya dvitlye ’pi smrtih samupajayate
yad aha arthapattya va anyatarena ubhaya-pradarsanad iti.

[S [CNIJ tena [PRT eva ] ] [AC [NP7 (jiata<sambandhe) ] [PC7 0] ] [NP5 [NP6
dvayoh | (anyatara<uktitah) ] [NP3 arthapattya | [NP1s [NP7 dvittye [PRT api ] ]
smrtih ] [VP samupajayate | [RC [NP1s e ] [VP [NP2 yat ] aha [NP5 [NP3 arthapattya
[CNJ va ] ] [NP3 anyatarena | (ubhaya<pradar§anat) | [PRT iti ] ] ] ]

de nyid kyi phyir ’brel shes na, gnyis las gang yang rung smras pas

don gyis go bas cig shos la’ang, (P270%-6) dran pa ("#415%-5) yang dag skye bar
‘gyur

yang na don gyis go bas gang yang rung bas gnyi ga rab tu bstan pa’i phyir ro zhes
bshad pa gang yin pa ste,

1 For this very reason, when the connection is known from either statement of
corroboration, a recollection with respect to the other too arises through
implication, which he <sc., Dignaga> stated <by the phrase> “or because both are
shown by either through implication.”

1 For this very reason, when the relation is known through the statement of
either one of the two, recollection of the second also arises through implication,
which he [scil., Dignaga] stated [by saying] “or because both are shown by either one
through implication.”
§ counter-anaphora
§ possible NP extraposition: if first NP3 is VP modifier
§ intra-s anaphora: “yat”’s antecedent is main clause
null anaphor may be implicit argument
S possible implicit argument: null anaphor
S null subject: unrecoverable denotation
S “eva”: “very” (identity emphasis)

28.1 G18.17; P187.03

tatrapi drstantena tadbhavahetubhavapradar§anam manyamano ’rthapattyaikavacanena
dvitiya-siddhim aha.

[S [NP7 tatra [PRT api ] ] [NP1s e [PC1 [NP3 drstantena | [NP2
(((tat<bhava)+(hetu<bhava))<pradar§anam) ] manyamanah | ] [VP [NP3 arthapattya
] [NP3 (eka<vacanena) | [NP2 (dvitiya<siddhim) ] aha ] ]

der yang dpes de’i ngo bo dang rgyu’i dngos’ po rab tu ston par (Z¥4150-6) dgongs te,
don gyis go bas gcig brjod pas cig'” shos *grub par (P2707) bshad do.

T There too <sc., in that passage also>, <sc., Dignaga>, bearing in mind that <the
relation of something> being something or <the relation of something> being the

9 D: dngos; Pk: dngas ' D: cig; Pk: cag
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cause <of something> is shown by <the statement of > corroborating instance, stated
one to be established by the statement of the other through implication.

I There too, bearing in mind that one shows having something’s nature and being a
cause by an observed precedent, he [scil., Dignaga] stated that by expressing one one
establishes the second by implication.

§ counter-anaphora

§ inter-s anaphora: NP7’s referent is Dignaga’s text (K 79.3)

§ null subject: unrecoverable denotation
§ “tat<<bhava”: “svabhava-hetu” (K 79.4)

28.2 G18.19; P187.04

tatha hi yat krtakam tad anityam ity ukte anarthantarabhave vyaktam ayam asya
svabhavas tanmatranubandht pramanadrstas tadbhava-niyamad iti. jiatatadbhavasya
arthapattyanityatvabhave krtakatvam na bhavatiti bhavati.

[S [ADV tatha [PRT hi ] ] [AC [PC7 [S [RC [NP1s yat 3] [AP1 krtakam ] ] [NP1s tat
3] [API anityam ] [PRT iti ] ] ukte ] [NP7 [NP6 e 1] (an-((artha2 <antara)<bhave)) ] ]
[NP6 [S [ADV vyaktam ] [NP1s ayam _ 2] [VP 0 [NP1 [NPG6 asya 1] svabhavah ] ]
[AP1 [AP1 ((tat]l <matra)<anubandhi) | (pramana<drstah) [NP5 [NP6 e 2]

((tatl <bhava)<niyamat) ] | [PRT iti ] ] (jiata<(tatl <bhavasya))-B ] [NP3
arthapattya ] [NP1s [S [AC [NP7 (anityatva<abhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP1s krtakatvam ]
[VP [ADV na ] bhavati ] [PRT iti ] ] ] [VP bhavati ] ]

’di Itar gang byas pa de ni mi rtog pa’o zhes smras na, don tha dad pa med na, gsal bar
’di ni *di’i ngo bo (F¥4158-7) nyid de tsam dang ’brel pa tshad mas mthong ba yin no
zhes bya bar nges par ’gyur te, de yod par nges pa’i phyir ro. de bas na de’i ngo bo
shes pas ni don gyis go (P271¢-1) bas mi rtag pa nyid med na byas pa nyid med do.
(Pk415b-8) 7hes bya ba *gyur ro.

1 For instance, when it is said that something is not different from something, as in the
statement that what is artificial is non-eternal, then, for one who knows the former to
be the latter — because he knows the latter to be the nature of the former, having
epistemically observed the latter to depend merely on the existence of the former,
because of the restriction of the former to being the latter — there is <the
ascertainment>, through implication, that artificiality does not exist when
non-eternality does not exist.

1 For instance, when it is stated that that which is composite is impermanent, when
there is no other meaning, obviously this, its nature, which is dependent on nothing
more than that, has been observed through a means of acquiring knowledge, because
there is a restriction by nature. Therefore, for one to whom the nature is known this
thought arises through an implication: being complex does not arise in the absence of
impermanence.

§ API extraposition: from NP1s to right margin

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP
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§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate (no subject)

§ “tatha hi”: see Apte dictionary entry (3) and Apte para 397 (3)

§ “iti” <first>: marks sentential subject of AC

§ “iti” <second>: provides a gloss for NP6 K (82.8) starts his gloss of this sentence with “evam”

§ “iti” <third>: : K 82.9 supplies “niScaya”

§ intra-s anaphora

§ possible constituency violation: K (78.9-11) construes second AC with NP5 and NP5 as reason for next to
last AP1

§ bv cpd: NP

§ “tat<<bhava”: “svabhava” (K 82.8)

§ “iti”: sentential subject of MC

28.3 G18.23; P187.06

na hi svabhavasyabhave bhavo bhavaty abhedat.

[S [ADV na ] [CNJ hi ] [AC [NP7 [NP6 svabhavasya [NP6 e 1] ] abhave ] [PC7 0] ]
[NP1s bhavah 1] [VP bhavati ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (a-bhedat) ] ]

rang gi ngo bo med par yod par mi ’gyur te, tha dad pa med pa’i phyir ro.

1 For it is not the case that a thing exists when its nature is absent, because it <sc., the
thing>> is not distinct <from its nature>.

I For it is not the case that a being is present in the absence of its nature, because there
is no difference [between a being and its nature].
§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphor
§ possible split antecedent: for second NP6

28.4 G18.23; P187.07

anyatha tadbhave bhavatity eva na syat.

[S [ADV anyatha ] [S [AC [NP7 (tat<bhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP1s e ] [VP bhavati ]
[PRT iti [PRT eva]]] [VP [ADV na ] syat ] ]

de Ita ma yin na de yod do'' zhes bya ba nyid du mi *gyur ro.

T Otherwise, the very fact that when something exists <its nature> exists would not
be the case.

I Otherwise it would not be the case that something is present when its nature is.

§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate
§ copula: overt: existential: S VP
§ possible ellipsis: treated here as null subject
§ null subject
§ sentential subject: marked by “iti”
“eva”: “itself” (clause emphasis)
§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”
88Pk corresponds to Sanskrit; D is missing a phrase.

1 D: de Ita ma yin na de yod do; Pk: de Itar ma yin na de yod na yod do
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28.5 G18.24; P187.07

tatha tadabhave na bhavatity ukte. tata eva tadbhavatavedinah. tatha hy ayam asya
svabhavo yena tadabhave na bhavati. anyathayogad iti tattatsvabhavatapratipattya
anvayasmrtir bhavati.

[S [ADV tatha ] [AC [ [NP7 [S [AC [NP7 (tat<abhave) | [PC7 0] ] [NPlse ] [VP
[ADV na ] bhavati ] ] [PRT iti ] ] 1] [PC7 ukte ] ] [NPS5 tatah [PRT eva ] 1] [NP1s
[NP6 ((tat<bhavata)<vedinah) ] [NP3 [S [ADV tatha ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s ayam 2] [VP
0 [NP1 [NP6 asya 3] svabhavah ] ] [NP5 [S [CMP yena ] [AC [NP7 (tat2<abhave) ]
[PC701]][NPlse 3] [VP[ADV na ] bhavati | [ADV anyatha ] [NP6 e 1] (a-yogat) ]
[PRT iti ] ] ((tat<(tat<svabhavata))<pratipattya) ] (anvaya<smrtih) ] [VP bhavati ] ] ]

de bzhin du de med na med do zhes (P¥416¢-1) smras na,'? de’i (P271%-2) ngo bo nyid
du rig pa las *di Itar °di ni *di’i ngo bo nyid yin te, des ni'? de med na med do. de lta
ma yin na mi rung ba’i phyir ro. de’i phyir de’i ngo bo nyid du rtogs (7#416¢-2) pag
rjes su ’gro ba dran pa ’byung ngo.

1 In this way, when it is said that something does not exist when something <sc., its
nature> does not exist, from that alone, one who knows the former to be the latter
recollects the concomitance through his awareness of the fact that the latter is the
nature of the former, that is, the awareness that the latter is the nature of the former
because otherwise there would be no connection so that when the latter does not exist
the former does not exist.

I In the same manner, when it is stated that it is not present when that is absent, from
that alone, one who knows the fact that something has that nature has recollection of
association due to understanding the fact that one thing has the nature of another in
this manner: “this is the nature of that since that is not present in the absence of this,
because otherwise it would be impossible.”

§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate
§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate
§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate (possession)
§ “iti” <second>>: apposition indicator; however, K 82.19 glosses as “hetoh”
§ intra-s anaphora
§ null subject: twice
§ possible result clause: “yena” complementizer
§ unrecoverable denotation: first null subject first “tat” in AC
§ “tat<bhava”: “sadhya-svabhava” (K 82.15)
8§ K (82.19) takes last “iti” to be a connective, instead of clause terminator
§ “tatha hi” left untranslated
“eva”: “alone” (semantic restriction on NP denotation)
§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”
§§ Tibetan [mistakenly] renders vedinah as ablative, not genitive
88 Tibetan treats ayoga as nominalized modal verb, not as noun meaning “connection.”

12 D:na; Pk: ba '3 D: ni; Pk: na
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28.6 9 G19.01; P187.10

tatha yatra dhiimas tatragnir ity ukte karyam dhimo dahanasya. yena dhiime ’va§yam
agnir bhavati.

[S [ADV tatha ] [AC [S [RC [VP O [NP7 yatra 1] ] [NP1s dhtimah ] ] [VP 0 [NP7 tatra
11 ] [NP1s agnih ] [PRT iti ] ] [PC7 ukte ] ] [VP O [NP1 karyam _] ] [NP1s dhimah ]
[NP6 dahanasya ] [S [CMP yena ] [AC [NP7 dhiime ] [PC7 0] ] [ADV avasyam |
[NP1s agnih ] [VP bhavati ] ] ]

de bzhin du gang na du ba yod pa de na me yod do zhes smras na, du ba ni me’i
(D271a-3) *pras bu yin ne,'* des na du ba yod na gdon mi za bar me yod do.

1 Likewise, when it is stated that where there is smoke there is fire, <one ascertains
that> smoke is the effect of fire so that when smoke exists fire necessarily exists.

I In the same way, when it is stated that where there is smoke there is fire, [one

understand that] smoke is the effect of fire, because of which if smoke is present fire is

necessarily present.

§ copula: covert: existential: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: existential: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: existential: VP NP1s

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ right extraposition from NP1 (predicate) of NP6 within MC

§ intra-s anaphora: possible reason clause

§ K (83.06) reads MC as though embedded within “iti niScayah”; this is in keeping with the other sentences
with the AC “iti ukte”.

§8 G: tatha yatra; P: tatra yatha. T supports G.

88 G: yena dhiime; P: yena dharme. T supports G.

28.7 G19.03; P189.11

anyatharthantarasya tadanubandhaniyamabhavat svatantryam bhavasya syat.

[S [ADV anyatha | [NP5 [NP6 (arthal <antarasya) 2]
(((tatl <anubandha)<niyama)<abhavat) | [NP1s [NP6 e 1] svatantryam [NP6
bhavasya [NP6 e 2] ] [VP syat] ] ]

de Ita ma yin'® na don gzhan de (P#4164.3)

bo rang dbang can du ’gyur ro.

dang ’brel par nges pa med pa’i phyir ngo

1 Otherwise, because one thing is not restricted to depend on another, the former’s
existence would be independent of the latter.

I Otherwise, a being would have self-sufficiency, because of the absence of the
restriction of another object’s being connected to it.

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”

§ intra-s anaphora

§ cpd intrusion: NP6 wrt “tat-anubandha”

14 D:ne; Pk: no. ! D: de Ita ma yin; Pk: de ma yin
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28.8 (G19.04; P 187.11

atas tadabhave ’pi svabhavavaikalyan nabhavah.

[S [NPS5 atah ] [AC [NP7 (tat<abhave) [PRT api ] ] [PC7 0] ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1]
(svabhava<(a-vaikalyat)) ] [ADV na ] [VP 0 ] [NP1s [NP6 e 1] abhavah ] ]

des na de med kyang rang gi ngo bo ma tshang ba med pa’i phyir med par mi ’gyur ro.

T Hence, even if it <sc., the cause> did not exist, it would not be that, because of the
non-incompleteness of its <sc., the effect’s> nature, the other <sc., the effect>
would not exist.

1 Therefore, even in the one’s absence, there would be no absence [of the other],
because the [other’s] nature is not defective.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ counter-anaphora

§ inter-s anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

§ cpd intrusion: first null NP6 wrt “svabhava-”

8§ scope: “na’” has scope over the NP5 but not over AC

§ possible ellipsis: of “syat” from previous clause

88 ellipsis of “syat” from previous clause supported by T.

28.9 G19.05; P187.12

karye tv ava§yam karanam bhavati.

[S [AC [NP7 karye ] [PC7 0] ] [CNJ tu ] [ADV avasyam ] [NP1s karanam ] [VP
bhavati ] ]

’bras bu yin na ni gdon (P271%-4) mj za bar rgyu yod do.
1 But, when an effect exists, <its> cause necessarily exists.

I But when an effect is present, its cause is necessarily present.

28.10 G19.06; P187.12

idam eva hi karanasya karanatvam yad arthantarabhave svabhavopadhanam.

[ [VP [NP1 idam [PRT eva ] 1] 0 ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s [NP6 karanasya 2] karanatvam |
[RC [CMP yat 1] [AC [NP7 ((artha<antara)2<bhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP1s [NP6 e 2]
(svabhava<upadhanam) ] [VP 0 ]]]

rgyu rgyu (F#416¢-4) nyid yin pa ni de [’di] kho na yin te, don gzhan yod na rang gi
ngo bo nye bar ’jog pa gang yin pa’o.

1 For the causality of a cause is just the fact that there is the presence of <the
cause’s> nature when there is the existence of the other <sc., its effect>>.
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I The cause’s condition of being a cause consists in just the fact that its nature is on
hand in the presence of the other object.

§ copula: covert: identity: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ left extraposition from NP1s of AP1 within RC: i.e., WH movement

§ intra-s anaphora

§ counter-anaphora

§ “eva”: just (semantic restriction on NP connotation)

§ “upadha™: (1) to lay upon; (4) to produce; (13) (in gram) to precede without intervention of another
syllable (Apte sv)

28.11 G19.07; P187.13

karyasya api tadbhava eva bhavah

[S [NP1 E1 ] [NP1s [NP6 karyasya [PRT api ] 1] E2 ] [RC [COMP E3 ] [AC [NP7
(tat<bhave) [PRT eva ] ] [PC7 0] ] [NP1s [NP6 e 1] bhavah [ [VPO]]]

“bras bu yang de yod pa nyid na yod pa yin no.

7 The causality of the effect also is the fact that there is <the effect’s> existence, only
when there is its <sc., the cause’s> existence.

T And the effect’s [being an effect consists in its] presence just when that [cause] is
present.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E1 is NP1 of last MC; E2 is head of NP1s of last MC; E3 is COMP of last clause
§ counter-anaphora

§ inter-s anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

§ “eva”: only (semantic restriction on clause)

28.12 G19.08; P187.13

tac casti dhiime.

[S [NP1s tat ] [CNJ ca ] [VP asti [NP7 dhiime ] ] ]
de yang du ba la yod do.

1 And such exists in <the case of> smoke.

I And that [sc., fact of being present only when the cause is present] exists in smoke.

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP
§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent the RC of the last sentence

28.13 G19.08; P187.13

tasmat karyam dhiima ity anvayena vidhitatatkaryatvasya dahanabhave dhimo na
bhavatity arthad vyatirekapratipattir bhavati.
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[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP6 [NP3 [S [NP1s karyam ] [VP [NP1 dhtimah 1] 0 ] [PRT iti ] ]
anvayena ] (vidita<(tatl <karyatvasya))-B ] [NP1s [S [AC [NP7 (dahana<abhave) ]
[PC701][S [NP1s dhtimah ] [VP [ADV na ] bhavati ] [PRT iti ] ] [NP5 arthat ]
(vyatireka<pratipattih) ] [VP bhavati ] ] ]

de Ita bas'® na du ba ni (F*416-5) *brag bu yin no zhes rjes su *gro bas de’i *bras bu
(D271a-5) nvid shes pas me med na du ba med do zhes don gyis go bas ldog pa rtogs
par ’gyur ro.

1 Therefore, for one to whom its <sc., smoke’s> being an effect is known in the form
of the concomitance that smoke is an effect, arises, by implication, the belief of the
counter-concomitance that when fire does not exist smoke does not exist.

I Therefore, one to who smoke’s being condition of being an effect is known through
association in the form “smoke is an effect” has, as a matter of course, awareness of
dissociation in the form “where there is no fire, there is no smoke.”

§ copula: covert: existential: NP1s VP

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP (possession)

§ bv cpd: NP

§ intra-s anaphora

§ cpd intrusion: second iti clause wrt “vyatireka”.

28.14 G19.10; P187.14

tathasaty agnau dhiimo nastity ukte ’gnir dhiime bhavaty ava§yam ity arthad
anvayapratipattih.

[S [ADV tatha ] [AC [S [AC [PC7 (a-sati) ] [NP7 agnau ] ] [NP1s dhimah ] [VP
[ADV na ] asti ] [PRT iti ] ] [PC7 ukte ] ] [NP1s [S [NP1s agnih ] [VP [NP7 dhiime ]
bhavati | [ADV avaS§yam ] [PRT iti ] ] [NP5 arthat ] (anvaya<pratipattih) ] [VP 0] ]

de bzhin du me med na du ba med do zhes smras na, me la'” du (©*4164:6) by gdon mi
za bar "hgyur ro zhes shugs kyis rjes su ’gro ba rtogs so.

1 Likewise, when it is said that when fire does not exist smoke does not exist, a belief
in concomitance to the effect that fire necessarily exists in smoke arises by
implication.

I In the same manner, when it is stated “when fire is not present, smoke is not
present,” there is, as a matter of course, awareness of association in the form “fire is
necessarily present when there is smoke.”

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate (possession)
§ cpd intrusion: second iti clause wrt “anvaya”.

16 D: bas; Pk: ba 17 D: la; Pk: las
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28.15 G19.12; P187.15

anyatha hi tadabhave kim na bhaved iti.

[S [ADV anyatha ] [CNJ hi ] [AC [NP7 (tat<abhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [PRT kim ] [NP1s
[S [NPlse][VP [ADV na ] bhavet ] [PRTiti]]1]1[VPO]]

de Ita ma yin na de med na'® ci ste yod par mi *gyur.

1 For otherwise, when it <sc., the cause> does not exist, how should there be <the
recognition> that it <sc., the effect> does not exist?

1 For otherwise, why would it [sc. smoke] not be present in its [sc., fire’s] absence?

§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate
§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
8§ “iti”’: marks sentential subject

§ “iti”: K 83.19 supplies “niscaya”

§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”

28.16 9 G19.12; P187.17

nanu ca nityanityarthakaryatvabhave ’pi Sravanajiianam na bhavati tadabhave. na vai
na bhavati. tayor eva tatah samS$ayat.

[S [CNJ nanu ] [CNJ ca ] [AC [NP7 ((((nitya+anitya)<artha)l <karyatva)<abhave)
[PRT api ] [NP6 e 2] ] [PC7 0] ] [NP1s (Sravana<jiianam) 2] [VP [ADV na ] bhavati ]
[AC [NP7 (tatl <abhave) ] [PC70]1]]

[S[ADV na [PRT vai ] | [S [NP1s E1 | [VP [ADV na ] bhavati | [AC [NP7E2]]]
[NP5 [NP7 tayoh [PRT eva ] ] [NP5 tatah ] sams$ayat ] |

(D2714.6) ytag pa dang mi rtag pa’i don gyi *bras bu nyid ma yin yang de dag med na
nyan (P#416¢.7) pa’j shes pa med pa ma yin na ma zhe na, med pa nyid ma yin te, de
las de dag nyid the tshom za ba’i phyir ro.

1 And suppose it is argued that, though it is not <known> whether something eternal
or something non-eternal is the cause of aural cognition, <nonetheless> if it <sc., the
cause> does not exist, aural cognition does not exist. It is not <ascertained> at all
that it does not exist when one or the other of them does not exist, because from it
<sc., aural cognition> there is doubt with respect to which of those very
things—eternal or non-eternal—it is.

I Now suppose that even though aural cognition is not the effect of either permanent
or impermanent things, nonetheless, when either does not exist, it does not exist. It is
not at all the case that it does not exist when either of them does not exist, because
from it [sc., aural cognition] there is uncertainty about which of those two [sc., eternal
or non-eternal] it is.

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

18 D: de med na; Pk: de na
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§ unclear: ‘abhava’ in AC is construed epistemically. See K84.3-4: na jiiaayate kim nityasya satah Sabdasya
karyam §ravanajiianam uta anityasya iti.

§ intra-s anaphora

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: El is NP1s of previous MC; E2 is second AC of last sentence

§ inter-s anaphora

§ null subject: in MC

§ K (84.7-8) construes MC with “iti Sakyam vijiatum”

. ¢

“eva”: ‘those very things’ (identity emphasis)

K84.01-10: atra paro vyabhicaramaha. nanu cetyadi. nityanityarthayoh
karyannityaanityarthakaryantadbhavastattvam. tasyabhave ’pi. tatha hi
$ravanjiianam $abdasyaiva dharmatvadasadharanam. tatra na jiayate kinnityasya
satah §abdasya karyam Sravanajfianam uta anityasyeti. tatasca na
nityarthakaryatvam $ravanajfianasya napyanityarthakaryatvantathapi
$ravanjiiananna bhavati tadabhave ’pi nityanityarthabhave. tadvyatireke
vyatiricyata iti yavat. nityanityarthabhave tavanna bhavatyanityesu
chatadisvabhavat. anityabhave ’pi na bhavati nityesvabhavat. na vai na bhavatiti
siddhantavadi. na vai tacchravanatvannityanityabhave na bhavatityevam Sakyam
vijiiatum. yadi tu tadabhave na bhavatityevanni’scayah syat tada
tatkaryatvannitamena syat. kintu tadabhave na bhavatityeva nasti. kinkaranam.
tayoreva nityanityatvayostatah Sravanatvat samsayat.

28.17 G19.14; P187.18

anyathabhavena nicitat katham tadbhavaparamar§ena samsayah syat.

[S [ADV anyatha | [NP5 [NP3 [NP6 e 1] abhavena ] nidcitat ] [ADV katham | [NP1s
[NP3 ((tatl <bhava)<paramarSena) | samsayah ] [VP syat ] ]

de 1ta ma yin na med pas nges pa’i phyir, ji Itar de dag gi ngo bo la ltos'” nas the
tshom du (FPk416a-8) > gy,

1 Otherwise, how could doubt come about through consideration of their existence,
because of what is ascertained through their absence.

I Otherwise, owing to what is ascertained through their absence, how could there be
uncertainty [about sound] through pondering their absence?

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphora

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is NP7 of last sentence

§ possible extraposition: second NP3 to a non-terminal position
§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”

K84.10-12: anyatha nityanitye vastunyabhavena niScitacchravanatvat
kathantadbhavapararsena §abde sam$ayah syat. tasmannityanityabhyam
vyavrttireva nasti §ravanatvasya.

19 D: ltos; Pk: bltos
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28.18 G19.16; P187.18

kevalam tu bhavaniScayabhavan na astity ucyate.

[S [NP5 kevalam [CNJ tu ] [NP6 e 1] ((bhava<ni$caya)<abhavat) ] [S [NPlse 1]
[VP[ADV na][S [VPasti ] [PRT iti ] J ucyate ] ] ]

(D2710.7) yod par nges pa med pa’i phyir med do zhes bya ba ’ba’ zhig tu zad do.

1 But, only because there is no ascertainment of its existence, it <sc., aural
cognition> is not said to exist.

1 It is said only that it [sc., audibility] is not present because of absence of
ascertainment of its presence.

§ inter-s anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

§ null subject: denotation determined by antecedent

§ sentential subject: marked by “iti”

88 T suggests that scope of “kevalam” is “ity ucyate”.

28.19 9 G19.16; P187.20

yada punar drstantena nagnidhiimayoh karyakaranabhavah pradarSyate. tada yatra
dhiimas tatragnir ity eva na syat. pratibandhabhavat.

[S [S [CNJ yada ] [CNJ punar ] [NP3 drstantena ] [ADV na ] [NP1s [NP6
(agni+dhiimayoh) ] ((karya+karana)<bhavah) ] [VP _ pradarSyate ] ]

[ADV tada ] [NP1s [S [RC [VP O [NP7 yatra 1] ] [NP1s dhtimah ] ] [VP O [NP7 tatra
111 [NP1s agnih ] [PRT iti [PRT eva]]]][VP [ADV na ] syat | [NP5
(pratibandha<abhavat) | ]

gang gi tshe dpes me dang du ba dag rgyu dang ’bras bu’i dngos por mi ston pa de’i
tshe ni brel pa med pa’i phyir, gang na du (7¥4160-1) b3 yod®” pa de na me yod do
zhes bya ba nyid du yang mi ’gyur na,

1 When, moreover, the relation of cause and effect between fire and smoke is not
shown by <the statement of > of corroboration, then the very <ascertainment> that
where there is smoke there is fire would not obtain because of the absence <of the
ascertainment> of the relation.

I But when the relation of cause and effect between fire and smoke is not shown by
the observed precedent, then there would not be the very [idea] that where there is
smoke there is fire, because of the absence of the relation.

8§ copula: covert: existential: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: existential: VP NP1s

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within MC, except CNJ and CNJ
§ null subject

§ sentential subject: marked by “iti”

§ intra-s anaphora

§ “eva”: “very” (clause emphasis)

20 D: du ba yod; Pk: du yod
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28.20 G19.19; P187.21

kuto ’gnyabhave dhtimo nastity arthad vyatirekasiddhih.

[S [ADV kutah ] [VP 0] [NP1s [S [AC [NP7 (agni<abhave) ] [PC7 0] ] [NP1s
dhtimah ] [VP [ADV na ] asti ] [PRT iti ] ] [NP5 arthat ] (vyatireka<siddhih) ] ]

(D271b.1)

me med na du ba med do zhes shugs kyis ldog pa ’grub pa dang,

1 <And> how <then>> can there be the establishment of counter-concomitance,
namely, that smoke does not exist in the absence of fire, by implication?

1 [Then,] how could there be establishment, as a matter of course, of dissociation of
the form “in the absence of fire there is no smoke”?

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ cpd intrusion: iti clause wrt “vyatireka”.

8§ This sentence is within the scope of the last sentence’s protasis Cf. K (85.06)

28.21 G19.19; P187.20

tatha vaidharmyenabhavasiddher anvayasmrtih

[S [AC [NP7 e ] [PC7 [ADV tatha ] 0]] [ADV E ] [NP1s [NP3 vaidharmyena ] [NP5
(abhava<a-siddheh) ] (anvaya<smrtih) ] [VP O] ]

de bzhin du chos mi mthun pas med pa mi ’grub pa’i phyir, rjes su ’gro (P#4160-2) by
dran par Ita ga la "gyur.

1 This being so <i.e., in the absence of awareness of the relation>, <how> can there
be the recollection of concomitance, since the <mere statement of >
counter-comitance does not establish an absence?

I In the same manner, how can there be recollection of association, since there is no
establishing an absence by means of dissimilarity.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E is [ADV kutah] of last clause (K 85.8)

88 G anvayasmrtih; P anvayasiddhih. T supports G.

86 Tibetan treats everything from “yada punar” (G19.16) to here as a single sentence.

28.22  (G19.20; P187.22

tasmad drstantenayam eva yathoktasvabhavapratibandhah pradarsyate. ekasadbhave
‘nyasya prasiddhyartham. tadabhave ’sambhavat.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP3 drstantena | [NP1s [AP1 ayam [PRT eva ] ] [AP1
(yatha<uktah) ] (svabhava<pratibandhah) 1] [VP _pradarSyate ] [ADV [AC [NP7
((eka<sat)<bhave)] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP6 anyasya ] (prasiddhi2<artham) ] [NP5 [AC
[NP7 ((tatl <abhave) ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP6 e 2] (a-sambhavat) ] ] |
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gang gi phyir de med ni’! mi srid pas gcig yod na gzhan rab tu grub par bya ba’i phyir,
dpes ji skad bshad pa’i rang bzhin (P271%-2) *bre] pa *di kho na rab tu ston pa.

1 Therefore, the very same natural relation mentioned earlier is shown by <the
statement of > corroboration in order to establish <sc. the existence of> one thing,
because, when it <sc., the natural relation>> is not <ascertained to> exist, it <sc., the
establishment> is not possible.

I Therefore, this aforementioned natural connection itself is shown through the
observed precedent in order to establish the one in the presence of the other, because,
when that [sc., the natural connection] is absent, there is no possibility [of establishing
the one when the other is present].

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within MC, except CNJ

§ counter-anaphora

§ cpd intrusion: NP6 wrt “prasiddhi”

§ inter-s anaphora

§ “eva”: “very same” (identity emphasis)

K85.10-11: tadabhave yathoktapratibandhabhave saty ekasadbhave
"nyaprasiddher asambhavat.

29 G19.23; P187.24 p271b.2

hetusvabhavabhavo ’tah pratisedhe ca kasyacit
hetur.

[S [NP1s [NP6 e 1] ((hetu+svabhava)<abhavah) | [ADV atah | [VP O [NP1 [NP7
pratisedhe [CNJ ca ] [NP6 (kasya-cit) 1] ] hetuh ] ] ]

de’i (P*4160-3) phyir rgyu dang rang bzhin dag, med pa ’ga’ zhig sgrub pa’i yang
gtan tshigs yin te

1 And hence the absence of something’s cause or nature is a hetu for its negation.

I And therefore, the absence of a cause or a natural property is evidence for the denial
of something.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ K (85.13-14) provides a dubious analysis of “ca”

88 Tibetan mistranslates “pratisedha” as “sgrub pa” (siddhi).
§8Punctuation in Pk suggests this was not recognized as a karika in that edition.

29.1 G19.25; P187.26

tav eva hi nivartamanau svapratibaddham nivartayata iti kasyacid arthasya
pratisedham api sadhayitukamena hetor vyapakasya va svabhavasya nivrttir
hetutvenakhyeya.

21 D: ni; Pk: na
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[S [NP1s tau [PRT eva ] [CNIJ hi | [AP1 nivartamanau 1] ] [VP [NP2
(sval <pratibaddham) ] nivartayatah ] ]

[S [CNIiti ] [NP3 [NP2 [NP6 [AP6 (kasya-cit) ] arthasya 1] pratisedham [PRT api ] ]
(sadhayitu-kamena) | [NP1s [NP6 [NP6 [NP6 e 1] hetoh ] [NP6 [NP6 e 1] vyapakasya
[CNJ va ] svabhavasya ] | nivrttih ] [VP _ [NP3 hetutvena | akhyeya ] |

de dag kho na ldog pa na rang gi ’brel pa zlog par byed pas de’i phyir don gzhan *ga’
zhig dgag pa dang sgrub par (P¥4160-4) >dod pas, (P2710-3) rgyu’am rang bzhin khyab
par byed pa ldog pa’i gtan tshigs nyid du brjod par bya’o.

1 For only these two, being excluded, exclude that which is related to them. So, the
exclusion of either something’s cause or pervading nature, must be communicated as a
hetu by one desirous to establish its negation also.

I For only these two, being ruled out, rule out that which is connected to them.
Therefore, one who has a desire to establish the denial of some thing should state as
evidence the cessation of either its cause or its pervasive natural property.

§ modifier giving reason: AP1 wrt VP

§ inter-s anaphora: “tau”’s antecedent is part of cpd in last clause’s NP1s
§ intra-s anaphora

§ “eva”: only (semantic restriction on NP denotation)

§ left extraposition from VP of NP3 within MC, except CNJ

§ disjunction

§ secondary predication: “hetutvena”

29.2  G20.01; P188.01

apratibandhe hi katham ekasya nivrttir anyasya nivrttim sadhayet.

[S [AC [NP7 (a-pratibandhe) ] [PC7 0] ] [CNJ hi ] [ADV katham ] [NP1s [NP6
ekasya | nivrttih ] [VP [NP2 [NP6 anyasya ] nivrttim ] sadhayet ] ]

ma ’brel na ni ji Itar gcig log pas gzhan ldog pa sgrub par byed.

1 For, should there be no relation <ascertained>, how could the exclusion of one
thing establish the exclusion of another?

1 For, if there is no connection, how would the cessation of one thing establish the
ruling out of another?

§ counter-anaphora
8§ The Tibetan translation of “nivrtti” varies.

Verse 29cd

29.3 G20.03; P188.03 D271b.3

yuktopalabhasya tasya canupalambhanam pratisedhahetuh.
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[S [NP1s [NP6 [AP6 (yukta<upalambhasya)-B ] tasya 1] [CNJ ca ] anupalambhanam
] [VP O [NPI1 [NP6 e 1] (pratisedha<hetuh) ] ] ]

(PK416b.5) pigg

dmigs par ni, ldan de mi rigs par yang, dgag pa’i gtan tshigs yin no.

1 Moreover, the non-apprehension of that for which apprehension is suitable is a hetu
for <its> negation.

1 Moreover, the non-apprehension of that for which apprehension is possible is
evidence for denying it.
§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ bv cpd: modifies a pronoun
§ intra-s anaphora

294 20.04; P188.04

pratisedhavisayavyavaharahetus taddhetur ity uktah. svayam
tathabhitanupalambhasya pratisedhariipatvat.

[S [NP1s (((pratisedha<visaya)-B <vyavahara)<hetuh) ] [VP [NP1 (tat<hetuh) [PRT
iti ] ] uktah ] [NP5 [NP6 [NP6 svayam ] ((tatha<bhiita)<<anupalambhasya) ]
((pratisedha<ruipa)-B-tvat) ] ]

dgag pa’i yul can (P2710-4) gy tha snyad kyi gtan tshigs la de’i gtan tshigs zhes bshad
de, de Ita bu’i mi dmigs>> pa ni rang nyid kyis dgag®® (©*4160-6) pa’j ngo bo yin pa’i
phyir.

1 The cause for action whose object is a negation <sc., an absence> has been spoken
of as a hetu for it <sc., denial>, because the non-apprehension of such a thing <sc., of
that for which apprehension is suitable> itself is a form of negation <sc., absence>.

1 The cause of action of which the subject matter is a denial has been said as evidence

for it [sc., denial], because the non-apprehension of that which is so [sc., that the

apprehension of which is possible] itself has denial as its nature.

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “pratisedha” in previous clause; “tatha-bhita” ’s antecedent is AP6
of previous clause

§ possible intra-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “pratisedha”

§ “pratisedha” seems to encompass both ontological and linguistic categories
§ secondary predication: “iti”

aaaaa

29.5 G20.06; P188.05

hetuvyapakanupalabdhir ubhayasyapi hetuh.

[S [NP1s ((hetu+vyapaka)<anupalabdhih) ] [VP O [NP1 [NP6 ubhayasya [PRT api ] ]
hetuh ] 1]

22 D: bu’i mi dmigs; Pk: bu’i dmigs 23 D: dgag; Pk: gog
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rgyu dang khyad par byed pa mi dmigs pa ni gnyi ga’i gtan tshigs yin no.

1 The non-apprehension of either a cause or a pervader is a hetu for both <sc., denial
and the action based thereon> too.

I The non-apprehension of either a cause or a pervasive property is evidence for both
[sc., denial and the action based thereon].
§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ “ubhaya”: see K (86.04)
88 P’s hetur iti unsupported by Tibetan.

30 G20.07; P188.06 Dp271b4

ittyam trividhapy uktanupalabdhir anekadha.
tattadviruddhadyagatigatibhedaprayogatah

[S [CNJiti ] [NP1s [API iyam ] [PC1 [AP1 trividha [PRT api ] ] ukta ] anupalabdhih ]
[VP [API1 anekadha ] 0 ] [NP5
(((((tatl)+(tatl <viruddha)-adi)<((a-gati)+gati))<bheda)<prayogatah) ] ]

de Itar mi dmigs di rnam gsum, bshad kyang rnam pa (P271%-5) du ma ste,
de dang de ’gal la (P¥4160-7) 5ogs pa, mi** rtogs rtogs dbye’i sbyor sgo nas.

1 So, the non-apprehension, spoken of as also of three kinds, is of many kinds,
because of the application of the distinction between non-awareness and awareness of
them and their contradictories <respectively>, etc.

I So, non-apprehension, even though said to be of three kinds, is of many kinds,
because of the application of the distinction between non-awareness of something and
awareness of what is incompatible with it and so forth.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora: first “tat”/,’s antecedent is last sentence’s “hetu+vyapaka”; but see K (86.08), whose
antecedent is unrecoverable

§ intra-s anaphora: intra-cpd anaphora

§ secondary predication:

§ how K (86.06-17) construes syntax is unclear

§ K (86.12) transposes “bheda” and “prayoga” in cpd

§8 P reads: itiyam trividhatrapy uktanupalabdhir anekadha, which has one syllable too many. Tibetan
supports placement of “api” after “ukta” rather than after “trividha”.

§8 “and so forth” includes observing an effect of what is incompatible with a thing and observing what is
incompatible with the cause of a thing (K86:10-11).

30.1 G20.09; P188.08

trividha eva hi pratisedhahetuh. upalabhyasattvasya hetos tathabhavaniscaye
vyapakasya svatmana$ canupalabdhir iti.

[S [VP O [AP1 trividhah [PRT eva ] _] ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s (pratisedha<hetuh) ] [NP1
[NP6 [AP6 (upalabhya<sattvasyal)-B ] hetoh [AC [NP7 ((tatha<bhaval)<niScaye) ]

24 D: mi; Pk: ma
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[PC7 0]]] [NP6 vyapakasya ] [NP6 (sva-atmanah) | [CNJ ca ] anupalabdhih [PRT iti
111

dgag pa’i gtan tshigs ni rnam pa gsum kho na ste, rgyu dang khyab par byed pa de Itar
nges pa dang, rang gi bdag nyid dmigs su yod pa mi ("¥416%-8) dmigs pa’o.

1 For the hetu for negation is of just three kinds, namely, the non-apprehension of a
cause, a pervader, and the thing itself, whose existence is apprehensible, when they
have been ascertained to be that way.

I For the evidence for denial is of only three kinds, namely, the non-apprehension,

when there is certainty of their having a particular nature, of a cause, or of a pervasive

property, or of the thing itself, when the presence of these things would be

apprehensible.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ apposition: extraposed

§ right extraposition from AP1 (predicate) of NP1 appositive within MC

§ intra-s anaphora

§ number: “anupalabdhi” not plural

§ possible constituency violation: placement of AC wrt conjunction (K 86.19); alternatively, possible
ellipsis

§ possible ellipsis: [NP6 AP6 N6 AC] [NP6 _N6 _] [NP6 _N6 _]

2, <

§ “sva-atma”: “‘svabhava”

9, <o

§ “eva”: “‘just” (semantic restriction on NP denotation)
§8 G: tathabhavaniscaye; P tathaniScayo; T de ltar nges pa. See note to G20.10.

30.2 G20.10; P188.09

sa prayogavasena tattadviruddhadyagatigatibhedaprayogato "nekaprakara uktah.

[S [NP1s sah ] [VP [NP3 (prayoga<vasena) [NP5
(((((tatl)+(tatl <viruddha)-adi)<((a-gati)+gati))<bheda)<prayogatah) ] ] [AP1
(aneka<prakarah)-B ] uktah ] ]

de ni sbyor ba’i dbang (P271%-6) gis de dang *gal ba la sogs pa ma rtogs pa dang, rtogs
pa’i dbye ba’i sgo nas rnam pa du mar bshad de,

1 It <sc., the hetu for negation>> has been stated to be of various kinds by dint of
formulations because of the application of the distinction between non-awareness and
awareness of them <sc., cause, pervader, and thing> and their contradictories
<respectively>, etc.

1 It [sc., the evidence for denial] is said to be of many kinds by dint of application

because of the application of the distinction between non-awareness of something and

awareness of what is incompatible with it and so forth.

§ inter-s anaphora: “sah”’s antecedent is NP1s of last sentence “tat”’s antecedent is NP6 disjunction of last
sentence

§ intra-s anaphora

§ secondary predication
88 G: enekaprakara; P anekaprayoga; T supports G.
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30.3 G20.12; P188.11

tasyagatya tadviruddhagatya viruddhakaryagatyety adibhedaprayogair yathoktam
prak.

[S [NPIse ] [VPO[AP1 [NP3 [NP3 [NP6 tasya 1] (a-gatya) ] [NP3
((tatl <viruddha)<gatya) ] [NP3 (((el <viruddha)<karya)<(a-gatya)) |
(((iti-adi)<bheda)<prayogaih) ] (vatha<uktam) [ADV prak ] ] ] ]

de ma rtogs pa dang, de dang *gal ba rtogs (P#417¢-1)

pa zhes bya ba la sogs pa’i dbye ba’i sbyor ba dag gis sngar ji skad bshad pa (
bzhin no.

pa dang, *gal ba’i *bras bu rtogs
D271b.7)

1 This was previously stated through the applications of such distinctions as the
non-awareness of them <sc., cause, pervader, and thing>, the awareness of what is
contradicted by them, the non-awareness of an effect of what is excluded <by them>.

I As was explained above, [the many kinds occur] through the applications of
distinctions, that is, [one can provide evidence for the denial of something] by
non-awareness of it, by awareness of what is incompatible with it, by awareness of an
effect of what is incompatible with it, and so forth.

§ asyndeton

~~~~~~

§ intra-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “tat” of last sentence

§ number: first “tat” is singular, its denotation is plural (K 86.22)

§ null subject: denotation is the fact denoted by previous sentence alternatively, AP may be appositive to
previous clause

31 G20.14; P188.11 Dp271b.6

karyakaranabhavad va svabhavad va niyamakat
avinabhavaniyamo ’darsanan na na dar$anat.

[S [S [VP 0 [NP5 [NP5 [NP5 ((karya+karana)<bhavat) [CNJ va ] ] [NP5 svabhavat
[CNJ va]] ] niyamakat ] ] [NP1s (avinabhava<niyamah) ] ] [S [NP5 (a-darSanat) ]
[NP1s E][ADV na]][S [ADV na][NP1s E ] [NP5 darSanat ] ] ]

rgyu dang ’bras bu’i dngos po ’am, rang bzhin (©¥4179-2) pges par *byed pa las
med na mi ’byung nges pa ste, ma mthong las min mthong las min.

1 The restriction of indispensability comes about from the restrictor either of the
relation of cause and effect or of svabhava, <and> not from either non-observation or
observation.

I The restriction of inseparability comes about from the restraint either of the relation
of cause and effect or of a natural property, not from either non-observation or
observation.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ asyndeton
§ apposition: disjunction to head of NP5
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§ disjunction

§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of first clause
§ negation scope: wide wrt NP5

§ same as PVin 2, 37.23-6

32 G20.16; P188.13 Dp271b.6

avaSyambhavaniyamah kah parasyanyatha paraih
arthantaranimitte va dharme vasasi raga-vat
ity antara$lokau.

[S [NP1s ava§yam-bhava-niyamah _ _ ] [VP O [NP1 kah ] ] [NP6 parasya | [ADV
anyatha ] [NP3 paraih ] ]

[S [AC [NP7 [AP7 ((arthal <antara)<nimitte)-B ] [CNJ va | [NP6 e 1] dharme [ [NP7
vasasi ] (raga-vat) | ] [PC7 0] ] [NP1s E1 ] [NP1 E2]]

gzhan du gzhan ni gzhan dag dang, nges par yod pa’i nges pa gang

don gzhan rgyu mtshan can (P%4172-3) gyj chos, (P272¢-1) yin na® gos la tshon
bzhin no.

bar skabs kyi tshigs su bcad pa dag go.”

1 Otherwise, in what consists the restriction of the necessary existence of the one
through the others? Or in what consists the restriction of the necessary existence <of
a property in a property-possessor>, should the property have as its cause something
different <from that of the property-possessor>, like the case of dye in clothing?

I Otherwise, in what consists the restriction of the one necessarily being present
with the other, or when a property has another object as its causal condition, as
in the case of the dye in clothing? These are transitional verses.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ cpd intrusion: NP6 wrt “avas§yam<bhava”

§ right extraposition from NP1s of NP3 within MC

§ right extraposition from NP1s of NP6 within MC, except ADV and extraposed NP3

§ counter-anaphora: (K88.25) takes the antecedent of “anyatha” to be karya+karana-bhava.

§ ellipsis: E1 is NP1s of last sentence; E2 is NP1 of last sentence; following K (88.25-89.02) and M
(269.15-18)

§ counter-anaphora

K88.25-89.02: anyathetyasatyantadutpattau paraih sadhyabhimataih
parasyanatmabhiitasya lingasya ko’va’syambhavaniyamah. anarthantare tu li.nge
tanmatranubandhitvam sadhyadharmasyestavyam anyatha yannimittam
tasmadarthantaram mudgaradi nimittam yasya anityatvasyesyate tasmin va
dharme ’va§yambhavaniyamah kah. kimiva. vasi ragavat nispanne vasi
kusumbhadinimittao yo ragah pascadbhavi.

2 D:na;Pk:ni 20 D:dag go.; Pk: dag.
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33 G20.18; P189.01 Dp272a.1

api ca
arthantaranimitto hi dharmah syad anya eva sah.

[S [CNJ api ca ] [NP1s [AP1 ((arthal <antara)<nimittah)-B ] [CNJ hi ] [NP6 e 2]
dharmah _ 1] [VP syat [NP1 [NP6 e 2] anyah [PRT eva ] ] ] [AP1 sah ] ]

gzhan yang, chos don gzhan gyi’’ rgyu mtshan can, yin par gyur na de gzhan
nyid.

1 For a property whose cause is distinct <sc., that of its possessor> must be
something completely different <sc., from the possessor>.

I Moreover, a property that has another object as its causal condition would be
something else entirely.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ counter-anaphora

§ right extraposition from NP1s of AP within MC

§ “hi”: not compatible with “api ca”; unlike “hi”, it is glossed by K (89.04-05)

§ “eva”: “completely”

33.1 G20.20; P189.03

na hi tasmin nispanne ’nispanno bhinnahetuko va tatsvabhavo yuktah.

[S [ADV na ] [CNIJ hi ] [AC [NP7 tasmin 1] [PC7 nispanne ] ] [NP1s [AP1 [AP1
(a-nispannah) ] [AP1 (bhinna<hetukah) ] [CNJ va ] ] (tatl <svabhavah) ] [VP 0 [AP1
yuktah ] 1]

de grub na ma grub pa’am rgyu tha (©#417¢-4) dad pa ni de’i rang bzhin du rigs pa®®
ma yin no.

1 For, when something has arisen, it cannot be either that its nature has not arisen or
that its nature has a cause different <from the thing’s cause>.

I For, when something is produced, it is not possible that its nature is not produced or
that its nature has a different cause [from the thing’s cause].

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ disjunction

§ intra-s anaphora: possible donkey sentence

§ possible counter-anaphora
§ negation scope: could be wide or narrow, depending in the logical connection of AC with MC

33.2 G20.21; P189.03

ayam eva khalu bhedo bhedahetur va bhavanam viruddhadharmadhyasah
karanabhedas ca.

27 D:gyi;Pk: ni 28 D: pa; Pk: par
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[S [NP1s [AP1 ayam [PRT eva ] ] [ADV khalu ] [NP1 bhedah [NP6 e 1] ] [NP1
(bheda<hetuh) [CNJ va ] [NP6 bhavanam 1] ] ] [VP O [NP1 [NP1
((viruddha<dharma)<adhyasah) ] [NP1 (karana<bhedah) ] [CNJca]]]]

(D2724.2) dngos po rnams kyi tha dad pa’am, rgyu tha dad pa ni *di kho na yin te, chos

"gal ba gnas pa’am, rgyu tha dad pa yin no.

T Surely, that very difference between things consists in their having incompatible
properties; and the reason for their difference consists in their having different causes.

I Surely, the difference among beings is just the possession of incompatible
properties, and the cause of their difference is just a difference of causes.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ conjunction: odd

§ disjunction: odd

§ “eva”: “very” (identity emphasis)

§ “adhi+as” (Apte sv): to add to, to append to; to ascribe falsely to K89.10 glosses as “yoga”

K89.08-13: piirvanispannasya bhinnahetukasya ca li.ngasya svabhavo yukto
yasmad ayam eva khalu lokapratito bhedo bhavanam yo viruddhadharmadhyaso
viruddhadharmayogah. nispattyanispatti catra viruddhau dharmau. tathayam eva
bhedahetur bhedasya janako yah karanabhedah samagribhedas catra karanabhedo
drastavyah. etena bhedasvariipabhedakaranafi coktam.

33.3 G20.22; P189.04

tau cen na bhedakau tada na kasyacit kutascid bheda ity ekam dravyam vi§vam syat.

[S [S [NP1s tau ] [CNJ cet ] [ADV na ] [VP 0 [NP1 bhedakau ] ] ] [CNJ tada ] [ADV
na ] [NP1s [NP6 (kasya-cit) ] [NP5 (kutah-cit) ] bhedah ] [VP 0] ]

[S [CNIJiti ] [NP1 [AP1 ekam ] dravyam ] [NP1s viSvam ] [VP _syat] ]

gal te de dag (P#4172-5) kyang tha dad par byed pa ma yin na®® gang yang gang las

kyang tha dad par byed pa med pas ril rdzas gcig tu ’gyur ro.

1 If these two were not the factors of differentiation, then there would be no difference
of anything from anything. So, the universe would be a single thing.

1 If these two were not differentiaters, then there would be no difference of anything
from anything. So everything would be the same thing.

Sentencel:

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ inter-s anaphora: “tau”’s antecedent is NP1 in last sentence
Sentence two:

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ left extraposition from VP of NP1 (predicate) within MC

§ This sentence is within the scope of the last sentence’s protasis

29 Pk: ma yin na; D: yin na
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33.4 G20.24; P189.05

tata$ ca saha utpattivinasau sarvasya ca sarvatra upayogah syat.

[S [S [NP5 tatah [CNJ ca ] ] [NP1s (saha<(utpatti+vinasau)) ] [VP O] ] [S [NPIs
[NP6 sarvasya ] [CNJ ca ] [NP7 sarvatra ] upayogah ] [VP syat ] ] ]

des na Ihan (P2722:3) ¢ig skye ba dang ’jig pa dag dang thams cad la thams cad nye
bar sbyar bar (P¥4174:6) >gyyr 1o,

1 And because of this, there would be simultaneous arising and destruction and
everything would need everything.

I And because of this, there would be simultaneous arising and destruction, and
everything would be a causal link to everything.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora: “tatah”’s antecedent is last sentence

§ This sentence is within the scope of the next to last sentence’s protasis

K89.15-17: traigunyasyaviSesad aikyam sarvasyestam eveti ced aha. tata$
cetyekatvat. sahotpattivinasau. ekasyotpade sarvasyotpado vinase ca vinasah syad
ity arthah. sarvasya ca sarvatra karya upayogah karanatvam syad.

33.5 G21.01; P189.05

anyathaikam ity eva na syat.

[S [ADV anyatha ] [NP1s [S [NP1se ] [VP O [AP1 ekam ] ] [PRT iti ] ] [PRT eva ] ]
[VP [ADV na ] syat ] ]

de Ita ma yin na gcig ces bya ba nyid du mi ’gyur ba *am,
1 Otherwise, the very claim that any thing is single would not be so.

I Otherwise, there would not be the very idea [that all things are] the same.

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha” ’s antecedent unclear (K 89.17 seems to give protasis at G20.22 as
antecedent)

§ null subject: K (89.18) supplies “sarvam vastu”

§ sentential subject: marked by “iti”

.

“eva”: “very” (emphasis)

sahotpatyady anabhyupagame. sarvam vastv ekam ity eva na syat.

33.6 G21.01; P189.06

namantaram va. arthabhedam abhyupagamya tathabhidhanat.
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[S [NP1s (nama<antaram) ] [CNJ va | [VP E ] [NP5 [GC [NP2 (artha<bhedam) ]
abhyupagamya ] (tatha<abhidhanat) ] |

ming tha dad par zad de, don khas blangs nas de skad du brjod pa’i phyir ro.

1 Or, there would be no difference among names, because, having accepted the fact
that things are different, one names them accordingly.

I Or there would be a different name [than it should have], because after arriving at
the conclusion [that things are mutually distinct], one speaks thus [viz., saying they
are one].

§ ellipsis: E is VP of previous sentence

§ This sentence falls within the scope of “anyatha” of last sentence

§ “tatha”: K (89.20) glosses as “ekam iti”
§ P: artham; G: artha-bhedam; cf K (89.20) also. §§ T supports P.

athopayogadibhedena parasparabhinnatmatesyate bhedanam namantaram va syat.
bahtinam ekam iti samjfia krta syat. kin karanam. artham parasparabhinnam
abhyupagamya tathabhidhanat. ekam ity abhidhanat.

33.7 9 .G21.02; P189.07

nanv anarthantarahetutve ’pi bhavakale "nityatanispattes tulyatatsvabhavata.

[S [CNJ nanu ] [AC [NP7 [NP6 e 1] (an-((artha<antara)<hetu))-B-tve [PRT api ] ]
[PC7 0] ] [NP5 [NP7 [NP6 e 2] (bhava<kale) ] (anityatal <(a-nispatteh)) ] [VP O
[AP1 tulya ] ] [NP1s [NP6 e 2] (a-(tatl <svabhava)-B)-ta | ]

rgyu don tha dad pa nyid med kyang dngos po’i dus (P272a-4, Pk417a.7) g mj rtag®
pa nyid ma grub pa’i phyir de’i rang bzhin ma yin par mtshungs pa ma yin nam zhe na,

1 Suppose it is argued that, even if the causes of non-eternality are not different <sc.,
from those of its possessor>, because non-eternality does not arise at the <same>
time <sc., as its possessor>> comes into existence, the fact that it <sc., the possessor>
does not have it <sc., non-eternality> for its nature would be the same <as in the
case where a nature has different causes from its possessor>.

I Suppose it is argued that, even if impermanence did not have another object as its
cause, since there is no production of impermanence at the time of a [thing’s] being,
the fact of [that thing] not having that [impermanence] as its nature is the same.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ intra-s anaphora: twice

§ cpd intrusion: null NP6 wrt B (twice)

K90.06-10: nanv ity adi parah. anarthantarahetutve ’pi vinasakarananapeksatve
’pi tvanmatenanityatayah. bhavakale nityatanispatteh. bhavasya sattakale tasya
anityataya anispatter bhavad uttarakalam anityata bhavatiti manyate. tulya
’tatsvabhava. yatharthantarahetutve ’pi nispattih syat. tayor nanatvantartha
’narthantarahetutve ’piti tulya "tatsvabhavata.

30 D: rtag; Pk: rtags
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33.8 G21.03; P189.07

na vai kacid anya ’nityata nama ya pascan nispadyeta.

[S [ADV [ADV na ] [PRT vai ] ] [VP O [NP1 (ka-cit) [API anya ] 1] [NP1s anityata
[PRT nama ] ] [RC [NP1s ya 1] [VP [ADV pascat ] nispadyeta ] ] ] ]

mi rtag pa nyid ces bya ba gang phyis®! *grub par ’gyur pa gzhan ni "ga’ yang med pa
yin te,

1 There is nothing else at all called “non-eternality” which might arise later.

I There would surely not arise at a later time something else called impermanence.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ intra-s anaphora
§ counter-anaphora

33.9 G21.04; P189.08

sa eva hi bhavah ksanasthitidharma ’nityata.

[S [NP1s [API sah [PRT eva ] ] [CNJ hi ] bhavah [AP1 ((ksana<sthiti)<dharma) ] ]
[VP O [NP1 anityata ] ] ]

dngos (FPk417a:8) o skad cig mar gnas pa’i chos kho na*? mi rtag pa nyid yin no.

1 For the very thing, which possesses the property of momentary persistence, is
non-eternality.

1 For the very being that has the characteristic of abiding for a moment is
impermanence.

§ “eva”: “very” (identity emphasis)

33.10 G21.05; P189.08

vacanabhede "pi dharmidharmataya nimittam vaksyamabh.

[S [VP [NP2 [NP7 (vacana<bhede) [PRT api | ] [NP3 (dharmi+dharmataya) ]
nimittam ] vaksyamabh ] ]

chos dang (P272¢-5) chos can gyis®® tshig tha dad pa la yang rgyu mtshan bshad par
bya’o.

T We shall discuss the reason for the different expressions for properties and
property-possessors.

I We shall explain the grounds for the difference in expressions as properties and
property-possessors as well.

§ “api”: unclear
§8 Tibetan has no translation for “api”.

31 D: phyis; Pk: phyir 32 D: chos kho na; Pk: chos de khonas 33 Pk: gyis; D: gyi
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K90.19-21: yadi bhava evanitya katham tarhi Sabdasya dharmino nityata dharma
iti vacanabheda ity ata aha. vacanabhede ’pity adi. dharmadharmitaya yo
vacanabhedo vacakanyatvam tatrapi nimittam uttaratra vaksyamah.

33.11 G21.06; P189.09

tam punar asya ksanasthitodharmatam svabhavam svahetor eva tathotpatteh pasyann
api mandabuddhih sattopalambhena sarvada tadbhavaSankavipralabdho na vyavasyati
sadr§a-para-utpatti-vipralabdho va.

[S [NP1s [PC1 [NP2 [AP2 tam ] [CNJ punar ] [NP6 asya 1]
(((ksana<sthiti)2<dharma)-B-tam) ] [NP2 [NP6 e 1] svabhavam ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1]
[NP6 (sva2<hetoh) [PRT eva ] ] (tatha2 <utpatteh) ] paSyan [PRT api ] ] ]
(manda<buddhih)-B [AP1 [NP3 [NP6 e 1] (satta<upalambhena) ] [ADV sarvada ]
(((tatha2 <bhava)<$§anka)<vipralabdhah) ] [VP E [ADV na ] vyavasyati ] ]

[S [AP1 (((sadr§a<apara)<utpatti)<vipralabdhah) ] [CNJ va ] ]

rang gi rgyu kho na las de ltar skye ba’i phyir *di’i rang bzhin (©"*4170-1) skad cig mar
gnas pa’i chos nyid de ni mthong bzhin du yang blo zhan** pa yod pa dmigs pas rtag
tu de Itar yod par dogs®® pas bslus pa’am, *dra (P272¢-6) gzhan *byung pas bslus pas
mi rtogs*® so,

1 Still, although he sees something’s property of persisting <but> a moment to be
<its> nature, because it arises to be that way from the very same causes as those of
its nature, a dull-witted person, being deceived by his apprehension of <a thing’s>
existence into the expectation of <its> always being so, does not ascertain its
persisting <but> a moment to be <its> nature. Or, being deceived by the arising of
another similar thing.

1 Still, despite observing something’s nature as having the characteristic of abiding for

a moment, because of its arising that way from only its own cause, a dull-witted

person, being deceived by his apprehension of its presence into the expectation of its

always having a particular nature, or being deceived by the arising of another similar

thing, is not convinced.

§ bv cpd: NP

§ modifier giving reason: second AP1 wrt VP

§ cpd intrusion: NP6 wrt B ADV “sarvada” wrt “tatha<bhava”

§ ellipsis: E is both NP2’s in PC (An instance of Bhartrhari’s rule)

§ inter-s anaphora: first NP6’s antecedent is the next to last sentence’s NP1s

§ secondary predication

§ “eva”: “the very same” (identity emphasis)

Sentence two:

§ ellipsis: presumably this connects with the previous sentence by ellipsis. Tibetan has this disjunct form a
continuous constituent with the other one.

K91.16-92.03: yadi tarhi bhava evanityata tada bhavapratyaksikarane sapi
pratyaksaiveti kasman na tathaiva niSclyata ity ata aha. tam ity adi.

34 Pk: blo zhan; D: blo gzhan 3% Pk: dogs; D: dgos  3® D: *byung pas bslus pas mi rtogs; Pk: *byung
bas mi rtogs
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ksanasthidharmatam svabhavam anityatakhyam pasSyann api pratyyaksikurvano
’pi na vyavasyati. na ni§cinoti sambandhah.

kasmat k,sanasthitidharmatasvabhava ity aha. svahetor eva sakasat tatha
ksanasthitidharmatayotpatteh. kim punah paSyann api na vyavasyatity aha.
mandabuddhir iti. anadisamsarabhyas taya nityadiripavidyavasanaya manda
buddhir yasya sa tathanyatha drste vastuni saratmanam kimiti na niScayah syat.
anena tu yoginam saty api sadr§adar§ane mandubuddhitvabhavat
ksanikatvaniScayo bhavatity uktam bhavati.

yadi tarhi avidyaya nanityatvadhyavasayo vinasyaty api bhave mabhid
anityatadhyavasaya ity aSa.nkya bahyam api bhrantibijam aha. sattopalambhenety
adi. yah sattaya evopalambho nabhavasya tena sattopalabhena.

etad uktam bhavati. uttaraksanotpadakala eva piirvaksanavinasat piirvottarayoh
ksanayor abhavenavyavadhanan nairantaryenanyatvagrahat sarvada
dvittyadiksanesv api sattaya evopalambhena tathabhavah plirvadrstasya bhavah
sadbhavas tasya ya $a.nka kadacit sa evayam ity evamriipa bhiita bhrantasyapi sa
evayam iti dar§anac cha.nkety aha. taya vipralabdho vamcito na vyavasyati.

33.12 G21.09; P189.11

antyaksanadar§inam niscayat. pascad asyanupalabdhya ’sthitipratipatter niScayakala
iti tada ’nityata vyavasthapyate. karyotpadana-Sakteh karanasvabhavatve 'py
adrstatat-karyasya karanadar§ane ’py apratipannatadbhavasya karyadarSanat
tatpratipattivat.

[S [NP5 [NP6 ((el <(antya<ksana))<dar§inam) | [NP3 [PP [NP5 [NP6 e 1] niScayat ]
pascat ] [NP6 asya 1] anupalabdhya ] ((el <(a-sthiti))<pratipatteh) ] [ADV [NP7
(niScaya<kale) [PRT iti ] ] tada ] [NP1s anityata | [VP vyavasthapyate ] [ [AC [NP7
[NP5 ((karya<utpadana)<$akteh)-B ] (karana<svabhavatve) [PRT api ] ] [PC7 0 ] ]
[AC [NP7 [NP6 ((a-drsta)<(tat2<karyasya))-B 3] (karana2<darsane) [PRT api ]
[PC7 0] ] [NP5 [NP6 ((a-pratipanna)<(tat2<bhavasya))-B 3] (karya<darsanat) ]
((tat2<pratipatti)-vat) ] ] |

skad cig (PF4170-2) mja tha ma mthong ba rnams la nges pa’i phyir, phyis *di mi dmigs
pas mi gnas par rtogs pa’i phyir de’i tshe nges pa’i dus yin pas mi rtag pa nyid du
rnam par gzhag go. “bras bu bskyed pa’i nus pa ("¥4176-3) royy’i dngos (P272¢:7) po’7
nyid yin yang ’bras bu ma mthong ba rgyu mthong du zin®® kyang de’i ngo bo ma
rtogs pas ’bras bu mthong bas rtogs pa bzhin no.

1 Since those who see the final moment <of a thing> understand that it does not
persist on account of their non-apprehension of it after <its original> ascertainment,
they then, at the moment of the ascertainment <of its non-persistence>, determine
<its> non-eternality. In the same way, one is aware of a cause through the
observation of its effect without having been aware of its existence, even though one
observes a cause without having observed its effect, and even though the nature of a
cause is to be capable of producing its effect.

37 Pk: dngos po; D: dngos pa ¥ D: ’bras bu ma mthong ba rgyu mthong du zin; Pk: *bras bu ma mthong
du zin
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I Because those who see the final moment [of something] have ascertainment. There
is a time of ascertainment because of awareness of something’s not abiding, because
there is no apprehension of it at a later time. Therefore, impermanence is then
correctly accounted for, just as there is awareness of a cause, the presence of which
one is unaware, by observing its effect, even though one observes the cause when its
effect is unobserved, despite the fact that the nature of a cause is the potential to
produce an effect.

§ appositive: marked by “iti”

§ bv cpd: NP (twice) (one is the antecedent of the other)

§ intra-s anaphora

§ vat phrase

§ unclear: syntax relating the two bv cpds in vat phrase
§ see Steinkellner (1971, p. 183)

K95.27-96.03: katham punar gamyate sadr§aparotpattya vipralabdho na
vyavasyatity ata aha. antyety adi. sadr§aksanantarapratisadhay1 ksano "ntyaksanas
taddar§inam nasta iti niScayat. avagamyate prag apy ayam pratiksanam eva
nasyati kevalam yathoktad eva vipralambhahetor na nisciyate.

nanv antyaksanadarsino ’pi kathan nasvaratvaniscayo yavata tadapi
sattopalambho ’sti. na hi sattayam evopalabhamanas tadabhavam avaitity aha.
pascad ity adi. na brimo ’ntyaksanadar§anamatran ni§cayo bhavatiti kintv
antyaksanam drstva pascad vi. .. >

33.13 G21.13; P189.13

anyatharthantaram evanityata syt. anyanimittatve *nimittatve va.

[S [ADV anyatha | [NP1 (artha<antaram) [PRT eva ] ] [NP1s anityata 1] [VP _syat ]
[AC [NP7 [NP7 [NP6 e 1] (anya<nimitta)-B-tve ] [NP7 E (a-nimitta)-B-tve [CNJ va ]
11[PC70]]]

de Ita ma yin na gzhan gyi rgyu mtshan nyid yin nam, rgyu mtshan med pa can nyid
Pk4l7b4 yin yang rung ste, mi rtag pa nyid don gzhan kho nar *gyur ro.

1 Otherwise, whether something else is cause of non-eternality or non-eternality has
no cause, non-eternality would be something completely different <from the thing in
which it is thought to inhere>.

I Otherwise, if it had another causal condition or no causal condition, impermanence
would be another object entirely.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§cpd intrusion: null NP6 wrt B
Sellipsis: E is previous null NP6
8possible ellipsis: with cpd of second NP7 (anya ellipsed)
§left extraposition from VP of NP1 (predicate) within MC, except ADV
§intra-s anaphora
“eva”: “completely”
§counter-anaphora: “anyatha”

39 The next leaf of Karnakagomin’s commentary is missing.
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33.14 G21.14; P189.14

tatha ca bhavas tadvan na syat. tadanupayogat.

[S [ADV tatha ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s bhavah 1] [VP [API (tat2<van) ][ADV na ] syat ]
[NPS5 [NP6 e 2] (tatl <(an-upayogat)) ] ]

D272b.1

de Ita na ni dngos po de dang 1dan par mi "gyur te, de la mi dgos pa’i phyir ro.

1 And in this way a thing would not possess it <sc., non-eternality >, since the thing
would have no need of <sc., non-eternality>.

I And in this way a being would not possess it [sc., impermanence], since there would
be no need for it.
§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora: NP1s of last clause
§ intra-s anaphora

33.15 G21.15; P189.14

upayoge va sa evasya svatmabhiito 'nityateti kim anyaya. svabhavena va
’calasyarthantarayoge ’pi tadbhavanutpatteh.

[S [AC [NP7 upayoge [NP6 e 1] [NP7 e 2] ] [PC7 0 ] ] [CNJ va ] [NP1s sah [PRT eva
1 - _[NP6 asya 1] 2] [VP 0 ] [AP1 (sva-atma<bhiitah) ] [NP1 anityata ] ]

[S [CNJiti ] [NP1s kim [NP3 anyaya | ] [NP5 [AC [NP7 [NP3 svabhavena ] [CNJ va ]
[NP6 acalasya ] ((artha<antaral)<yoge) [PRT api ] ] [PC7 0] ]
((tatl <bhava)<anupapatteh) ] ]

’on te dgos na ni de nyid *di’i rang gi bdag nyid du gyur #4170 pa’i mi rtag pa nyid

yin pas gzhan gyis ci zhig bya, rang bzhin gyis mi g.yo ba ni don gzhan dang ldan
yang de’i ngo bor mi ’thad pa’i phyir ro.

1 Or, if <a thing had> a need <for non-eternality>>, it itself, non-eternality, being the
thing’s nature, would belong to the thing. So, what is the point of something else <sc.
different from the thing itself>, since, even if a universal is connected with something
else by its nature, it <sc. the universal> does not come about through that thing’s
coming into existence.

I Or, if there is a need, that which is the thing itself is impermanence, so what is
gained by a further [impermanence], since, even if that which by nature does not
change has a connection with another object, it does not follow that [the unchanging
thing] have that [which it requires] as its nature.

§ copula: covert: existential (possession): indeterminate

§ ‘eva’: ‘itself” (identity emphasis)

§ right extraposition from NP1s of AP1 within MC;

§ right extraposition from NP1s of NP1 (appositive) within MC; NB: ‘sah’ cannot modify anityata; thus,

anityata must be in apposition to it. (Cp. G21.17 below.)
§ inter-s anaphora: NP6’s antecedent is NP1s of last clause
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Second sentence:

§ inter-s counter-anaphora:

§ intra-s anaphora:

§ unclear: “va” does not fit; Tibetan has “hi”

33.16 9 G21.17; P189.16

sa ca arthiitarad bhavann anityata 'nyo va dharmo hetuh phalam va syat.
ahetuphalasyasambandhat. tatra bhavanumanasyasambhavat.

[S [NP1s sah [CNJ ca ] [PC1 [NP5 (arthal <antarat) ] bhavan ] [NP1 [NP1 anityata |
[NP1 [AP1 anyah ] [CNJ va ] dharmah ] ] 2] [VP [NP1 [NP1 [NP7 e 1] hetuh ] [NP1
[NP7 e 1] phalam ] [CNJ va | ] syat ] [NP5 [NP5 [NP6 a-(hetu+phalasya) ]
(a-sambandhat) ] [NP6 [NP7 tatra 2] (bhava<anumanasya) | (a-sambhavat) ] ]

D272b.2 Pk417b.6 las

mi rtag pa nyid dam chos gzhan de yang don gzhan ’byung ba na
rgyu yin pa’am, ’bras bu yin pa zhig tu ’gyur grang na, rgyu dang ’bras bu ma yin pa
ni "brel pa med pa’i phyir, de la yod par rjes su dpag par mi srid pa’i phyir ro.

1 And it—namely, non-eternality—or any other property, arising from something else,
must be either its cause or its effect because <otherwise> there is no possibility of an

inference of <the property’s> existence, since that which is neither a cause nor an
effect is unconnected <with anything>.

I And that—namely, impermanence—or any other property, arising from another
object, may be either a cause or an effect, since that which is neither a cause nor an
effect has no relation, because in that case there is no possibility of an inference of its
presence.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§ apposition: “anityata” wrt “sah” Malvania reads “anityata-akhyah” instead of “anityata”
88 Tibetan grang usually translates akhya, but its position in the sentence is strange.

Verse 33cd

33.17 G21.20; P189.18; D272b.2

tatra
pascad bhavan na hetutvam phale *py ekantata kutah.

[S [NP7 tatra ] [NP5 [ADV pascat | bhavat ] [VP [ADV na ] 0 ] [NP1s hetutvam ] [S
[NP1s [NP7 phale [PRT api ] ] ekantata ] [ADV kutah ] ] ]

de PEATL.T 1y
phyis *byung phyir na rgyu nyid 272°-3 min,’bras bu na yang ga la nges.
1 Now, because non-eternality exists after the thing in which it inheres exists,

non-eternality is not the cause of the thing. <And> how is <being a cause>
invariable with respect to an effect either?

D272b 121 Pk417b



G21 Verse 33 P189

I In that case [sc., in the case of impermanence] There is no being a cause, because
it is present at a later time. And if it were an effect, how [would it have]
invariability?

§ copula: covert: existential: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: existential (possession): indeterminate
§ “api”: either §§ Or “and”

33.18 G21.21; P189.19

sa hi nispanne bhave ’rthantaratah pascad bhavan katham tasya hetuh syat.

[S [NP1s sah [CNJ hi ] [PC1 [AC [PC7 nispanne ] [NP7 bhave 2] ] [NP5
(artha<antaratah) ] [ADV pascat ] bhavan ] 1] [ADV katham ] [VP [NP1 [NP6 tasya
2] hetuh ] syat ] ]

de dngos po grub nas phyis don gzhan las *byung na ji ltar de’i rgyu yin.*’
1 For how can that <sc. a nature> which comes into existence after something else

<sc. the thing in which it inheres> be cause of that which has arisen?

I For how can that which comes into being from another object at a later time than a
being that has been produced be its cause?

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ counter-anaphora

§ inter-s anaphora: ‘sah’ refers to svabhava, here anityata
§ intra-s anaphora

33.19 G21.22; 189.19

phalasyapi navasyam hetau bhava iti tadbhavahetor anaikantikatvam.

[S [NP6 phalasya [PRT api ] ] [ADV na ] [VP 0 [ADV avas§yam ] ] [AC [PC7 0 ] [NP7
hetau ] ] [NP1s _bhavah | ]

[S [CNJiti ] [NP1s [NP6 ((tat<bhava)<hetoh) ] anaikantikatvam ] [VP 0 ] ]

’bras bu yang rgyu la gdon mi za ba ma yin pas de’i go bar ©¥41708 byed pa’i gtan
tshigs ma nges pa nyid yin no.

1 Neither does a result necessarily come into existence when its cause exists. So, the
reason for its <sc., non-eternality’s> existence would not be invariable.

I Also, the effect is not necessarily present when the cause is, so the evidence for its
presence is ambiguous.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ left extraposition from NP1s of NP6 within MC

§ copula: covert: existential (possession): indeterminate
§ inter-s anaphora

40 D: yin; Pk: min
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33.20 G21.23; P189.20

tan narthantaranimitto dharmo bhave *va§yam bhavity ananumanam.

[S [CNIJ tat ] [ADV na ] [NP1s [API ((artha<antara)<nimittah)-B ] dharmah ] [VP 0
[AP1 [NP7 bhave | [ADV ava§yam ] bhavi ] ] ]

[S [CNJiti ] [NP1s (an-anumanam) | [VP 0] ]

de’i phyir don*' gzhan gyi rgyu mtshan can gyi chos (P2720-4)
za bar yod pa ma yin pas rjes su dpag tu med do.

ni dngos po la gdon mi

T Therefore, it is not the case that a property whose cause is different <from whatever
it inheres in> is necessarily existent in it. So, there is no inference.

T Therefore, it is not the case that a property whose causal condition is another object
necessarily comes into being when [the other object is] present, so there is no
inference.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ counter-anaphora
§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

33.21 9G21.24; P190.01

yadi tarhi darSanadar§ane nanvayavyatirekagater asrayah katham dhtimo ’gnim na
vyabhicaratiti gamyate.

[S [S [CNJ yadi ] [CNJ tarhi ] [NP1s (darSana+(a-dar§ane)) ] [VP O [ADV na ] [NP1
[NP6 ((anvaya+vyatireka)<gateh) ] asrayah | ] ] [S [ADV katham ] [NP1s [S [NP1s
dhtimah ] [VP [NP2 agnim ] [ADV na ] vyabhicarati ] [PRT iti | ] gamyate ] ] ]

’0 na gal te mthong ba dang ("%418-1) ma mthong ba dag rjes su ’gro ba dang ldog pa
rtogs pa’i rten ma yin na ji Itar du bas mer*? ’khrul lo zhes bya bar rtogs she na,

1 If, then, observation and non-observation are not a basis for knowledge of
concomitance and counter-concomitance, how is it known that smoke does not deviate
from fire?

1 If, then, observation and non-observation are not a basis for the knowledge of
association and dissociation, how is it known that smoke is not erratic with respect to
fire?

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ agreement: fails to hold between dual NP1s and singular predicate NP1
§ number: see agreement

34 G21.26; P190.02 Dp272b4

yasmat

41 D: don; Pk: de’i %2 D: mer; Pk me yi

D272b 123 Pk418a



G22 Verse 34 P190

karyam dhumo hutabhujah karyadharmanuvrttitah.

[S [CNJ yasmat ] [VP O [NP1 karyam [NP6 e 1] ] ] [NP1s dhtimah ] [NP5 [NP6
(huta<bhujah) 1] ((karya<dharma)<anuvrttitah) ] ]

D271b.5) gte
K

’di Itar, me yi*’ *bras bu du ba ’bras bu’i chos (©"#4180-2) kyj rjes ’jug

phyir.

1 Because smoke is the effect of fire due to its conformity with the property of the
effect.

1 Because smoke is the effect of fire in compliance with the property of an effect.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s
§ intra-s anaphora

34.1 G22.02; P190.04

yesam upalambhe tallaksanam anupalabdham yad upalabhyate. tatraikabhave "pi
nopalabhyate. tat tasya karyam.

[S [RC [AC [NP7 [NP6 yesam 1] upalambhe ] [PC7 0] ] [NP1s [AP1

(tatl <laksanam)-B ] [AP1 anupalabdham ] yat 2] [VP upalabhyate ] ] [RC [AC [NP7
[NP7 tatra 1] (eka<abhave) [PRT api ] [PC7 0] ] [NPlse 2] [VP [ADV na ]
upalabhyate ] ] [NP1s tat 2] [VP O [NP1 [NP6 tasya 1] karyam ] ] ] ]

de’i mtshan nyid kyir gyur pa mi dmigs pa las gang dag dmigs na dmigs la, de las gcig
med na yang mi dmigs pa gang yin pa de ni de’i bras bu yin te,

1 That which, not having been apprehended, is apprehended when its conditions have
been apprehended, <yet> is not apprehended when even one of them does not exist,
is their effect.

I That which, previously unapprehended and having as its conditions other things
when they were apprehended, is apprehended, [but] is not apprehended when even
one among those other things is absent, is their effect.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ agreement: fails to hold between rel pron and dem pron wrt number

§ possible ellipsis: null subject in second RC

§ intra-s anaphora: donkey sentence

§ null subject: second RC
§ number: see agreement

34.2 G22.03; P190.05

tac ca dhime ’sti.
[S [NP1s tat ] [CNJ ca ] [VP [NP7 dhiime ] asti ] ]

de yang du ba (PF4182-3) 155 yod do.

43 D:yi; Pk: yis
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1 And this is <true>> in the case for smoke.

I And that [character of being an effect] occurs in smoke.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ inter-s anaphora: NP1s’s antecedent is the just-stated criterion

K93.09: tac ceti yathoktam karyalaksanam dhiime ’sti tasmad agner eva dhimo
bhavati.

Verse 34cd

34.3 G22.05; P190.06

sa bhavams tadabhave tu hetumattam vilanghayet.

[S [NP1s sah [PC1 bhavan ] [AC [NP7 (tatl <abhave) ] [PC7 0]] 2] [CNJ tu ] [VP
[NP2 [NP6 e 2] (el <hetu)mattam ] vilanghayet ] ]

de med par ni de yod na, (°2720:6) rgyu dang ldan pa las ’das gyur.

1 But that which comes to exist in something’s absence must give up having that thing
as its cause.

1 But that which exists in the absence of something would give up the state of
having [that this as] a cause.

§ possible donkey anaphora

K99.26: sa dhiimo bhavams tadabhave ’gnyabhave hetumattam bilanghayed
ahetukah.

344 G22.06; P190.07

sakrd api tathadarSanat karyah siddhah. akaryatve "karanat sakrd apy abhavat.

[S [NP5 [ADV sakrt [PRT api ] ] [ADV tatha ] [NP6 e 1] daranat ] [NP1se 1] [VP O
[AP1 [AP1 karyah ] siddhah ] ] [NP5 [AC [NP7 [NP6 e 1] [NP e 2] (a-karyatve) ]
[PC701]][NP6 e 1] [NP5 (a-karanat) 2] [ADV sakrt [PRT api ] ] abhavat | ]

lan cig de Itar mthong bas kyang ’bras bu grub ste, ’bras bu nyid ma yin na, rgyu ma
yin pa las lan cig kyang mi 7#418¢4 *byung ba’i phyir ro.

T Something is established as what is to be produced because of <its> observation
even once in the way <specified above>, since, if it is not an effect <of something>,
it would not arise even once from it, it not being the cause.

T An effect is established because of being observed even once in that way, because, if
it were not an effect, it would not arise even once from what is not its cause.
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§ agreement unclear: “karyah siddhah” instead of “karyam siddham”
§ copula: covert: predicational: indeterminate

§ inter-s anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

§ null subject: coref with NP1s of last clause

§ Cp. PVin II 34.3-5

K99.29-100.02: tasmat sakrd api na kevalam bhiiyas tathadar§anad ity
anantaroktat pratyaksopalambhat. kinkaranam. akaranad agneh sakrd api na
kevalam bhuyo ’bhavat. na hi balukabhyah sakrd api tailam bhavati.

34.5 G22.07; P190.06

karyasya ca svakaranam antarena bhave “hetumattaiva syat.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP6 karyasya 1] [CNJ ca ] [PP [NP2 (sval <karanam) ] antarena ]
bhave | [PC7 0] ] [NP1s [NP6 e 1] (a-hetumatta) [PRT eva ] ] [VP syat ] |

“bras bu yang rang gi rgyu med par yod na ni rgyu dang mi Idan pa kho nar ’gyur te,

1 And were an effect to come to exist without its own cause, there could be no cause at
all for it.

I And if an effect were present without its cause, then it would entirely causeless.

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP
§ inter-s anaphora
“eva”: “at all” (strict meaning)

34.6 G22.08;190.08

na hi yasya yam antarena bhavah sa tasya hetur bhavati.

[S [ADV na ] [CNJ hi ] [RC [NP1s [NP6 yasya 2] [PP [NP2 yam 1] antarena ] bhavah
J[VPO]][NPIssah 1] [VP [NP1 [NP6 tasya 2] hetuh ] bhavati ] ]

gang zhig gang P2720-7 med** par yod pa de ni de’i rgyu ma yin no.

1 For that without which something arises is not its cause.

I For it is not the case that that without which something is present is its cause.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora: donkey sentence

§ possible NP extraposition: of NP6 from RC’s NP1s extraposition means anaphoric arguments have same
order in both clauses

44 Pk: med; D: mad
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34.7 G22.09; P190.08

bhavati ca dhiimo ’gnim antarena tan na taddhetuh syat.

[S [S [VP bhavati _ ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s dhtiimah ] [PP [NP2 agnim 2] antarena ] ] [CNJ
tat ] [NP1s E ] [ADV na ] [VP [AP1 (tat2<hetuh)-B ] syat ] ]

me med par yang du ba yod de,*” des na (P¥418¢-5) de’i rgyu ma yin par ’gyur ro.

T Yet if smoke comes to exist without fire, then <smoke> would not have it <sc.,
fire> for its cause.

I And if smoke were present without fire, then it would not have that as its cause.

§ copula: overt: existential: VP NP1s

§ copula: overt: predicational: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of protasis

§ right extraposition from VP of PP within its clause
§ intra-s anaphora

§ null subject: see ellipsis

34.8 G22.10; P190.09

anyahetukatvan nahetukatvam iti cet

[S [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (anya<hetukatvat) ][ADV na ] [NP1s [NP6 e 1] (a-hetukatvam) ]
[VPO][CNJiticet]]

gal te gzhan gyi rgyu can yin pa’i phyir, rgyu med pa can nyid ma yin no zhe na,

1 It might be argued that <smoke> is not causeless because <it> has a cause
different <from fire>.

I It might be argued that [smoke] is not causeless, because it has something else as its
cause.

§ copula: covert: existential (possession)
§ counter-anaphora
§ intra-s anaphora: NP6’s antecedent is NP1s of protasis of last sentence

349 G22.10; P190.09

na. tatrapi tulyatvat. tadabhave ’py agnau bhavatiti.

[S [ADV na ] [NP1s E ] [NP5 [NP7 tatra [PRT api ] ] tulyatvat [S [AC [NP7
(tat<abhave) [PRT api ] ] [PC7 0] ] [NP1s e ] [AC [NP7 agnau ] [PC70]][VP
bhavati | [PRTiti ] ]] ]

de Ita ma yin te, de la yang mtshungs pa’i phyir te, de med na yang me*® yod na
(D273a.1) yod pas so.

45 D: yod de; Pk yod do 46 Pk: me; D: mi
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1 <This> is not <so>, because, in this case too, <the situation>> is the same, that
even in the absence of it <sc., an alleged cause different from fire>, when there is
fire, there is <smoke>.

1 Not so, because the same [is true] in that case, too, in that even when it [the other
cause] is absent, when there is fire, [smoke] is present.
§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E is last sentence’s NP1s
§ inter-s anaphora: null subject’s antecedent is last sentence’s null anaphora; “tat” ’s antecedent is last

5o

sentence’s “anya”
§ null subject: antecedent null anaphora in last sentence

K100.8-9: naitad evam tatrapy arthantare hetau kalpyamane tulyatvat. tatha hi
tadabhave ’pi anyakaranabhave ’pi punar agnau bhavatiti tadapy anyat karanam
na hetuh syat.

34.10 G22.11; P190.10

katham va tato 'nyato va atajjananasvabhavad bhavet.

[S [ADV katham [CNJ va ] ] [NP1s e 1] [VP [NP5 [NPS5 tatah ] [NP5 anyatah [CNJ va
] [AP5((a-(tat1 <janana))<svabhavat)-B ] ] ] bhavet | ]

(Pk418a.6) yang de’am gzhan yang rung, de bskyed pa’i rang bzhin ma yin pa las ni ji
Itar byung bar ’gyur te,

1 How could it <sc., smoke> possibly arise <either> from it <sc., fire> or from
something else, whose nature does not produce it?

I How could something [like smoke] come into being from that, or from something
else, which does not have the nature of producing it?

§ copula: overt: predicational: indeterminate

§ counter-anaphora

§ disjunction

§ possible ellipsis: null subject is subject of last iti clause

§ inter-s anaphora: NP5’s antecedent is last sentence’s NP7

§ intra-s anaphora:

§ null subject
§ see Steinkellner (1971, p. 184, n. 18).

3411 G22.12; P190.11

svayam atatsvabhavasyajananat. tasya ahetuta syat.

[S [NP5 [ADV svayam ] [NP6 (a-(tat<svabhavasya))-B 1] (a-jananat) ] [NP1s [NP6
tasya 1] (a-hetuta) ] [VP syat ] ]

de’i rang gis de’i rang bzhin ma yin pas mi bskyed pa’i phyir ro.*’ de rgyu med pa
nyid du ’gyur ro.

47 D: phyir ro; Pk: phyir
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1 It <sc., smoke> could not have a cause, because it is not produced by that which
itself does not have it <producing smoke> for its nature.

1 It [sc., smoke] would be causeless, because that which does not itself have that [sc.
producing smoke] as its nature would not produce it.

§ copula: overt: existential (possession): NP1s VP
§ bv cpd: NP (is antecedent)

§ inter-s anaphora: first “tat” ’s antecedent is “tat-janana” in the last sentence
§ intra-s anaphora

§ see Steinkellner (1971, p. 184, n. 18)

K100.12-13: atatsvabhavasya svayam adhiimajananasvabhavasyajananat tasya
dhiimasyahetuta syat.

3412 9G22.13; P190.17

na vai sa eva bhavati tadrSasya bhavat.

[S [ADV na [PRT vai ] | [NP1s sah [PRT eva | ] [VP bhavati ] [NP5 [NP6 tadrsasya ]
bhavat | ]

(Pk418a.7) de nyid ni ma yin pa kho na ste, (P273¢-2) de dang ’dra ba *byung ba’i phyir
ro zhe na,

1 It is not at all the case that the very same thing <sc., smoke> arises from the
existence of something of the same kind.

1 It is not at all the case that that [smoke] itself is present, because what is present is
something of the same nature [as smoke].

§ copula: overt: existential (possession): NP1s VP
§ inter-s anaphora: NP1s’s antecedent is last sentence’s NP6
§ negation scope: “na” narrower than NP5

.

“eva”: “very same” (identity emphasis)
88 Tibetan and K suggest that this is a puirvapaksa.

K100.16-18: na vai sa evety adi vyabhicaravadi. athavagnijanito dhtimah sa
evanyato bhavatity evam nocyate. yadi sa evanyatah syad bhaved ahetutvam
tadrSasya vahnijanitadharmasvabhavatulyasyanyato bhavat.

34.13 G22.14; P190.12

anyadr§ad bhavan katham tadrsah syat.

[S [NP1s [PC1 [NP5 anyadrsat ] bhavan ] E ] [ADV katham ] [VP [AP1 tadrsah ] syat
11

mi ’dra ba las *byung ba ji ltar de dang ’dra bas yin te,

1 How can it <smoke> be of one kind, while arising from things of different kinds?
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I [But] how can that which comes into being from something of a different nature
[than fire] be of the same nature [as smoke]?

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of last sentence

& null subject
§ number: Sanskrit has singular (“anyadrsat”) where English requires plural

K100.19-22: anyadrsad ity adi siddhantavadi. tat kim karyasadr§am karanam
isyate yenaivam ucyate “nyadr§ad bhavan katham tadrsa iti. nanyarthatvat. yo hi
dhiimajanako vahnir drstas tato visadr§ad bhavan dhtimah katham tadrs§o bhavati
vahnijanitadharmatulyasvabhavo bhavati.

34.14 G22.14; P190.12

tadrsad dhi bhavan tadrsah syat.

[S [NP1s [PC1 [NPS5 tadrsat ] [CNJ hi ] bhavan ] e ] [VP [AP1 tadrsah ] syat ] ]
de ni de dang dra ba las byung*® ba’i phyir de dang ’dra bar ’gyur ro.

1 For that which arises from things of one kind must be of the same kind.

I For what comes into being from that which has the same nature [as fire] would have
the same nature [as smoke].
§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

& null subject
§ intra-s anaphora: first “tat” is the antecedent of second “tat”.

34.15 G22.15; P190.13

anyadr$ad api tadrSo bhave tacchaktiniyamabhavan na hetubhedo bhedaka ity
akaranam vi§vasya vai§varipyam syat. sarvam va sarvasmaj jayeta.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP5 anyadr$at [PRT api ] ] [NP6 tadrsah ] bhave ] [PC7 0] ] [NP5
(((tat1 <$akti)<niyama)<abhavat) ] [ADV na ] [NP1s (hetul <bhedah) ] [VP 0 [AP1
bhedakah ] ] ]

[S [CNIJiti ] [S [API1 (a-karanam)-B ] [NP1s [NP6 vi§vasya ] (vaiSva<rupyam) | [VP
_syat ] ] [S [NP1s sarvam ] [CNJ va ] [VP [NP5 sarvasmat ] jayeta ] ] |

mi *dra (P74182.8) pa |as de dang *dra ba *gyur na ni, de dag gi nus pa ma nges pa’i
phyir rgyu’i tha dad pa tha dad par byed pa ma (P273%:3) yin pas, mtha’ dag gi sna
tshogs nyid rgyu med pa can du ’gyur pa’am, thams cad las ("¥418%-1) thams cad skye
par ’gyur ro.

1 If something of one kind comes into existence from something of another kind too,
the differences among causes cannot differentiate <their effects>>, because there is no
restriction on their <sc., the causes’> potentialities. So, either the diversity of the

48 Pk: las *byung; D: la ma byung
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world would be without a cause or everything would be produced from everything
<else>.

I If something of the same kind [as smoke that is produced by fire] were to come into
being from something of a different nature [than fire], then a difference in causes is
not a differentiater [of effects], because there is no restriction of their potentials [sc.,
of the potential of only the firelike cause to produce a smokelike effect and the
potential of only an unfirelike cause to produce an unsmokelike effect]. Therefore,
either the diversity of the totality of things would be without a cause, or anything
could arise from anything.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphora

§ negation scope: ‘“na” narrower than NP5

Second sentence

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ disjunction

§ left extraposition from VP of AP1 (predicate) within its clause, except CNJ

K101.15-21: anyadrsad apy avahnisad.r’sad api yadi tadrso bhavet
vahnijanitadhtimatulyasvabhavo bhavet. tacchaktiniyamabhavat. sadr§asadr§ayoh
karanayor ya $aktis tasya yo niyamah sadrsT sadr§am eva janayaty asadrst
vilaksanam iti tasyabhavat karanan na hetubhedah karyasya bhedaka ity krtva
’karanam viS§vasya vaiSvarlipyam syat. yatah kutascit karanad utpatter
nahetukatvam iti ced aha. sarvam va sarvad ity adi. asaktad api ced utpattih
sarvam sarvasmaj jayeta. na caivam.

34.16 9 G22.17; P190.15

tasmat karanabhedabhedabhyam karyabhedabhedau.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [VP O [NP5 (karana<(bheda+(a-bhedabhyam))) ] ] [NP1s
(karya<(bheda+(a-bhedau))) ] ]

de Ita bas na rgyu’i tha dad pa dang tha dad pa ma yin pa dag gis "bras bu tha dad pa
dang tha dad pa ma yin pa dag yin no.

1 Therefore, the differences and non-differences among effects arises from the
differences and non-differences among <their> causes.

T Therefore, the difference or non-difference of effects arises from the difference or
non-difference of their causes.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

34.17 G22.18; P190.15

tan na dhiimo ’rthad drstakaravijatiyad bhavaty ahetukatvaprasangat.

[S [CNJ tat ] [ADV na ] [NP1s dhiimah ] [VP [NP5 arthat [AP5
((drsta<akara)<vijatiyat) ] ] bhavati ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] ((a-hetukatva)<prasangat) ] ]
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de bas na du ba ni mthong (P273¢-4) pa’i rnam pa dang rigs mi ("¥418%-2) mthun pa’i
don las mi "byung ste, rgyu med pa nyid du thal bar *gyur ba’i phyir ro,

1 Thus, it is not the case that smoke comes into existence from a thing of a kind
different from the form observed because of the absurdity of its being causeless.

I Therefore, it is not the case that smoke comes into being from a thing that has an
observed appearance of a different kind [from that of fire], because that would entail
causelessness.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§ negation scope: “na” narrower than NP5

K101.2122: tan na dhiima iti. tad iti tasmad yata utpadyamano dhiimo drstah sa
drstakaro vahnih. tadvijattyad avahner ity arthah.

35 G22.19; P190.17 D273a4

tatha ca
nityam sattvam asattvam va "hetor anyanapeksanat
apeksato hi bhavanam kadacitkatvasambhavah.

[S [ADV tatha ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s [AP1 nityam ] [NP1 [NP1 sattvam ] [NP1
(a-sattvam) ] [CNJ va ] ] [NP6 (a-hetoh)-B 1] ] [ NP5 [NP6 e 1]
(anya<(an-apeksanat)) ] ]

[S [NP5 apeksatah [CNJ hi | [NP6 e 1 ] ] [NP1s [NP6 bhavanam 1]
(((kada-cit)-katva)<sambhavah) ] [VP 0 ] ]

de Ita ma yin te, rgyu med gzhan la mi ltes* phyir, rtag tu yod pa’am®’ med par

*gyur, dngos po rnams ni res (7%4180:3) °ga’ zhig, *byung ba ltos’' pa las yin
(D273a.5) po.52

1 And in this way, that which has no cause has either eternal existence or eternal
non-existence, because it has no dependence on anything else. For things arise as
temporary because of their dependence on other things.

1 And so that which has no cause has either permanent presence or permanent
absence, because it has no dependence on anything else, for beings have
occasional presence because of dependence.

§8 Tibetan translation suggests “anyatha” rather than “tatha,” but G, P and M all have “tatha”.
35ab § copula: covert: existential (possession): indeterminate

§ bv cpd: NP (is antecedent)

§ counter-anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

§ disjunction

35cd

§ copula: covert: existential (possession): indeterminate

§ intra-s anaphora

§ secondary predication: in cpd

§ unclear: “kadacitka”; perhaps “having existence at some time or other”
§ Cf. D’s gloss three sentences below.

49 D: Itos; Pk: bltos 30 D: pa’am; Pk: pa 51 D: Itos; Pk: bltos 52 D: no; Pk: te
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35.1 G22.22; P191.01

sa hi dhiimo ’hetur bhavan nirapeksatvan na kadacin na bhavet. tadbhave
vaikalyabhavad istakalavat.

[S [NP1s [AP1 sah ] [CNJ hi ] dhimah [PC1 [AP1 (a-hetuh)-B ] bhavan ] 1] [NP5
[NP6 e 1] (nir-apeksatvat) | [ADV [ADV na ] kada-cit ] [VP [ADV na ] bhavet ] [NP5
[NP7 (tatl <bhave) ] (vaikalya<abhavat) [ (ista<kalavat) ] ] ]

du ba de rgyu med pa las ’byung na ni ltos®>® pa med pa’i phyir nam yang mi *byung
bar mi "gyur te, de *byung ba la ma tshang ba med pa’i phyir *dod pa’i (©¥4180-4) qug
bzhin no.

1 For, if smoke were causeless, and hence independent of anything <else>, either it
would always exist—just as smoke exists at the time it is <normally> accepted to
exist—because there is no deficiency with respect to its coming into existence,

I For the smoke would never not be present, because, being causeless, it would be
independent, because of an absence of deficiency in its being present as is the case at
the favorable time [sc., the time that is favorable for smoke to arise because all its
necessary conditions are present].

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora

§ unclear: the syntactic relation between PC and first NP5. PC seems to be a reason for NP5. Moreover, the
PC expresses a counterfactual condition.

35.2 G22.23; P191.02

tadapi va na bhavet. abhavakalavisesat.

[S[ADV tada [PRT api ] 1] [CNJ va ] [NP1s E ] [VP [ADV na ] bhavet ] [NP5 [NP6 e
1] ((abhava<kala)<(a-viSesat)) ] ]

yang na ni de’i tshe yang "byung bar mi "gyur te, med pa’i dus dang khyad par med
pa’i phyir ro.

1 Or, it would not exist, even at the time <it is normally accepted to exist>>, because
there is no difference between that time and the time it is absent.

1 Or it [scil., smoke] would not be present even then [at the time when it is observed],
because there is no difference from the time when it is absent.

§ copula: overt: existential: indeterminate

§ disjunction

§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of last sentence.

§ inter-s anaphora: “tada”’s antecedent is “ista-kala”
§ intra-s anaphora

K102.08 tadapi ceti drstakale *pi dhiimo na bhavet. dhiimabhavakalavisesat.

53 D: ltos; Pk: bltos
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35.3 9.G22.24; P191.03

apeksaya hi bhavah kadacitka bhavanti. bhavabhavakalayos tadbhavayogyata
’yogyatayogat tulyayogyatayogyatayor deSakalayos tadvattetarayor niyamayogat.

[S [NP3 apeksaya [NP6 e 1] ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s bhavah 1] [VP [AP1 (kada-cit)-kah ]
bhavanti ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] [NP7 ((bhava+abhava)<kalayoh) ]
(((tat1 <bhava)<(yogyata+(a-yogyata)))<yogat) ] |

[S [AC [PC7 0 [AP7 [NP6 e 1] (tulya<(yogyata+(a-yogyatayoh)))-B ] ] [CNJ hi ]
[NP7 (desa+kalayoh) ] ] [NP1s (tatl-vatta) [NP6 itarayoh ] ] [VP 0 ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1]
(niyama<(a-yogat)) ] ]

dngos po ltos™ pa (P2732-6) rpams ni res *ga’ bar *gyur te, yod pa dang med pa’i dus
(Pk418b.5) dag na de *byung bar rung ba dang mi rung ba nyid dang Idan pa’i phyir ro.
yul dang dus rung ba dang mi rung ba nyid ’dra ba can dag la ni de’> dang ldan pa
dang, cig shos dag tu nges par mi rung ba’i phyir ro.

1 For things, through <their> dependence on <something else>, are temporary,
because the time of <their> existence is connected with an aptitude for their coming
into existence and the time of their non-existence is connected with an inaptitude for
their coming into existence. For, should two place times be as apt as inapt <for
something to come into existence>, either could possess it because there would be no
possibility of restriction to either <its presence or absence>.

I For beings, owing to dependence, are occasional, because the time of their presence
is endowed with the possibility and the time of their absence is endowed with the
impossibility of their presence. When a location and time have the same [degree of]
possibility and impossibility [for the presence of a thing], then they may possess
either one [scil., either the presence of the absence of the thing], because there is no
possibility of a restriction [to either presence or absence].

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphora

§ “kala” seems to be used metonymically to refer to the complete set of causal conditions

§ (cp. K 102.12,K 103.2)

§ copula: covert: existential (possession): indeterminate

§ inter-s anaphora:
§ unclear: K’s gloss of “itara.”

K102.1017: pascad arddham vibhajan aha. apeksaya hiti. yogyadesakalapeksaya.
yasmat karyasya yau bhavabhavakalau tayor yathakramam tadbhavasya
karyotpadasya ye yogyatayogyate tabhyam yogat. kalagrahanam
upalaksanaparam evam desadravyayor api vacyam. athaivam nesyate. tada tulye
yogyatayogyate yayoh karyabhavabhavavator deSakalayos tayos tadvattetarayor
niyamayogat. karyakalasyaiva tadvatta. karyavatta. tadanyasyetara. akaryavattety
asya niyamasyayogat. dvav api tau karyabhavabhavakalau karyavantau syatam
yogyatasadrSyat. na va. tulyatvad ayogyatayah. tasmat tadbhavakalasyaiva
yogyata. tam vapeksamanabhavah kadacitka bhavanti.

54 D: ltos; Pk: bltos %3 Pk: de; D: da
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354 9G23.02; P191.03

sa ca yogyata hetubhavat kim anyat.

[S [NP1s [AP1sa][CNJ ca ] yogyata ] [VP O [NP1 [NP5 (hetu<bhavat) ] kim [API _
anyat]]1]]

rung (Fk4186-6) ba nyid de yang (P273¢7) rgyu’i dngos po las gzhan yin nam ci.

1 And what else is this aptitude than the existence of a cause?

I And what is this possibility if not the presence of a cause?

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ constituency violation: “hetu-bhava” is dislocated from “anyat”

§§ Tibetan syntax is interesting; the literal translation into English would be “And is this possibility
something else than the presence of a cause, or what?”

35.5 G23.03; P191.05

tasmad ekadeSakalapariharena anyadeSakalayor vartamano bhavas tatsapekso nama
bhavati.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP1s [PC1 [NP3 ((eka<(desa+kala))2 <pariharena) ] [NP7
(anya<(desa+kalayoh)) 1] vartamanah ] bhavah ] [VP [AP1 (tatl <sapeksah) [PRT
nama | ] bhavati | ]

de’i phyir yul dang dus ’ga’ zhig spangs nas yul dang dus gzhan dag na yod pa’i
dngos po ni de dag la Itos pa dang bcas pa zhes bya ba yin F#4180.7 te,

1 Therefore, a thing existing in one place and time to the exclusion of existing in
another is said to be dependent on it <the former>.

I Therefore, a being that occurs in some location and time by eliminating another
location and time is called dependent on them.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§ counter-anaphora
§ intra-s anaphora: possible donkey sentence

35.6 G23.05; P191.06

tatha hi. tatha vrttir evapeksa tatkrtopakaranapeksasya tanniyamayogat.

[S [ADV tatha ] [CNJ hi ] [VP 0 [NP1 (tatha<vrttih) [PRT eva ] ] ] [NP1s apeksa ]
[NP5 [NP6 (((tatl <krta)<upakara)<(an-apeksasya)) ] ((tat] <niyama)<(a-yogat)) ] ]

*di ltar de Itar yod pa nyid Itos®® pa yin no. de dag gis byas pa’i phan pa la mi
(D2730.1) 1tos>7 pa ni der nges par mi rung ba’i phyir ro.

56 D: ltos; Pk: bltos 37 D: Itos; Pk: bltos
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1 For in this way, to depend <on something> is just to exist in this way <sc., to exist
in those things to the exclusion existing in others>, because that which is independent
of something’s assistance cannot be restricted to it.

I In other words, the very fact of occurring that way [that is, occuring in one location
by being excluded from another] is dependence, because that which is independent of
the assistance provided by them [sc. location and time] cannot be restricted to them.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s
§ intra-s anaphora: possible donkey sentence

0, <

§ “eva”: “just” (semantic restriction on NP connotation)

K102.21-103.01: tatha hiti. tatha vrttir ity ekapariharenanyatra vrttih. desadikam
apeksata eva bhavah. tena tu de§adina na tasyopakarah kriyata iti ced aha.
tatkrtopakaretyadi. tanniyamaypgad iti. tasminn eva de$adau tena na bhavyam iti
niyamayogat.

35.7 G23.06; P191.07

tan niyatadeSakalatvad dhtimo yatra drstah sakrd vaikalye ca punar na drstah tajjanyo
’sya svabhavah. anyatha sakrd apy abhavat.

[S [CNIJ tat ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] (niyata<(desa+kala))-B-tvat ] [RC [S [NP1s dhimah 2]
[AC [NP7 yatra 3] [PC7 0] ] [VP O [AP1 drstah [ADV sakrt ] ] 1] [S [NP1s E 2] [AC
[NP7 [NP6 e 3] vaikalye ] [PC70]][CNJ ca][VP 0 [AP1 [ADV punar [ADV na ] |
drstah ] 111 [S [VP O [AP1 (tat3<janyah) ] ] [NP1s [NP6 asya 2] svabhavah 1] [NP5
[ADV anyatha ] [ADV sakrt [PRT api ] ] [NP6 e 1] abhavat ] ] ]

de bas na yul dang dus nges pa’i phyir gang na du ba lan (©#4180:8) ¢jg mthong la ma

tshang na ma mthong ba ni ’di’i des bskyed par bya ba’i ngo bo nyid yin te, gzhan du
na don lan ’ga’ yang med pa’i phyir ro.

1 Therefore, because smoke’s nature is such that its place and time are restricted, it
<sc., smoke’s nature> must be produced by conditions such that, when they exist, it
<sc., smoke> is observed at once and, when there is a deficiency <among them>,
<it, sc., smoke> is no longer observed, because otherwise it <sc., smoke’s nature>
would not come into existence even that once.

I Therefore, because location and time are restricted, smoke’s nature is the product of
that where it is observed once but is not observed again when there is a deficiency,
because otherwise it would be absent even that once.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ cpd intrusion: null NP6 wrt B

§ ellipsis: within RC

§ donkey anaphora

§ negation scope: “a” wider than ADV in last NP5

§ “sakrt” has different senses, one of which contrasts with “punah” §§ The two occurrences of “sakrt” are
translated differently in the Tibetan, but the difference is not significant; “punar” is not translated in
Tibetan.

§ counter-anaphora: “anyatha”
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K103.01-05: tad iti tasmad desakalagrahanam upalaksanam dravyasyapi
parigrahah. yatreti desadau drstah sakrd iti. yathoktena pratyaksena yesam
sannidhane drstas tesam evanyataravaikalye ca punar na drstah. anyatheti yadi
tajjanyo ’sya svabhavo na syat sa iti dhiimas tatpratiniyato ’gnyadikasamagrt hi
yatah.

35.8 G23.08; P191.08

sa tatpratiniyato ’nyatra katham bhavet.

[S [NP1s sah [AP1 (tat<pratiniyatah) ] ] [VP [NP7 anyatra ] [ADV katham ] bhavet ] ]
de der nges pa yin na ji ltar (P2730-2) gzhan pa las *byung bar *gyur.

1 How could that which is restricted by them some into existence elsewhere?

I How could that which is restricted to something come into being elsewhere?

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP
§ counter-anaphora
§ intra-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “tat” in last clause K (103.04) gives “sah” ’s antecedent as “dhama”

35.9 G23.09; P191.08

bhavan va na dhiimah syat.

[S [NP1s e [PC1 bhavan ] ] [CNJ va ] [VP [ADV na | [NP1 dhiimah ] syat ] ]
(Pk419a.1) *byung ba na ni du ba ma yin par *gyur te,

1 Or, coming into existence <elsewhere>, it would not be smoke.
I Or being [elsewhere], it would not be smoke.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§ present participle has a conditional force
§ inter-s anaphora: e’s antecedent is NP1s of previous clause

35.10 G23.09; P191.09

tajjanito hi svabhavaviseso dhiima iti.

[S [VP 0 [API (tat<janitah) ] ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s (svabhava<visesah) [NP1 dhiimah
[PRTiti]]]]

du ba ni des bskyed pa’i rang bzhin gyi khyad par yin no.

1 For a specific nature called smoke is produced by that.

1 For a specific nature called smoke is produced by that [fire].

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s
§ apposition: marked by “iti”

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is “tat” of next to last clause
88 Syntax of Tibetan suggests this translation: “Smoke is the specific nature that is produce by that.”
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35.11 9G23.10; P191.10

tatha hetur api tathabhiitakaryajananasvabhavah.

[S [ADV tatha ] [NP1s hetuh [PRT api ] ] [VP O [AP1
((((tatha<bhuta)<karya)<janana)<svabhavah)-B ] ] ]

de bzhin du rgyu yang ’bras bu de Ita bu bskyed pa’i rang bzhin yin no.
1 In this way, the cause too has a nature to produce such an effect.

I In the same manner the cause also has the nature of producing an effect of such a
nature.

copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

35.12 G23.10; P191.10

tasyanyato ’pi bhave na sa tasya svabhava iti. sakrd api na janayet.

[S [AC [NP7 [NP6 tasya 1] [NPS anyatah [PRT api ] ] bhave ] [PC7 0] ] [ADV na ]
[NP1s [AP1 sah ] [NP6 tasya 1] svabhavah ] [VP 0] ]

[S [CNJiti ] [ADV sakrt [PRT api ] ] [NP1s E ] [VP [ADV na ] [NP2 tat ] janayet ] ]

de (Pk4194:2) g7han 1as kyang *byung na ni de de’i rang bzhin ma yin pas lan *ga’
(D273b.3) yang bskyed par mi ’gyur 10.

1 If it <sc., the effect> were to arise from something else too, then it <sc., that other
thing> would not have the nature <of producing the effect of the first>. So, it <sc.,
that other thing> would not produce it <sc., the effect> even once.

1 If that [smoke] were to come into being also from something else [other than fire],
then the nature [of producing an effect] would not belong to that [non-fire]. Therefore,
that [non-fire] would not produce that [smoke] even once.

§ copula: covert: existential (possession): indeterminate

§ counter-anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

§ inter-s anaphora

§ see Steinkellner (1971, p. 184, n. 18)

Second sentence

§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of last clause

§ inter-s anaphora: Gnoli and Tibetan do not read “tat”; K reads “dhiimam”; Malvania and Pandheya read
“tat”.

§ modal subordination: AC in last sentence

K103.10-13: yadi tasya dhiimasyagner anyato ’pi bhava isyate tada na sa
dhiimajananah svabhavas tasyavahneh. tatha hi anagner yada dhiimasyotpattis
tadanagner eva dhiimajananah svabhavo jatah. ya$ canagneh svabhavah sa katham
agneh syat. tata§ cadhiimajananasvabhavatvad agneh sakrd api na dhimam
janayet.
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35.13 G23.12; P191.11

na va sa dhiimo ’dhiimajananasvabhavad bhavat.

[S [ADV na ] [CNJ va ] [NP1s sah ] [VP O [NP1 dhiimah ] ] [NP5 [NP6 e 1] [NP5
((a-(dhima<janana))<svabhavat) ] bhavat ] ]

yang na de du ba ma yin te du ba bskyed pa’i rang bzhin ma yin pa las byung ba’i
phyir ro.

1 Or, it <sc., the putative effect> would not be smoke, because it <sc., the putative
effect> would have arisen from that whose nature does not produce smoke.

I Or else it would not be smoke, because it would come into being from that which
does not have the nature of producing smoke.

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§ inter-s anaphora
§ modal subordination: AC in next to last sentence

35.14 G23.12; P191.11

tatsvabhavatve ca sa eva agnir ity avyabhicarah.

[S [AC [NP7 ((tat<svabhava)-B-tve) [NP6 e 1] ] [PC7 0] ] [CNJ ca ] [NP1s sah [PRT
eva] 1] [VP O [NPI1 agnih ] ] ]

[S [CNJiti ] [NP1s (a-vyabhicarah) ] [VP 0] ]
de’i rang bzhin (P#4194-3) nyid yin na ni de nyid me® yin pas "khrul pa med do.

1 And if something has that nature <sc., to produce smoke>, then that itself is fire.
So, there is no deviation.

I And if something has that nature [to produce smoke], then that itself is fire, so there
is no errancy.
§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora: first “tat” ’s antecedent is “dhiima-janana”
§ intra-s anaphora: possible donkey sentence

yyyyy

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

36 G23.14; P191.13  D273b.3; Pk419a.3

agnisvabhavah Sakrasya miirddha yady agnir eva sah.
athanagnisvabhavo ’sau dhumas tatra katham bhavet.

[S [S [VP O [AP1 (agni<svabhavah)-B ] ] [NP1s [NP6 Sakrasya ] miirddha 1] [CNJ
yadi ] ] [S [VP O [NP1 agnih [PRT eva]]] [NPlssah 1]]]

58 Pk: me; D: ma
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[S [S [CNJ atha ] [VP O [AP1 (an-(agni<svabhavah))-B ] ] [NP1s asau 1] ] [S [NP1s
dhtimah ] [VP [NP7 tatra 1] [ADV katham ] bhavet ] ] ]

gal te brgya byin spyi bo me’i, rang bzhin yin na de nyid me.
‘on te’” de me’i rang (P273%-4) bzhin min, ji ltar de las du ba *byung.

1 If an anthill had the nature of fire, then it would be just fire. If it did not have
the nature of fire, then how could smoke come into existence there?

1 If an anthill had the nature of fire, then it would be just fire. If it did not have
the nature of fire, then how could smoke come into being there?

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ intra-s anaphora

§ “eva”: “just” (semantic restriction on NP denotation)

§ copula: overt: existential: NP1s VP

§ inter-s anaphora

§ intra-s anaphora

37 G23.16; P191.15 D273b4

dhamahetusvabhavo hi vahnis tacchaktibhedavan.
adhuma-hetor dhumasya bhave sa syad ahetukah

[S [VP 0 [AP1 ((dhiimal <hetu)<svabhavah)-B ] ] [CNJ hi ] [NP1s vahnih [AP1
((tatl <Sakti)<bhedavan) ] ] |

[S [AC [NP7 [NP5 (a-(dhiima<hetoh))-B ] [NP6 dhiimasya 1] bhave ] [PC7 0] ]
[NP1s sah 1] [VP syat [AP1 (a-hetukah) ] ] ]

du ba’i rgyu yi®® (PF419¢-4) rane bzhin me, de yi nus pa’i bye brag ldan.

du ba du ba’i rgyu min las, ’byung na de ni rgyu med ’gyur.

1 For fire, which has a distinct potentiality for smoke, has its cause as its nature. If
smoke were to come into existence from what is not the cause of smoke, then it would
be without a cause.

1 For fire, which has the nature of being a cause of smoke, has the characteristic
of being a potential for it. If smoke were to come into existence from what is not
the cause of smoke, then it would be without a cause.

37ab

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s
§ intra-s anaphora

§ see Steinkellner (1971, p. 183)

37cd

§ copula: overt: predicational: NP1s VP
§ bv cpd: NP

§ intra-s anaphora

§ see Steinkellner (1971, p. 183)

% Pk:’onte; D:’onate % D:rgyu yi; Pk: rgyw’i
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37.1 G23.18; P191.17

iti samgrahaslokau.

[S [CNJiti ] [NP1s (samgraha<S§lokau) ] [VP O] ]
zhes bya ba ni bsdu ba’i tshigs su bcad pa’o.

1 Such are two summary verses.

I These are two summary verses.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
§8 Malvania and Pandeya read iti samgrahah. Tibetan supports Gnoli’s reading.

37.2 G23.18; P191.18

katham tarhidanim bhinnat sahakarinah karyotpatter yatha caksurupader vijianasya.

[S [ADV katham ] [CNIJ tarhi ] [ADV idanim ] [NP1s [NP5 [APS5 bhinnat ]
sahakarinah ] (karya<utpattih) ] [VP O ] [S [CNIJ yatha ] [NP1s [NP5
((caksur+rupa)-adeh) ] [NP6 vijianasya J|E]] ]

’0 na da ni ji Itar lhan cig byed pa tha dad pa (©#419¢:5) Ja5 *bras (P2736-5)

dper na mig dang gzugs la sogs pa las rnam par shes pa Ita bu’o zhe na,

bu skye ste,

1 How then now does an effect arise from distinct ancillary causes, as when there is
the arising of awareness from <a variety of ancillary causes such as> eye and form?

T Then how in this case does an effect arise from different coefficients? For example,
how does sensory awareness arise from the eye and a visible property?

8§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ ellipsis: E is the cpd head of the preceding NP1s

§ number: first NP5 is singular; yet English requires plural

§ yatha clause: introduces an instance (‘as when’)

8§ For an account of the section beginning here and ending at 37.7 see Steinkellner (1971, p. 184, n. 24)

37.3 G23.19; P191.19

na vai kimcid ekam janakam tatsvabhavam.

[S [ADV na [PRT vai ] ] [NP1s [AP1 (kim-cit) ] [AP1 ekam ] janakam ] [VP O [AP1
(tat<svabhavam)-B | ] |

de’i rang bzhin gcig®' pus skyed par byed pa ni cung zad kyang med do.
1 It is not at all the case that any single causal factor has a causal nature.

I There is no single thing having that nature that is productive.

8§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is unclear K (104.13) glosses with “janaka”
88 Syntax of Tibetan is puzzling.

61 D: rang bzhin gcig; Pk: rang gcig
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K104.13-15: na vai kimcid ity adina pratividhatte. caksuradisu tatsvabhavam
janakasvabhavam sad ekaikam parasparanapeksam na vai janakam. yadi hi syat
tada pratyekam karanavyabhicarad ahetukam syat.

374 G23.20; P191.19

kim tu samagrT janika tatsvabhava.

[S [CNJ kimtu ] [NP1s samagr1 [AP1 janika ] ] [VP O [AP1 (tat<svabhava)-B ] ] ]
’on kyang tshogs pas skyed par (P#419¢-6) byed pa ni de’i rang bzhin yin te,

1 Rather, the causal totality has a causal nature.

I Rather, it is the totality having that nature that is productive.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP
§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is unclear K (104.13) glosses with “janaka” Malvania reads
“tat-janana-svabhava”

37.5 G23.20; 191.19

saivanumiyate.

[S [NP1s sa [PRT eva ] ] [VP anumiyate ] ]
de kho na rjes su dpag go.

1 It alone is inferred <from the effect>.

I That [totality] alone is inferred.

§ inter-s anaphora: “tat”’s antecedent is NP1s of last clause

.,

“eva”: “alone” (semantic restriction)

37.6 G23.21; P191.19

saiva ca samagr1 svabhavasthityasrayah karyasya.

[S [NP1s [AP1 sa [PRT eva ] ] [CNJ ca ] samagri | [NP3 (svabhava<sthitya) ] [VP 0
[NP1 asrayah [NP6 karyasya]]] ]

tshogs pa de (P273%-6) nyid *bras bu’i rang gi ngo bo gnas pa’i rten® yin no.

1 The very same totality is the basis for <its> effect through the persistence of its
nature.

I Just that totality is the basis of the state of the effect’s nature.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

“eva”: “very same” (identity emphasis)
§ “sthiti”: glossed as “sannidhana” (K 105.21)

62 D: rten; Pk: brten
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37.7 G23.22; P191.20

ata eva sahakarinam apy aparyayena jananam.

[S [CNIJ atah [PRT eva ] ] [NP1s [NP6 sahakarinam [PRT api ] ] [NP3 (a-paryayena) ]
jananam ] [VP O] ]

de nyid kyi phyir lhan cig byed pa rnams kyang rnam grangs med par skyed par
(Pk419a.7) byed pa yin no.

1 For just this reason, there is production by the ancillary causes all at once.

I For that very reason, the coefficients produce in no particular order, too.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

§ “eva”: “just” (NP emphasis)

§ “api”: unclear

88 Exact meaning of aparyayena is not clear. Karnakagomin suggests parip=atya nasti (without order,
without sequence, without method). Tibetan rnam grangs med par suggests a translation such as
“non-sequentially”. But why?

K106.01-02: yatas ca samagrijanika ata eva sahakarinam aparyayena jananam.
paripatya jananam nastity arthah.

37.8 G23.22; P191.21

yad api kimcid vijatiyad bhavad drstam gomayadeh §alukadi. tatrapi tathabhidhane
'py asty eva svabijaprabhavat svabhavabhedah. hetusvabhavabhedat. yatha kadali
bijakandodbhava.

[S [RC [NP1s [AP1 yat [PRT api ] ] (kim-cit) 1] [VP O [AP1 [PC1 [NPS5 vijatiyat ]
bhavat ] drstam ] ] [S [NP5 (gomaya-adeh) ] E [NP1 ($aluka-adi) ] ] ] [AC [NP7 [NP7
tatra [PRT api ] 1] (tatha<abhidhane) [PRT api ] ] [PC7 0] ] [VP asti [PRT eva ] [NP5
[NP6 e 1] ((sval <bija)<prabhavat) ] ] [NP1s [NP6 e 1] (svabhava<bhedah) ] [NP5
((hetu<svabhava)<bhedat) ] [S [ADV yatha | [NP1s kadalt ] [VP 0 [AP1
((bjja+kanda)<udbhava)-B ] ]]]

gang yang cung zad Ici ba la sogs pa rigs mi mthun pa las utpa la la sogs pa ’byung
bar mthong ba de la yang de skad du brjod kyang rang (P273%-7) gi sa bon las rab tu
byung ba can yin pa’i ("¥419¢:8) phyir rang gi ngo bo tha dad pa yod pa kho na ste,
rgyu’i rang gi ngo bo tha dad pa’i phyir dper na chu shing gi sa bon dang sdong bu las
skye ba can Ita bu’o.

1 Even if one calls by the same name all things seen coming into existence from
different kinds jof things;, such as water-lilies coming into existence from cow dung
and other things, because they indeed arise from their own seeds, they have distinct
natures, because causes have distinct natures, as plaintain trees arising both from
seeds and bulbs.

1 Even though one speaks in the same way about something such as a water-lily that is
observed arising out of something that is of a different class, such as cow dung,
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because it originates from its seed, there is a difference of nature, because there is a
difference in the nature of their causes. For example, the plaintain tree that arises from
seeds and bulbs.

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ ellipsis (gapping): E is "0 bhavat drstam” of the preceding VP

§ copula: covert: existential: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ intra-s anaphora: rel pron

§ number: Sanskrit has singular where English requires plural

§ secondary predication: in RC

=9

§ yatha clause: with no “yatha” in RC; introduces an instance (“‘as”)

§ yatha clause: introduces an instance (“‘as”)

§ possible bv cpd: K (106.6-7) treats first MC NP5 as non-predicative bv cpd
“eva”: “indeed” (V emphasis)

K106.03-10: yad apity adina vijattyad utpattim asa.nkya pariharati. nanyadrsat
tadrSam tasyotpattir iti yad uktam tad evatra darSayatity arthah. adiSabdad
gos$r.ngac charo gomayad vrscikah. tatrapiti vijatiyad karyotpattav api.
tathabhidhane piti vijatiyotpannasya $alukadeh Salukadir ity abhidhane pi
svajattyac chalikadilaksanat prabhava utpattir yasya tasmad svabijaprabhavac
chaltikadeh sakasad asty eva svabhavabhedah. ki.n karanam. hetusvabhavabhedat.
hetoh samagridvayalaksanasya svabhavabhedat. bijat kandac codbhavo yasyah
kadalyah sa tatha. sa ca hetutvabhedat parasparabhinna.

37.9 G23.25; P191.22

sphutam eva tadr§am loko vivecayaty akarabhedat.

[S [ADV sphutam [PRT eva ] ] [NP2 tadr§am 1] [NP1s lokah ] [VP _ vivecayati ]
[NP5 [NP6 e 1] (akara<bhedat) ] ]

de Ita bu ni ’jig rten® gsal ba kho nar rnam par tha dad pa’i (Z%4190-1) 590 nas rnam
par “byed do.

1 Clearly, an ordinary person distinguishes such <distinct things> because of the
difference in their images.

I Ordinary usage clearly discerns such a thing because of a difference in appearances.

§ possible cpd intrusion: null NP6 wrt “akara”

§ inter-s anaphora:

§ intra-s anaphora:

§ number: Sanskrit has singular where English requires plural
§ left extraposition from VP of NP2 within MC, except ADV
§ “eva”: emphatic

37.10 9 G23.26; P191.24

tasman na suvivecitakaram karyam karanam vyabhicarati

63 Pk: ’jig rten; D: ’jig rten na
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[S [CNJ tasmat | [ADV na ] [NP1s [AP1 ((su-vivecita)<akaram)-B ] karyam ] [VP
[NP2 karanam ] vyabhicarati ] ]

de Ita (P2742.1) bas na shin tu rnam par phye ba’i rnam pa can gyi *bras bus ni rgyu
"khrul pa med do.

1 Therefore, an effect whose image is very well distinguished does not deviate from
<its> cause.

I Therefore, an effect the appearance of which is well discerned is not erratic with
respect to its cause.

38 G24.01; P192.01

anvayavyatirekad yo yasya drsto ’nuvartakah

svabhavas tasya taddhetur ato bhinnan na sambhavah.

[S [RC [NP5 (anvaya+vyatirekat) ] [AP1 yah 1] [NP6 yasya 2] [VP 0 [AP1 drstah ] ]
[NP1s _ _anuvartakah ] ] [NP1s svabhavah [NP6 tasya 2] ] [VP O [NP1 (tatl <hetuh) ]
11

[S [CNJ atah ] [NP1s [NP5 bhinnat ] [ADV na ] sambhavah ] [VP 0] ]

rjes su ’gro dang ldog pa las, gang zhig gang gi rjes ’gror mthong

de yi rang (P#4190-2) hzhin de’i rgyu can, de phyir mi mthun las mi *byung.

1 That whose nature something is seen to conform to, in the manner of concomitance
and counter-concomitance, is its cause. Hence, there is no coming about from what is
different.

1 A natural property of something that is observed to be consequent through
association and dissociation [with another thing] has that [other thing] for its
cause. Therefore, there is no coming into being from what is different.

§ copula: covert: predicational: VP NP1s

§ copula: covert: predicational: NP1s VP

§ left extraposition from NP1s of AP1 within RC, except NP5
§ left extraposition from NP1s of NP6 within RC, except NP5
§ secondary predication

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate

38.1 G24.03; P192.03

iti samgrahaslokah.
[S CNJ iti | [NP1s (samgraha<slokah) ] [VP 0] ]

zhes bya ba ni bsdu ba’i (P2724:2)

tshigs su bcad pa’o.
1 Such is a summary verse.

I This is a summary verse.

§ copula: covert: existential: indeterminate
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38.2 9.G24.03; P193.04

tasmat sakrd api dar§anadar§anabhyam karyakaranabhavasiddher bhavati tatas
tatpratipattih.

[S [CNIJ tasmat ] [NP5 [NP3 [ADV sakrt [PRT api ] ] (dar§ana+(a-dar§anabhyam)) ]
(((karya+karana)1 <bhava)<siddheh) ] [VP bhavati [NP5 tatah 1] ] [NP1s
(tatl <pratipattih) ] ]

de Ita bas na lan cig mthong ba dang, ma mthong ba dag gis kyang rgyu dang ’bras
bu’i dngos po grub pa’i (P#4190:3) phyir, des de rtogs kyi

1 Therefore, because the relation between cause and effect is established by
observation and non-observation just once, the awareness of them <sc., concomitance
and counter-concomitance> comes into existence from it <sc., the relation between
cause and effect>.

T Therefore, because the relation between cause and effect is established by
observation and non-observation just once, there is awareness of them because of that
[relation].

§ copula: overt: existential: VP NP1s

§ inter-s anaphora: second “tat”’s antecedent is NP5 two sentences back.
§ intra-s anaphora: K (106.20-21) supplies entire cpd as antecedent.

38.3 G24.04; P192.04

na anyatha. anvayavyatirekayor nih§esadar§anadarSanayattatvat. kvacid amurtatve
nityatvadar$ane ’py anyatranyathadrsteh. kvacin nityatvaabhave *py adrstasya punar
drster.

[S [NP1s E ] [AP [ADV na | anyatha ] [NP5 [NP6 (anvyaya+vyatirekayoh) ]
(((nih-$esa)< (darSana+(a-dar§ana)))<ayattatvat) [NP5 [AC [NP7 [NP7 [AP7 (kva-cit)
] (a-miirtatve) ] (nityatva<<darS§ane) [PRT api ] ] [PC7 0 ] ] [NP7 anyatra ]
(anyatha<drsteh) ] [NP5 [AC [NP7 [AP7 (kva-cit) ] (nityatva<abhave) [PRT api ] ]
[PC7 0]][NP6 (a-drstasya) ] [ADV punar ] drsteh ] ] ]

gzhan du ni ma yin te, rjes su ’gro ba dang ldog pa dag ma lus par mthong ba dang,
ma mthong ba la rag las pa’i® (P272¢-3) phyir ro. lus can ma yin pa nyid ’ga’ zhig la
rtag (PF4190-4) pa nyid mthong yang gzhan la gzhan du mthong ba’i phyir dang, rtag
pa nyid med pa ’ga’ zhig la ma mthong ba yang mthong ba’i phyir ro.%

1 Not otherwise, because <ascertainment of>> concomitance and
counter-concomitance requires complete observation and non-observation <sc., of all
cases> (1) since, even though eternality is observed in some cases of immateriality,
observation is otherwise in other cases, (2) since also what had not been observed is
observed even in some cases of non-eternality <in the other cases, namely, in cases of
materiality >.

64 Pk: rag las pa’i; D: rag lus pa’i % D: ma mthong ba yang mthong ba’i phyir ro; Pk: ma mthong ba’i
phyir ro
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I Otherwise not, because association and dissociation require complete observation
and non-observation, since, even though permanence is observed in some case of
non-corporeality, observation is otherwise in other cases, and since also what is not
observed in some case of the absence of permanence is nevertheless observed [in
other cases of the absence of permanence].

§ counter-anaphora: wrt predicate of last clause NP7 ADV in cpd

§ ellipsis: E is NP1s of last clause

8§ “iti”: marks end of discussion
86 Tibetan shows “iti” as end of first “chapter” (bam po). P shows it as end of commentary to verse 38.
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