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Chapter One: Colors & Shapes

Refutation of Others’ Systems
Debate One
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1) If someone says: If it is a color, it has to be red.

Take the subject color of a white conch shell-it follows it is red-because it is a color.
You accepted the pervasion. If ‘reason not established’. Take the subject color of a
white conch shell-it follows it is color-because it is white. If  ‘reason not
established’. Take the subject color of a white conch shell-it follows it is white-
because it is one with color of a white conch shell. If root is accepted. Take the
subject color of a white conch shell-it follows it is not red- because it is white. If ‘no
pervasion’-there is a pervasion because: white and red don’t have a common base

because: those two are mutual exclusive.



Debate Two
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2) If someone says: If it is a color, it has to be white.

Take the subject color of Buddha Amitayus-it follows it is white- because it is a color.
You accepted the pervasion. If ‘reason not established’. Take the subject color of
Buddha Amitayus-it follows it is a color- because it is suitable to be a hue. If ‘no
pervasion’-there is a pervasion because: suitable to be a hue is the definition of color.
If root is accepted. Take the subject color of Buddha Amitayus-it follows it isn’t
white-because it is red. If ‘reason not established’. Take the subject color of Buddha
Amitayus-it follows it is red- because it is the isolate of color of Buddha Amitayus. If
‘reason not established’. Take the subject color of Buddha Amitayus-it follows it is

1t’s isolate- because it is an established base.

Debate Three
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3) If someone says: If it is a color, it has to be yellow.



Take the subject color of saffire. It follows it is that (B)- because it is that (A). You
accepted the pervasion. If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject- it follows it is
that (A)-because it is a primary color. If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject-
it follows it is that-because it is any of blue, yellow, white and red. If root is accepted.
Take that subject-it isn’t yellow-because it is blue. There is a pervasion because: blue

and yellow are mutually exclusive.

Debate Four
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4) If someone says: If it is a color, it has to be blue.

Take the color of refined gold-. It follows it is that (B)- because it is that (A). You
accepted the pervasion. If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject- it follows it is
that-because it is a particular of color. If root is accepted. Take that subject-it isn’t
blue-because it is yellow. If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject- it follows it
is that-because it is the color of refined gold. If ‘reason not established’. Take the
color of refined gold- It follows it is the color of refined gold-because the color of

refined gold exists.

Debate Five
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S) If someone says: If it is a color, it has to be a primary color.

Take the subject color green of Amogasiddhi. It follows it is that (B)- because it is that
(A). If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject- it follows it is that-because it is
that subject. If root is accepted. Take that subject-it isn’t a primary color-because it is
a secondary color. It follows it is that-because it is the secondary color of blue and
yellow. It follows it is that-because it is green because: it is a mixture of blue and
yellow. There is a pervasion because: 1t is posited that from mixing blue and yellow
comes green; from mixing red and yellow come pink and from mixing red and blue

comes black.

Debate Six
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6) If someone says: If it is a secondary color it has to be one of the eight
secondary colors.

Take the subject color of orange Manjushri- it follows it is one of the eight secondary
colors-because it is a secondary color. You accepted the pervasion. If ‘reason not
established’. Take the subject color of orange Manjushri- it follows it is a secondary
color-because it is  the secondary color of red and yellow. If root is accepted. Take
the subject color of orange Manjushri- it follows it isn’t any of the eight secondary
colors-because it isn’t color of cloud, smoke, particles and mist as well as not the
color of brightness, darkness, shade and sunrays. Each reason is established because:

it is one with the color of orange Manjushri.



Debate Seven
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7) If someone says: if it is form it has to be the form of shape.

Take the subject form of color- it follows it is that (A)- because it is that (B). You
accepted the pervasion. If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject- it follows it is
that-because it is matter. If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject- it follows it
is that-because it is atomically established. If root is accepted. Take that subject-it
follows it is not form of shape-because it is one with form of color. If ‘reason not

established’. Take that subject- it follows it is one with itself-because it exists.

Debate Eight:
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8) If someone says: If it is form it has to be form of color.

Take the subject round shape- It follows it is that (A)- because it is that (B). You
accepted the pervasion. If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject- it follows it is
that-because it is the entry of form. If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject- it
follows it is that-because it is that which is to be held by eye consciousness. If root is
accepted. Take that subject-it follows it is not form of color-because it isn’t color.
There is a pervasion because form of color and color are synonymous, form of shape

and shape are synonymous.



One’s Own System: Definitions & Divisions

R RaN| ﬂaqﬂ'@&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ\ QUANIRAY qqﬁgﬂ qaqwﬁ;'aa«’q‘q%w

AR TN o R ST KRy
) RGBT

1. Form Source
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The definition of form exists because suitable to be form! is it. Form and matter are
synonymous.
Form has a five-fold division: form source?, sound source, smell source, taste source
and tactile source.
The definition of form source exists because that which is held be eye-
consciousness is it.
Form source has two divisions because color and shape exist.
The definition of shape exists because suitable to be shown as shape

18 it.

I Suitable to cause the harm of the generation of various earlier and later aspects through meeting.
Suitable to cause the harm of future lifes through meeting with the physical sense powers.

2 Source = from which the various minds and mental factors are generated and increased.



It has eight divisions: long & short, round & square, even & uneven,

high & low.

Suitable to be shown as a hue is the definition of color.
Color has a two-fold division because primary colors and secondary
colors exist.
Primary color has a four-fold division because blue, yellow,
white and red exist.
Secondary color has a eight-fold division because the color of
cloud, smoke, dust, mist, shade, sunlight, darkness and

brightness exists.

2. Sound Source
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The definition of sound source exists because that which is heard by ear-
consciousness is it. Sound has a two-fold division because sound arising from

conjoint? elements and sound arising from un-conjoined elements exist.

3. Smell Source
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{

The definition of smell source exists because that which is experienced by
nose consciousness is it. Smell has a twofold division because simultaneously

arising smell and applied smell exist.

3 Conjoint with sense power



4. Taste Source

The definition of taste source exists because that which is experienced by
taste consciousness is it. Taste has a six fold division because sweet and sour,

bitter and astringent, hot and salty exist.

5. Tactile Source
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The definition of tactile source exists because that which is experienced by
body consciousness is it. It has a two-fold division because the elements and
arising from the elements exist. Elements has a four-fold division because
earth, water, fire and wind are it.

The definition of earth exists because solid and firm is it.

The definition of water exists because wet and moistening is it.

The definition of fire exists because hot and burning is it.

The definition of wind exists because light and moving is it.

Arising from the elements has a seven-fold division because soft and rough,

light and heavy, cold, hunger and thirst are it.



Eliminating Objections

Objection One:
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1) If someone says: Take the subject white conch shell-it follows it is a color-
because it is white. If ‘reason not established’: take that subject-it follows it is

that-because it is a white conch shell.

Answer: contrary pervasion (means you have it back to front); then, I have one for
you: Take the subject of a white horse-it follows it is white-because it is a white horse. The
pervasion is OK according to you. But (the premise) is unacceptable because: It isn’t matter,
because: it is a creature, because it is a horse. Further: Take the subject white conch shell-it

follows it is color-because it is white. The reason is accepted (by you!). If the premise is

accepted: Take that subject-it follows it isn’t color-because it isn’t arisen from the elements.

It follows it isn’t that-because it is elements, because it is a conch.

Objection Two:
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2) Again, if someone says: Take the subject of wind-it follows it has arisen
from the elements-because it is one of the seven tactile objects arisen from the

elements. If ‘reason not established’. Take the subject wind-it follows it is one of



the seven tactile objects arisen from the elements-because it is the tactile object

of light. It follows it is that-because it is light as well as a tactile object.

Answer: No Pervasion. The same applies also to earth, water and fire.

Objection Three:
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3) If someone says: Take the subject object of knowledge-it follows it is shape-

because it is any of even and uneven.

Answer: No Pervasion. If ‘reason not established’. Take the subject object
of knowledge-it follows it is any of even and uneven-because it is uneven. If ‘reason
not established’. Take the subject object of knowledge-it follows it is uneven-because
it is not even. If ‘root is accepted’. Take the subject object of knowledge-it follows it

isn’t shape-because it is permanent.

This is a translation I did for the Tara Institute debating class. I have tried to reflect
the unique Tibetan debate format in English.

© Tenzin Dongak
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Chapter Two: Established Base

Refutation of Others’ Systems

Debate One
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1) If someone says: If it is an established base there is a pervasion that it is

permanent.

Take the subject vase- it follows that it is permanent-because it is an established base.
You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’- take that subject-it is that-
because it is established by wvalid cognition. There is a pervasion because:
established by valid cognition is the definition of established base. If the root is
accepted: Take the subject vase-it is not permanent-because it is impermanent. If the
reason is not established: take that subject-it is that- because it is momentary. There
is a pervasion because: momentary is the definition of impermanent. It follows it is
like that- because able to perform a function is the definition of functioning
phenomenon; disintegrating is the definition of compounded and generated is the

definition of produced.
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2) Someone says: If it is an existent there is a pervasion that it is a functioning

phenomenon.

Take the subject non-compounded space-it follows it is a functioning phenomenon-
because it is an existent. You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’:
take that subject-it is that-because it is the focus of valid cognition. If *no pervasion’-
It follows there is a pervasion-because the focus of valid cognition is the definition of
existent. If the root is accepted: Take that subject-it follows it is not a functioning
phenomenon-because it i1s a non-functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason is not
established’: Take that subject-it follows it is that- because it is empty of being able
to perform a function. There is a pervasion because: empty of being able to perform
a function is the definition of non-functioning phenomenon, not disintegrating is the

definition of non-compounded and not generated is the definition of non-product.

Debate Three
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3) Someone says: If it is an object of knowledge it has to be an object of

knowledge with a possible is.

Take the subject pillar and vase- it follows they are that (B)-because they are that (A).
If ‘reason not established’. Take that subject-it follows it is that (A)- because it is an
existent. There is a pervasion because: object of knowledge, existent, object of
comprehension and established base are synonymous. If the root is accepted: Take
that subject-it follows it is not an object of knowledge with a possible is -because it is
an object of knowledge without a possible is. If ‘reason not established’: take that
subject-it follows it is that-because it is an object of knowledge as well as it doesn’t
have a ‘is’. The second is easy; If ‘first is not established’: Take that subject-it
follows it is an object of knowledge-because it is either one or different. If ‘reason
not established’: take that subject-it follows it is that-because it is different. If
‘reason not established’: take that subject-it follows it is that-because they are
mutually different. If ‘reason not established’: the pillar and a vase are mutually
different- because pillar is different from vase and vase is different from pillar. If
‘first reason not established’: Take the subject pillar- it is different from vase-

because it is an existent and it is not one with vase.

Debate Four
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4) Someone says: If it is an existent it has to be an existent without a possible is.

Take the subject functioning phenomena- it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A).
You accepted that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is
that-because it is either permanent or impermanent- because it is a functioning
phenomenon. If root is accepted: take that subject-it is not an existent without a
possible is-because it is an existent with a possible is. If ‘reason not established’:
Take that subject-it is that-because it is an existent and matter, consciousness and non-
associated compounded phenomenon are it. If ‘later reason not established’: Take
the subject matter, consciousness and non-associated phenomenon- it follows they are

functioning phenomenon-because they are existent and not permanent.

Debate Five
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5) Someone says: If it is not a functioning phenomenon then it has to be permanent.

Take the subject ‘horns of a rabbit’- it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). You

accepted that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-



because it is neither permanent nor impermanent. If ‘reason not established’: Take
that subject-it is that-because it is not an existent. If ‘reason not established’: Take
that subject-it is that-because it is a non-existent. If ‘reason not established’: Take
that subject-it is that-because it is not established by valid cognition. If root is
accepted: take that subject-it follows it isn’t permanent-because it is not existent. If
‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it doesn’t have an
identity. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it is not that
holding it’s own identity. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-
because it is not a phenomenon. There is a pervasion because: holding it’s own

identity is the definition of phenomenon.

Debate Six
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6) Someone says: If it is a phenomenon it is never a phenomenon that has a basis

of negation.

Take the subject of a vase- it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). You accepted
that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it is a
compounded phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-
because it is a functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take that

subject-it is that-because it is able to perform a function. If ‘reason not established’:



Take that subject-it is that-because it is ‘a flat bottomed bulbous (phen.), able to
perform the function of carrying water. It is that- because it is a vase. There is a
pervasion because: That is the definition of vase. If the root is accepted: Take that
subject- it is a phenomenon that has a basis of negation-because its basis of negation
exists and it is a phenomenon. The second is easy. If ‘first reason not established’:
It follows the basis of negation of vase exists-because there is a place without vase. .
If ‘reason not established’: It follows it is like that- because if it is selfless there is

no pervasion that vase exists.

Debate Seven
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7) Someone says: If it is self-characterised it has to be consciousness.

Take the subject of matter and consciousness- it follows it is that (B)-because it is that
(A). You accepted that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it
is that-because it is established in the appearance to direct perception. If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it is the appearing object of direct
perception. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it is a
functioning phenomenon. There is a pervasion because: appearing object of direct
perception and functioning phenomenon are synonymous; appearing object of
conceptual thought and permanent are synonymous. If the root is accepted: Take that

subject- it is not consciousness-because it is a non-associated compounded



phenomenon. There is a pervasion because: matter, consciousness and non-

associated compounded phenomenon are completely mutual exclusive.

Debate Eight
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8) Someone says: If it is hidden it has to be generally characterised.

Take the subject of a golden vase-- it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). You
accepted that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-
because it is that which has to be realised by the conception apprehending it in a
hidden manner. There is a pervasion because that is its definition. If still ‘reason
not established’: Take that subject- it is that which has to be realised by the
conception apprehending it in a hidden manner- because it is the object of
comprehension of the conception apprehending it. If ‘reason not established’: Take
that subject-it is that-because it is an established base. If the root is accepted: Take
that subject- it is not generally characterised- because it is self-characterised. If
‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it is a functioning
phenomenon. There is a pervasion because: functioning phenomenon, self-
characterised and ultimate truth are synonymous; permanent, generally characterised

and conventional truth are synonymous.



Debate Nine
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9) Someone says: If it is a manifest phenomenon it is never a hidden phenomenon.

Take the subject pillar- it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it is that which is to be realised by
direct perception in an explicit manner. There is a pervasion because: that which is
to be realised by direct perception in an explicit manner is the definition of manifest
phenomena. If still ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that which is to
be realised by direct perception in an explicit manner- because it is a functioning
phenomenon. If the root is accepted: Take that subject- it is a hidden phenomenon-
because it is that which has to be realised by the conception apprehending it in a

hidden manner. The reason has been established.
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One’s Own System: Definitions & Divisions
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The definition of established base exists because established by valid cognition is its

definition.

N e D D K Dy T e E D xS S
TAITHARIF NN HATAR NN THNRAFIRIA
Established base has two divisions because permanent and functioning phenomenon

are its divisions.
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The definition of permanent exists because a common locus between not

momentarily changing and phenomena is its definition.
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Permanent has two divisions because permanent with a possible is and permanent

without a possible is are its divisions.

a) Permanent with a possible is can be posited because object of knowledge is it
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b) Permanent without a possible is can be posited because (the subject) permanent and

impermanent is it.
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b) The definition of functioning phenomenon exists because able to perform a

function is its definition.
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Functioning phenomenon has three divisions because matter, consciousness and non-

associated compounded phenomena (n.a.c.p.) are its divisions.
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The definition of matter exists because atomically established is its definition. Matter
has two divisions because outer matter and inner matter exist. The definition of outer
matter exists because a atomically established which isn’t contained within the
continuity of the person is it’s definition. An example exists because pillar, vase
earth, water, fire and air are it. The definition of inner matter exists because a
atomically established which is contained within the continuity of the person is it’s

definition. An example exists because the afflicted form aggregate is it.
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2) The definition of consciousness exists because clear and knowing is its definition.

An example exists because eye consciousness is it.
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3) The definition of non-associated compounded phenomena (n.a.c.p.) exists because
a compounded that is neither matter nor consciousness is its definition. Examples
exist because functioning phenomenon, impermanent, and beings like horse and cow

etc. are it.
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Established bases has a further division into two because one and different exist.
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1) The definition of one exists because a phenomenon that is not multiple is that
definition. Examples exist because objects of knowledge, permanent and functioning

phenomenon each are it.
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2)The definition of different exists because a phenomenon that is multiple is that
definition. Examples exist because permanent and impermanent, definition and

definiendum, pillar and vase, golden vase and bronze vase are it.
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Established base has a further division into two because self-characterised and

generally characterised! exist.
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1) The definition of self-characterised exists because a phenomenon that is

inherently existing and not merely labelled by conception or sound is its definition.
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2) The definition of generally characterised exist because a phenomenon which is

merely labelled by conception or sound and not inherently existing is the definition.

'Khedup Je: That which can’t be realized via its own nature but being defined by having to be realized
via a generality is the meaning of ‘generaliy characterised’.
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In the same way a phenomenon that ultimately can perform a function is the
definition of ultimate truth; a phenomenon that ultimately can’t perform a function

is the definition of conventional truth;
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Eliminating Objections

Objection One
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1) Someone says: suitable to be made the object of awareness is not the
definition of objects of knowledge because suitable to be made the object of
awareness with a possible is isn t the definition of objects of knowledge with at
possible is.

There is no pervasion because: if it is an established base it has to be both
suitable to be made the object of awareness with a possible is and suitable to be made
the object of awareness with out a possible is because: if it is an established base it
has to be the object of comprehension of both omniscient awareness with a possible is

and omniscient awareness without a possible is.
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Objection Two
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2) Someone says.: impermanent and permanent have a common base because
sound is both impermanent and permanent. It follows it is like that- because
impermanent sound is as well as is permanent. Giving ‘inclusive reason not

established’ answer is correct.

Objection Three
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3) Someone says: Take the subject non-compounded space- it follows it is
ultimate truth-because it is established in the appearance of direct perception. If
‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it exists in the
appearance of direct perception. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is
that-because it exists in the ascertainment (realisation) of direct perception.

No pervasion; reason established because: it is the object of comprehension
of direct perception because: it is the object of comprehension of omniscient mind. If
above is accepted: Take that subject-it isn’t ultimate truth-because it is conventional

truth. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-it is that-because it is permanent.

This is a translation I did for the Tara Institute debating class. I have tried to reflect
the unique Tibetan debate format in English.

© Tenzin Dongak
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The Small Path of Reasoning from What Is Called the Magic Key of the

Path of Reasoning, the Presentation of the Collected Topics which Discern

the Meaning of the Treatises on Prime Cognition

Chapter Three: Isolates
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Topic: Collected Topics (that help to understand the great
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Chapter Three: Isolates

AREa)

Refutation of Others’ Systems

Debate One
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1.) In case some one says: If it is equally to be pervasive (equally pervasive to
be, has a mutual pervasion to be etc.) with the isolate of functioning phenomenon,
there is a pervasion that it is a definition.

Take the subject definiendum of able to perform a function- it follows it is that
(A)-because it is that (B). You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’:
Take that subject- it follows it is that- because it is different from the isolate of
functioning phenomenon as well as, if it is it there is a pervasion that it is the isolate
of functioning phenomenon and if it is the isolate of functioning phenomenon there is
a pervasion that it is it. If ‘first reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows

it is that- because it exists as well as it isn’t one with isolate of functioning



phenomenon. If ‘second reason not established’: 1t follows there is a pervasion that
if it is the definiendum of able to perform a function that it is the isolate of
functioning phenomenon- because if it is that there is a pervasion that it is one with
functioning phenomenon. If ‘third reason not established’: 1t follows there is a
pervasion that if it is the isolate of functioning phenomenon that it is the definiendum
of able to perform a function — because functioning phenomenon is the definiendum
of able to perform a function. If root is accepted: Take that subject — it follows it is
not a definition — because it is a definiendum. If ‘reason not established’: Take that
subject- it follows it is a definiendum — because it is the definiendum of complete
three features of imputedly existent of able to perform a function. If ‘reason not
established’: Take the subject able to perform a function — it follows its definiendum
is the definiendum of it’s complete three features of imputedly existent — because it is

a definition.

Debate Two
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2.) In case some one says: If it is equally to be pervasive (equally pervasive to
be, has a mutual pervasion to be etc.) with the isolate of functioning phenomenon,
there is a pervasion that it is a definiendum.

Take the subject complete three features of imputedly existent of able to
perform a function - It follows it is that (A)-because it is that (B). If ‘reason not
established’. Take that subject- it follows it is equally to be pervasive (equally
pervasive to be, has a mutual pervasion to be etc.) with the isolate of functioning
phenomenon — because it is different from the isolate of functioning phenomenon as
well as if it is it there is a pervasion that it is the isolate of functioning phenomenon
and if it is the isolate of functioning phenomenon there is a pervasion that it is it. If
‘first reason not established’: Same as above; If ‘second reason not established’:
Take the subject able to perform a function— It follows that if it is it’s complete three
features of imputedly existent there is a pervasion that it is the isolate of functioning
phenomenon — because functioning phenomenon is it’s complete three features of
imputedly existent. If ‘third reason not established’: Take the subject functioning
phenomenon — it follows if it is it’s isolate there is a pervasion that it is the complete
three features of imputedly existent of able to perform a function— because if it is it’s
isolate there is a pervasion that it is the definiendum of able to perform a function. If
root is accepted: Take the subject complete three features of imputedly existent of
able to perform a function — it follows it isn’t a definiendum — because it is a
definition. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that- because
it is the definition of the definiendum of able to perform a function. If ‘reason not
established’: Take the subject able to perform a function — it follows its complete
three features of imputedly existent is the definition of its definiendum — because it is

a definition.



Debate Three
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3.) In case some one says: If it is equally to be pervasive (equally pervasive to
be, has a mutual pervasion to be etc.) with the isolate of able to perform a function
there is a pervasion that it is a definition.

Take the subject definition of functioning phenomenon - It follows it is that
(A)-because it is that (B). If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it
is that — because it is different from the isolate of able to perform a function as well as
if it is it there is a pervasion that it is the isolate of able to perform a function and if it
is the isolate of able to perform a function there is a pervasion that it is it. First one is
easy. If ‘second reason not established’: Take the subject functioning phenomenon —
it follows that if it is it’s definition that there is a pervasion that it is the isolate of able
to perform a function — because it is the definiendum of able to perform a function. If
‘third reason not established’: Take the subject able to perform a function — it
follows if it is it’s isolate that there is a pervasion that it is the definition of
functioning phenomenon — because it is the definition of functioning phenomenon. If

root is accepted: Take the subject definition of functioning phenomenon - It follows it



isn’t a definition - because it is a definiendum. If ‘reason not established’: Take that
subject - it follows it is that - because it is the definiendum of the complete three
features of imputedly existent of functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not
established’: Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it follows that it’s definition
is the definiendum of it’s complete three features of imputedly existent — because it is
the complete three features of imputedly existent. If ‘reason not established’: Take
that subject- it follows it is that- because it is a definiendum. There is a pervasion
because complete three features of imputedly existent is the definition of
definiendum; complete three features of a substantially existent is the definition of

definition.
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4.) In case some one says: If it is equally to be pervasive (equally pervasive to
be, has a mutual pervasion to be etc.) with the isolate of able to perform a function
there is a pervasion that it is a definiendum.

Take the subject complete three features of a substantially existent of

functioning phenomenon - It follows it is that (A)-because it is that (B). If ‘reason not



established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that — because it is different from the
isolate of able to perform a function as well as if it is it there is a pervasion that it is
the isolate of able to perform a function and if it is the isolate of able to perform a
function there is a pervasion that it is it. First is easy. If ¢ second reason not
established’: Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it follows that if it is it’s
complete three features of a substantially existent there is a pervasion that it is the
isolate of able to perform a function —because it is the complete three features of
imputedly existent of able to perform a function. If ‘third reason not established’:
Take the subject able to perform a function - it follows that if it is it’s isolate there is a
pervasion that it is the complete three features of a substantially existent of
functioning phenomenon - because it is the complete three features of a substantially
existent of functioning phenomenon. If root is accepted: Take that subject — it isn’t a
definiendum — because it is a definition. If ‘reason not established’: Take that
subject- it follows it is that — because it is the definition of definition of functioning
phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject functioning phenomenon -
it follows that it’s complete three features of a substantially existent is the definition

of it’s definition — because it is the complete three features of imputedly existent.
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5.) In case some one says: If it is equally to be pervasive (equally pervasive to
be, has a mutual pervasion to be etc.) with the isolate of functioning phenomenon,
there is a pervasion that it is permanent.

Take the subject functioning phenomenon which becomes one with
functioning phenomenon. It follows it is that (A)-because it is that (B). If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject - it follows it is that — because it is different from the
isolate of functioning phenomenon as well as, if it is it there is a pervasion that it is
the isolate of functioning phenomenon and if it is the isolate of functioning
phenomenon there is a pervasion that it is it. First and second are easy. If ‘third
reason not established’: 1f it is the isolate of functioning phenomenon there is a
pervasion that it is functioning phenomenon which becomes one with functioning
phenomenon — because if it is it there is a pervasion that it is one with functioning
phenomenon as well as if it is one with functioning phenomenon there is a pervasion
that it is functioning phenomenon. If root is accepted: Take that subject — it follows
that it isn’t permanent — because it is impermanent. If ‘reason not established’: Take

that subject- it follows it is that — because it is compounded.
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6.) In case some one says: If it is the base isolate of functioning phenomenon
there is a pervasion that it is the isolate of functioning phenomenon.

Take the subject sound - It follows it is the isolate of functioning phenomenon
- because it is the base isolate of functioning phenomenon. You accept the pervasion.
If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject sound - It follows it is the base isolate of
functioning phenomenon - because it is an example of functioning phenomenon. If
root is accepted: Take the subject sound - It follows it isn’t the isolate of functioning

phenomenon - because it is different from functioning phenomenon.



Debate Seven
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7.) In case some one says: If it is the meaning isolate of functioning
phenomenon there is a pervasion that it is the isolate of functioning phenomenon.

Take the subject able to perform a function - it follows that it is the isolate of
functioning phenomenon - because it is the meaning isolate of functioning
phenomenon. You accept the pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject
able to perform a function - it follows that it is the meaning isolate of functioning
phenomenon - because it is the definition of functioning phenomenon. If root is
accepted: Take the subject able to perform a function - it follows that it isn’t the
isolate of functioning phenomenon - because it isn’t one with functioning

phenomenon.
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8.) In case some ome says: If it is the generality isolate of functioning
phenomenon there is a pervasion that it is the base isolate of functioning

phenomenon.



Take the subject functioning phenomenon - It follows it is that (A)-because it
is that (B). If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that —
because it is the self-isolate of functioning phenomenon. There is a pervasion
because: Those two are synonymous. If root is accepted: Take that subject- it
follows it isn’t the base isolate of functioning phenomenon — because it isn’t an
example of functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject
functioning phenomenon - it follows it isn’t it’s example — because having ascertained

it, it is impossible to not have ascertained functioning phenomenon.

Debate Nine
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9.) In case some one says: Vase which becomes one with vase is the isolate of
vase.

Take the subject vase which becomes one with vase - it follows it isn’t the
isolate of vase - because it isn’t one with vase. If ‘reason not established’: Take the
subject vase which becomes one with vase - it follows it isn’t one with vase — because
it is different from vase. If: “No pervasion”: Take the subject vase - it follows if it is
different from it there is a pervasion that it is not one with it — because it is the
selflessness of person. If above the reply is “Reason not established” (instead of “No
pervasion”): it follows that vase which becomes one with vase is different from vase —
because vase which becomes one with vase is vase which becomes different from

vase.



Debate Ten
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10.) In case some one says :One with vase is the isolate of vase.
Take the subject one with vase - it follows it isn’t the isolate of vase - because it isn’t
one with vase. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject one with vase - it follows
it isn’t one with vase - because it is different from vase. If ‘reason not established’:
Take the subject one with vase - it follows it is different from vase — because it is
permanent. . If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject vase - it follows that it’s

one with it is permanent — because it is an established base.

Debate Eleven
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11.) In case some one says: Isolate of vase is the isolate of vase.
Take the subject isolate of vase - it follows it isn’t the isolate of vase - because it isn’t
vase. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject isolate of vase - it follows it isn’t
vase - because it is permanent. Take the subject vase - it follows that it’s isolate is

permanent — because it is an established base.
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Debate Twelve
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12.) In case some one says: If it is reversed (isolated) from non- vase there is a
pervasion that it is the isolate of vase.

Take the subject golden vase and copper vase - it follows it is the isolate of
vase — because it is reversed (isolated) from non- vase. It follows they are that —
because they are vase. If root is accepted: Take the subject golden vase and copper
vase - it follows they aren’t the isolate of vase — because they aren’t reversed
(isolated) from different from vase. If ‘reason not established’: 1t follows they are
that- because they are different from vase — because they are mutual exclusive from

vase.

Debate Thirteen
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13.) In case some one say: If it is reversed (isolated) from different from vase

there is a pervasion that it is the isolate of vase.
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Take the subject horns of a rabbit - it follows it is the isolate of vase — because
it is reversed (isolated) from different from vase. If ‘reason not established’: Take the
subject horns of a rabbit - it follows it is reversed (isolated) from different from vase —
because it isn’t different from vase. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject
horns of a rabbit - it follows it isn’t different from vase - because it is non-different
from vase. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject horns of a rabbit - it follows it
is non-different from vase — because it is a definite non-existent. If root is accepted:
Take the subject horns of a rabbit - it follows it isn’t the isolate of vase — because it is
not reversed (isolated) from not one with vase — It follows it isn’t that — because it

1sn’t one with vase — because it isn’t one with vase — because it is a non-existent.
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The isolate of vase can be posited because vase is it!. The isolate of vase is equally
pervasive to be with one with vase?. If it is an established base there is a pervasion
that it is it’s isolate — because if it is an established base there is a pervasion that it is
one with it self. If ‘reason not established’: 1t follows that if it is an established base

there is a pervasion that it is one with it self — because if it is an established base there

is a pervasion that it isn’t different from itself.
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Eliminating Objections

Objection One:
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! Visualise a vase — imagine light rays emanate, eliminating everything which is different from vase —
the light rays reabsorb into the vase that is left, which is the isolate of vase.

2 Isolate of vase is equally to be pervasive with four objects: one with vase, the definiendum of that
which is flat bottomed, bulbous and able to perform the function of carrying water, the complete three
features of imputedly existent of that which is flat bottomed, bulbous and able to perform the function
of carrying water and vase which becomes one with vase. The first three are permanent and the fourth
is impermanent. Within those four we have one definiendum and one definition. In the same way we
have four objects which are equally to be pervasive with the isolate of that which is flat bottomed,
bulbous and able to perform the function of carrying water: one with that which is flat bottomed,
bulbous and able to perform the function of carrying water, the definition of vase, the complete three
features of substantially existent of vase and that which is flat bottomed, bulbous and able to perform
the function of carrying water which becomes one with that which is flat bottomed, bulbous and able to
perform the function of carrying water. The first three are permanent and the fourth is impermanent.
Within those four we have one definiendum and one definition.
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1 )In case some one says: Functioning phenomenon and able to perform a
function are one because they are synonymous.

There is no pervasion because: Functioning phenomenon and able to perform
a function are different because —able to perform a function can be ascertained by a
valid cogniser without functioning phenomenon being ascertaining because — the
ascertaining by a valid cogniser of functioning phenomenon has to be preceded by a

valid cogniser ascertaining able to perform a function.

Objection Two:
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2) In case some one says: Functioning phenomenon, impermanence,
produced, compounded are just different words for the same thing. In the same vein
objects of knowledge, existent, established base, objects of comprehension are also

one. For example just like in the verse:
Unequalled son of ‘Se-tsang’
Omniscient mind kinsman of the sun
Omniscient mind descendent from sugar cane
That is not accurate (my dear), because son of ‘Se-tsang’, kinsman of the sun and

descendent from sugar cane are different. If ‘reason not established’: 1t follows it is

14



like that — because it is possible for the sound base which is engaged by the words son
of ‘Se-tsang’ to be ascertained by a valid cogniser without the sound bases which are
engaged by the words, kinsman of the sun and descendent from sugar cane, to be
ascertained by a valid cogniser. Then: Even thought the sound bases which are
engaged by the words son of ‘Se-tsang’, kinsman of the sun and descendent from
sugar cane are one, they don’t have to be one because: if it is one it has to be one from

both the point of view of sound and meaning.
This is a translation I did for the Tara Institute debating class. I have tried to reflect

the unique Tibetan debate format in English.

© Tenzin Dongak
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Chapter Four : Reversals of ‘to be’ & ‘not to be’.

Refutation of Others’ Systems

Debate One
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In case some one says: If it is the reversal of being functioning phenomenon there is
a pervasion that it is the reversal of being permanent.

Take the subject object of knowledge - it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). You
accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that-
because it isn’t functioning phenomenon. There is a pervasion because: the reversal of
being functioning phenomenon and not being functioning phenomenon are synonymous.
If root is accepted. Take that subject — it follows it isn’t the reversal of being permanent —
because it is the reversal of not being permanent. If ‘reason not established’: Take that
subject- it follows it is that- because it is permanent. There is a pervasion because: the

reversal of not being permanent and permanent is synonymous.

Debate Two
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In case some one says: If it is the reversal of being the reversal of being functioning
phenomenon there is a pervasion that it is the reversal of being functioning

phenomenon.

Take the subject vase - it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). You accept that
pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that- because it
isn’t the reversal of being functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take
that subject- it follows it is that- because it is the reversal of not being functioning
phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that- because
it is functioning phenomenon. There is a pervasion because: those two are
synonymous. If root is accepted. Take that subject — it follows it isn’t the reversal of

being functioning phenomenon.- because it abides within being functioning phenomenon.

Debate Three
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In case some one says: If it is the reversal of not being the reversal of being the
reversal of not being the reversal of being permanent there is a pervasion that it is

the reversal of being the reversal of not being permanent.

Take the subject isolate of pillar - it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). You
accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is
that- because it is the reversal of being the reversal of not being the reversal of being
permanent. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that- because it
isn’t the reversal of not being the reversal of being permanent. If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that- because it is the reversal of being the
reversal of being permanent. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it
is that- because it isn’t the reversal of being permanent. If ‘reason not established’: Take
that subject- it follows it is that- because it is the reversal of not being permanent. If
‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that- because it is permanent.
If root is accepted. Take the subject isolate of pillar — it follows it isn’t the reversal of
being the reversal of not being permanent — because it is the reversal of not being the
reversal of not being permanent. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows

it is that- because it is the reversal of not being permanent.
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In case some one says: If it is a permanent which becomes a ‘to be’ there is a

pervasion that it is permanent.

Take the subject ‘only permanent’ — it follows it is permanent — because it is a permanent
which becomes a ‘to be’. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is
that- because it is a ‘to be’ as well as permanent. If ‘reason not established’: It follows
that ‘only permanent’ is a ‘to be’ as well as permanent — because it is permanent. If
‘reason not established’: It is permanent — because it exists as well as it isn’t a
functioning phenomenon. First is easy. If ‘second reason not established’: It follows
that it is functioning phenomenon — because it is functioning phenomenon. If accepted: It
follows it’s cause exist — because it is functioning phenomenon. If accepted: It follows it
is generated from it’s cause — because it’s cause exist. If accepted: It follows it is the
result of it’s cause — because it is generated from it’s cause. If accepted: It follows it has
a causal relationship with it’s cause — because you have accepted that. If accepted: It
follows that if it’s cause doesn’t exist it also has to be non-existent — because it has a
causal relationship with it’s cause. If accepted: Take the subject object of knowledge — it
follows it does not exist — because it’s cause it’s cause is non-existent. If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that- because it is permanent. If root is
accepted: Take the subject ‘only permanent’ — it follows it exists — because it is
permanent. If accepted: It follows only permanent doesn’t exist — because functioning
phenomenon exists. If ‘reason not established’: It follows functioning phenomenon

exists — because it is selflessness.
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In case some one says: If it is a permanent which becomes a ‘not to be’ there is a

pervasion that it is permanent.

Take the subject pillar - it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). If ‘reason not
established’: Take the subject pillar - it follows it is that — because it is a ‘not to be’ as
well as permanent. If ‘reason not established’: It follows that pillar is a ‘not to be’ as
well as permanent — because it is a common base between ‘not to be’ and permanent. If
‘reason not established’: it follows it is that — because it is permanent. If root is
accepted: Take the subject pillar - it follows it isn’t permanent — because it is

impermanent. The reason is easy.

Debate Six
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In case some one says: If it is selfless there is a pervasion that it isn’t both suitable to
be made the object of comprehension of awareness which becomes a ‘to be’ and that
it is suitable to be made the object of comprehension of awareness which becomes a

‘not to be’.

Take the subject definiendum — it follows it isn’t that (B)-because it is that (A). The
reason is easy. If accepted: Take the subject definiendum — it follows it is both suitable
to be made the object of awareness which becomes a ‘to be’ and that it is suitable to be
made the object of awareness which becomes a ‘not to be’ — because it is the first as well
as the second. If first reason not established: It follows definiendum is suitable to be
made the object of awareness which becomes a ‘to be (it)’ — because is suitable to be
made the object of awareness as well as awareness is a definiendum. If second reason
not established: It follows that definiendum is suitable to be made the object of
awareness that becomes a ‘not to be (it)’ — because it is suitable to be made the object of
awareness which becomes definition. It follows it is that — because it is suitable to be

made the object of knower as well as knower is the definition of awareness.

One’s Own System: Definitions & Divisions
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The reverse of not to be and to be are synonymous, the reverse of to be and not to be are
synonymous. A stack of the reversal of not to be is synonymous with the reversal of not
to be. An even number of reversal of to be is synonymous with reversal of not to be. An

uneven number of reversals of to be is synonymous with reversal of to be.



Eliminating Objections

Objection One

LER {5&’5’&'&qmm&%’q‘ngn&q‘qx'am] SIS '{ﬁq’qmN‘a@}ﬂ?&/ﬁﬂ'ﬂR‘%Q“'&'&qq

m&‘h’q‘qgﬂmﬁqm&%ﬂ ARFHEA gmgqu] &q‘qmﬂmﬂmﬁq amqmmﬂ'?iﬂm'ﬂ%w

i‘iw‘gq‘qﬁqq&%ﬂ

1) In case someone says: If follows the reversal of non-functioning phenomenon
is permanent - because the reversal of non-functioning phenomenon exists as well as the
reversal of not to be is permanent. No pervasion. Reason is established because — the

reversal of to be and the reversal of not to be are each permanent.

Objection Two
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2) In case someone says: If follows that not be not be isn’t synonymous with to be
— because it is both not to be not to be and to be then it could be anything. Reason not
established because — because object of knowledge is both not to be not to be and to be —
if follows it is like that — because object of knowledge isn’t not to be as well as it is object

of knowledge. Both reasons are established because — it is an existent.

This is a translation I did for the Tara Institute debating class. I have tried to reflect the
unique Tibetan debate format in English.

© Tenzin Dongak
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Chapter Five: Small Cause and Effect

Refutation of Others’ Systems

Debate One
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In case someone says: If it is an established base there is a pervasion that it is cause

or effect.

Take the subject object of knowledge - it follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). If
‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that (A) - because it is
established by valid cognition. If root is accepted: Take that subject — it follows it isn’t
cause of effect — because it isn’t a functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’:

Take that subject- it follows it isn’t that- because it is permanent.
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1) In case someone says: If it is a cause there is a pervasion that it isn’t an effect.



Take the subject functioning phenomenon - it follows it isn’t that (B)-because it is that
(A). You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows
it is that (A) - because it’s effect exists. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it
follows it is like that- because the subsequent arisal of functioning phenomenon is it’s
effect. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows that it’s subsequent arisal
is it’s effect — because it is compounded. If root is accepted: Take that subject — it follows
that it is an effect — because it’s cause exists. If ‘reason not established’: Take that
subject- it follows it is like that — because its preceding arisal is it’s cause. If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject- it follows it is like that — because it is a functioning

phenomenon.
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In case someone says: If it is a direct cause there is a pervasion that it isn’t an

indirect cause.

Take the subject functioning phenomenon - it follows it isn’t that (B)-because it is that
(A). If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that (A) - because it is
the direct cause of the subsequent arisal of functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject- it follows it is the direct cause of it’s subsequent arisal —
because it is a functioning phenomenon. If root is accepted: Take that subject — it follows

it is an indirect cause — because it is the indirect cause of the subsequent arisal of the



subsequent arisal of functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take that
subject- it follows it is the indirect cause of the subsequent arisal of it’s subsequent arisal

— because it is compounded.

Debate Four
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In case someone says: If it is the cause of functioning phenomenon there is a

pervasion that it is the direct cause of functioning phenomenon.

Take the subject preceding arisal of the preceding arisal of functioning phenomenon - it
follows it is that (B)-because it is that (A). You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that (A) — because it is the preceding arisal
of functioning phenomenon. If root is accepted: Take that subject — it follows it isn’t the
direct cause of functioning phenomenon — because it is the indirect cause of functioning
phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it is that — because
functioning phenomenon is it’s indirect result. If ‘reason not established’: Functioning
phenomenon is the indirect effect of the preceding arisal of it’s preceding arisal - because
functioning phenomenon are posited as the indirect effect of the preceding arisal of it’s
preceding arisal and as the direct effect of it’s preceding arisal and also because the
preceding arisal of it’s preceding arisal has to be posited as it’s indirect cause and it’s

preceding arisal as it’s direct cause.
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In case someone says: If it is the direct effect of functioning phenomenon there is a

pervasion that it is the effect of directly generated from functioning phenomenon.

Take the subject subsequent arisal of functioning phenomenon - it follows it is that (B)-
because it is that (A). You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take the
subject functioning phenomenon — it follows that it’s subsequent arisal is it’s direct result
— because it is impermanent. If root is accepted: Take the subject subsequent arisal of
functioning phenomenon — It follows it isn’t the result of directly generated from
functioning phenomenon — because it arises simultaneously with directly generated from
functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject — it follows it is
like that — because it is generated simultaneously with the direct result of functioning
phenomenon. It follows it is like that — because if the subsequent arisal of functioning
phenomenon is established there is no time when the direct result of functioning
phenomenon isn’t generated and if the direct result of functioning phenomenon is
established there is no time when the subsequent arisal of functioning phenomenon isn’t

generated as well.
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In case someone says: If it is a cause of vase there is a pervasion that it is the

substantial cause of vase.

Take the subject person that becomes a cause of vase — it follows that it is the substantial
cause of vase - because it is a cause of vase. You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject — it follows it is that — because it is a concurrently acting
condition of vase. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject — it follows it is that —
because it is a main generator of it’s concurrently acted effect vase as not being it’s
substantial continuum. If root is accepted: Take the subject person becoming a cause of
vase - it follows that it isn’t the substantial cause of vase - because it isn’t the main
generator of vase as it’s substantial continuum. If ‘reason not established’: Take that
subject — if follows that isn’t that — because there is no vase that becomes it’s subsequent
substantial continuum. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject — it follows it is like

that — because it is a person.
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In case someone says: If it is a cause there is a pervasion that it is a substantial

cause.

Take the subject final moment of a candle flame - it follows it is that (B) - because it is
that (A). You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it
follows it is that (A) — because it is a functioning phenomenon. If root is accepted: Take
the subject final moment of a candle flame - it follows it isn’t a substantial cause —
because it isn’t the main generator of it’s substantial effect as it’s subsequent substantial
continuum. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows it isn’t that —
because it is a functioning phenomenon the substantial continuum of which is just about

to end.
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In case someone says: If it is simultaneously established there is a pervasion that it is

simultaneously established as one substance.



Take the subject the colour and smell of sandalwood - it follows they are that (B)-because
they are that (A). You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that
subject- it follows they are that (A) — because they are established at the same time,
abiding at the same time and disintegrating at the same time. There is a pervasion
because: That is the meaning of simultaneously established. If root is accepted: Take the
subject both the colour and smell of sandalwood - it follows they aren’t simultaneously
established as one substance— because they aren’t substantially one. If ‘reason not
established’: Take the subject both the colour and smell of sandalwood - it follows they

aren’t substantially one — because they are dharmas with individually generated identities.
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In case someone says: If it is the same substantial type there is a pervasion that it is

substantially one.

Take the subject two grains of various size generated from one grain of barley — it follows
they are substantially one - because they are of the same substantial type. You accept that
pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it follows they are that —
because they are different compounded phenomenon generated from one substantial
cause. There is a pervasion because: The meaning of being of one substantial type or not
is whether one has the same substantial cause or not. It is like that because explanations

in this regard exist. If root is accepted: Take the subject those two — it follows they aren’t



substantially one — because they aren’t a dharma generated in one identity — because they

are of different identity.
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In case someone says: If it is of one type there is a pervasion that it is of one essence.

Take the subject white and black grass — it follows they are of one essence— because they
are of one type. You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject-
it follows they are that — because they are of the same isolate type. If ‘reason not
established’: Take that subject- it follows they are that — because they are a dharma that
can generate the awareness thinking, ‘this and this is similar’, merely by whatever person
placing their mind on them and seeing them. There is a pervasion because: The meaning
of same isolate type exists. If root is accepted: Take that subject — it follows they aren’t
of one essence — because they are of different identity! — because they are mutually

unrelated different meanings.

! Identity, essence and nature are synonyms. On the basis of functioning phenomenon identity, essence and
nature are also synonymous with substance but permanent phenomena don’t have substance.



Debate Eleven
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In case someone says: If it is the result of the substantial cause of functioning
phenomenon there is a pervasion that it is the substantial result of functioning

phenomenon.

Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it follows it is the substantial result of
functioning phenomenon — because it is the result of the substantial cause of functioning
phenomenon. You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject- it
follows it is the result of it’s substantial cause — because it’s substantial cause is it’s cause.
If root is accepted: Take that subject — it follows it isn’t the substantial result of
functioning phenomenon — because it isn’t the result of functioning phenomenon. If
‘reason not established’: Take that subject — it follows it isn’t it’s own result — because it

1s selfless.



One’s Own System: Definitions & Divisions
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Cause

The definition of cause exists — because generator is it. Cause, result and functioning
phenomenon are synonymous. The definition of the cause of functioning phenomenon
exists — because generator of functioning phenomenon is it. If it is a functioning

phenomenon there is a pervasion that it’s generator is it’s cause’s definition.

1. The cause of functioning phenomenon has a twofold division because we have direct

cause and indirect causes.

a) The definition of the direct cause of functioning phenomenon exists because direct
generator of functioning phenomenon is it. An example exists because the preceding

arisal of functioning phenomenon is it.

b) The definition of indirect cause of functioning phenomenon exists because indirect
generator of functioning phenomenon is it. An example exists because the preceding
arisal of the preceding arisal of functioning phenomenon exists. It is the same with

regards to the direct and indirect causes of all functioning phenomenon.
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The cause of functioning phenomenon has a further division because we have the
substantial cause of functioning phenomenon and the concurrently acting condition of

functioning phenomenon.

a) The definition of the substantial cause of functioning phenomenon exists because
main generator of functioning phenomenon as it’s substantial continuum is it.
An example exists because the product becoming the cause of functioning

phenomenon is it.

b) The definition of the concurrently acting condition of functioning phenomenon
exists because main substantial generator of functioning phenomenon not being
it’s substantial continuum. An example exists because person becoming the

cause of vase is it.
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1) The definition of effect exists because that to be generated is it. The definition of the
effect of functioning phenomenon exists because that to be generated by functioning
phenomenon is it. An example exists because the subsequent arisal of functioning

phenomenon is it.

2) Effect has a twofold division because we have the direct effect of functioning

phenomenon and the indirect effect of functioning phenomenon.

a) The definition of direct effect of functioning phenomenon exists because that to
be directly generated by functioning phenomenon is it. An example exists
because the subsequent arisal of functioning phenomenon is it.

b) The definition of indirect effect of functioning phenomenon exists because that to

be indirectly generated by functioning phenomenon is it. An example exists because

subsequent arisal of subsequent arisal of functioning phenomenon is it.

It is the same for direct and indirect effects of all functioning phenomenon.

12



Eliminating Objections

Objection One

V
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1) In case someone says: It follows that the substantial cause of functioning phenomenon
doesn t exist — because the preceding arisal of functioning phenomenon isn t it. If ‘reason
not established’: Take the subject preceding arisal of functioning phenomenon — if
follows that it isn't the substantial cause of functioning phenomenon — because it isn't
certain to transform into functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not established’: Take the
subject preceding arisal of functioning phenomenon — if follows that it isnt certain to
transform into functioning phenomenon — because it has already transformed into
functioning phenomenon. No Pervasion (sorry, no banana). If ‘reason not established’:
Take the subject preceding arisal of functioning phenomenon — if follows that it has
already transformed into functioning phenomenon — because it is functioning

phenomenon.

Objection Two
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2) In case someone says: Take the subject vase and pillar — it follows it’s substantial
cause exists — because it is a functioning phenomenon. You accept that pervasion. If ‘I
accept’: Take the subject vase and pillar — it follows something exists that is certain to
transform into it — because it’s substantial cause exists. You accepted the reason. If ‘ I
accept’: Take the subject vase and pillar — it follows that it’s to be exists - because
something exists that is certain to transform into it. Again No Pervasion (sorry,again no
banana). If it is a functioning phenomenon there is a pervasion that it is the effect of its

cause.

Objection Three
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3) If someone says to the above: Take the subject it’s cause — it follows it is that - because
it is that. Reason not established because: 1t’s cause doesn’t exist because: it’s is

permanent.

Objection Four
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4) In case someone says: Take the subject vase — it follows it is cause effect — because it is

both cause and effect. No pervasion because: Take the subject vase — it follows it isn’t

cause effect — because it isn’t different because: it is one.

14



Objection Five
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5) In case someone says: It follows that the cause of not being permanent exists —
because if it is a cause there is a pervasion that it is a cause not being permanent. Not
correct because: If it is a cause there is a pervasion that it isn’t the cause of not being
permanent. It follows it is like that — because if it is an established base there is a
pervasion that it isn’t the cause of not being permanent. It follows it is like that — because
if it is an established base there is a pervasion that it isn’t the effect of not being
permanent. It follows it is like that — because if it is an established base there is a

pervasion that not being permanent isn’t a functioning phenomenon.

Objection Six
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6) In case someone says: A common basis between cause of functioning phenomenon and
effect of functioning phenomenon exists — because effect of functioning phenomenon
becoming the cause of functioning phenomenon exists. No Pervasion because: 1t follows

effect of functioning phenomenon becoming the cause of functioning phenomenon exists
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— because functioning phenomenon becoming the cause of functioning phenomenon is a
cause. It follows it is that — because it is functioning phenomenon. Further: It follows
effect of functioning phenomenon becoming the cause of functioning phenomenon exists
— because functioning phenomenon is the effect of functioning phenomenon becoming
the cause of functioning phenomenon because: it is the subsequent arisal of functioning
phenomenon becoming the cause of functioning phenomenon. If ‘reason not
established’: Take the subject functioning phenomenon - it follows it is the subsequent
arisal of functioning phenomenon becoming it’s cause - because it is a compounded

phenomenon.

Objection Seven
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7) In case someone says to the above: Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it
follows the effect of it becoming it’s cause doesn t’ exist — because it'’s cause and it s effect
dont have a possible is. No Pervasion because: Take the subject functioning
phenomenon — it follows the effect of it becoming its cause does exists — because it

becoming it'’s cause exists as well as isn 't permanent.

This is a translation I did for the Tara Institute debating class. I have tried to reflect the
unique Tibetan debate format in English.

© Tenzin Dongak
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The Small Path of Reasoning from What Is Called the Magic Key of the Path of
Reasoning, the Presentation of the Collected Topics which Discern the Meaning of

the Treatises on Prime Cognition

Chapter Six: Generalities and Particulars

Author: Purchok Ngawang Jampa
Topic: Collected Topics (that help to understand the great
philosophical treatises.)

Translator: Tenzin Dongak (Fedor Stracke)
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Chapter Six: Generalities and Particulars

Refutation of Others’ Systems

Debate One
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In case someone says: If it is a generality there is a pervasion that it isn’t a particular.

Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it follows it isn’t a particular — because it is a
generality. You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject functioning
phenomenon — it follows it is a generality — because it’s particular exists. If ‘reason not
established’: Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it follows it’s particular exists —
because vase is it. If ‘reason not established’: Take the subject vase — it follows it is a particular
of functioning phenomenon — because it is a functioning phenomenon, it is related to

functioning phenomenon by way of being of one essence and there exist various common



bases between functioning phenomenon and not being vase. If ‘second reason not
established’: Take the subject vase — it follows it is related to functioning phenomenon by way
of being of one self — because it is of one essence with functioning phenomenon as well as it is
different from functioning phenomenon and if functioning phenomenon doesn’t exist it can’t
exist. If ‘first reason not established’: Take the subject vase — it follows it is of one essence with
functioning phenomenon — because it is of one nature with functioning phenomenon. . If ‘second
reason not established’: Take the subject vase — it follows it is different from functioning
phenomenon — because it is form. If ‘third reason not established’: Take the subject vase — it
follows if functioning phenomenon doesn’t exist that it can’t exist — because if functioning
phenomenon doesn’t exist than anything is possible. If ‘upper third reason not established’:
Take the subject vase — it follows there exist various common bases between functioning
Pphenomenon and not being vase — because the pillar made from sandalwood and the pillar made
from. ...wood are both it. If root is accepted: Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it
follows it is a particular - because it is a particular of objects of knowledge. . If ‘reason not
established’: Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it follows it is a particular of objects of
knowledge — because it is an object of knowledge, it is related to objects of knowledge by way
of being of one self and there exists various common bases between objects of knowledge and

not being it.

Debate Two
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In case someone says: If it is the generality of functioning phenomenon there is a pervasion

that it is the generality of able to perform a function.

Take the subject definiendum — it follows that it is the generality of able to perform a function —
because it is the generality of functioning phenomenon. You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason
not established’: Take the subject definiendum — it follows it is the generality of functioning
phenomenon — because functioning phenomenon is it’s particular. If ‘reason not established’.
Take the subject functioning phenomenon — it follows it is a particular of definiendum — because
it is a definiendum, it is related to definiendum by way of being of one essence and there exist
various common bases between definiendum and not being functioning phenomenon. If root is
accepted: Take the subject able to perform a function — it follows it isn’t a particular of

definiendum — because it is a definition because: it is the definition of functioning phenomenon.

Debate Three
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In case someone says: If it is the generality of functioning phenomenon there is a pervasion

that it the generality of impermanence.

Take the subject different from impermanent — it follows it is the generality of impermanent —
because it is the generality of functioning phenomenon. You accept that pervasion. If ‘reason
not established’. Take the subject different from impermanent — it follows it is the generality of

functioning phenomenon — because functioning phenomenon is its particular. If root is accepted.



Take the subject different from impermanent — it follows it isn’t the generality of impermanent —
because impermanent isn’t its particular. If ‘reason not established’. Take the subject
impermanence — it follows it isn’t the particular of different from impermanence — because it
isn’t different from impermanence. If ‘reason not established’. Take the subject impermanence —

it follows it isn’t different from itself — because it is selflessness of person.

Debate Four
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In case someone says: There is no common locus between the generality of generality and

the particular of particular.

It follows that exists — because permanent is it. If ‘reason not established’. Take the subject
permanent — it follows it is common locus between generality of generality and particular of
particular — because it is a generality of generality as well as particular of particular. If ‘first
reason not established’. Take the subject permanent — it follows it is a generality of generality —
because generality is its particular. If ‘second reason not established’. Take the subject
permanent — it follows it is a particular of particular — because it is a particular; it is related to
particular by way of being of one essence and there exist various common bases between

particular and not being permanent.



Debate Five
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In case someone says: If it is a generality of permanent there is a pervasion that it isn’t a

particular of permanent.

Take the subject generality — It follows it is that (B) — because it is that (A). It follows it is that
(A) — because permanent is its particular. It follows it is that — because permanent is a generality;
permanent is related to generality by way of being of one essence and generality has various
commons bases with not being permanent. If root is accepted. Take the subject generality —

follows it is a particular of permanent — because it is permanent; it is related to permanent by
way of being of one essence and there exist various common bases between permanent and not

being a generality.

Debate Six
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In case someone says: If it is a generality of functioning phenomenon there is no pervasion

that it isn’t a particular of functioning phenomenon.



That isn’t correct because: There is nothing that is both a generality of functioning phenomenon
and a particular of functioning phenomenon. It follows it is like that — because there is no
permanent becomes that as well as there is no impermanent that becomes that. The first follows —
because if it is permanent there is a pervasion that it isn’t a particular of functioning phenomenon
because: if it is permanent there is a pervasion that it isn’t functioning phenomenon. There
previous second reason is established because: if it is a functioning phenomenon becoming a

generality of functioning phenomenon there is a pervasion that anything could be possible.

Debate Seven
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In case someone says with regards to ¢ if it is functioning phenomenon there is a pervasion
that it isn’t a generality of functioning phenomenon’: Take the subject sound is

impermanent- it follows it isn’t that (B)— because it is that (A).

Reason not established: Not suitable to accept because: sound is impermanent is a generality of
functioning phenomenon because: functioning phenomenon is a particular of sound is
impermanent. It follows it is that — because functioning phenomenon is sound is impermanent;
functioning phenomenon is related to sound is impermanent by way of being of one nature and
there exist various common bases between sound is impermanent and not being functioning
phenomenon. It follows the last reason is established - because objects of knowledge is that and
permanent is that also. It follows it is like that — because if it is selfless there is a pervasion that

sound is impermanent.



Debate Eight
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In case someone says: If it is a particular of awareness there is a pervasion that it is a

particular of functioning phenomenon.

Take the subject valid cogniser and subsequent cogniser that become a cause of functioning
phenomenon — it follows it is that (B) — because it is that (A). You accept that pervasion. If
‘reason not established’: Take that subject — it follows it is that — because it is awareness, it is
related to awareness by being of one essence and there exist various common bases between
awareness and not being it. First and second are easy. If the third isn’t established: 1t follows
there exist various common bases - because omniscient mind is that and valid cogniser is that as
well and both are mutually different. If root is accepted. Take that subject — it follows it isn’t a
particular of functioning phenomenon — because it isn’t related to functioning phenomenon by
way of being of one essence. If ‘reason not established’: Take that subject — it follows it is that —

because it is a cause of functioning phenomenon. The reason is easy.



One’s Own System: Definitions and Divisions
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The definition of generality exists because a phenomenon that is in tune with its manifestations

1S it.

Generality has a threefold nominal division because there are generality of type, meaning

generality and generality of accumulation.

1. The definition of generality of type exists because a phenomenon that is in tune with
various instances belonging to its type is it. An example exists because object of

knowledge is it.

2. The definition of meaning generality of vase exists because conceptual elaboration that,
while not being vase, appears to the conception apprehending vase as vase 1s it. An
example exists because that appearing as the reversal of not being the second moment of

vase to the second moment of a conceptual thought apprehending vase is it.

3. The definition of generality of accumulation exists because coarse form containing its

various parts is it. Examples exist because vase and pillar are it.



There exists a common locus between generality of accumulation and generality of type because
vase is it. A common locus between not being generality of accumulation and generality of type
exists because objects of knowledge is it. A common locus between not being generality of type
and generality of accumulation exists because vase and pillar are it. A common locus between

not being generality of type and not being generality of accumulation exists because permanent/

impermanent is it.

The definition of particular exists because a phenomenon that is engaged by a pervader of its

type is it.

Eliminating Objections
Objection One
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In case someone says: Take the subject pillar and vase — it follows it is a generality — because it
is a generality of accumulation. No Pervasion. Reason is established because: It is an
aggregation containing the eight atomic substances.. If accepted: Take that subject — it follows it
isn’t a generality — because its particular doesn’t exist. If reason not established: Take that

subject — it follows it is like that - because it is an object of knowledge without a possible is.

Objection Two
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In case someone says further: It follows that object of knowledge isn't a generality — because it
isn't a generality of being object of knowledge. No Pervasion. If Reason not established: It
follows it isn’t a generality of being object of knowledge — because there is not generality of
being object of knowledge. If Reason not established: It follows it is like that — because there is
no generality of object of knowledge as well as object of knowledge and being object of
knowledge are synonymous. If the above is accepted: Take the subject object of knowledge — it
follows it is a generality — because it is a phenomenon that is in tune with its manifestations. If
Reason not established: Take that subject — it follows it is that — because it is a phenomenon
that is in tune with various instances belonging to its type. If Reason not established: Take that
subject — it follows it is that — because it is in tune with various instances belonging to its type. If
Reason not established: Take that subject — it follows it is that — because all permanent and

impermanent come under its type.

Objection Three
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In case someone says further: It follows it is a generality not being object of knowledge —
because not being is a particular of object of knowledge. No Pervasion. If accepted: It follows
it isn’t generality not being object of knowledge — because if it is generality not being object of

knowledge anything is possible.



Objection Four
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In case someone says further: It follows that a particular of not being a particular exists —
because a generality of not being a generality exists. No Pervasion. Reason is established
because: Object of knowledge is a generality of not being a generality. If reason not
established: Take the subject object of knowledge — it follows it is a generality of not being a

generality — because not being a generality is its particular.

Objection Five
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In case someone says further: Take object of knowledge — it follows it isn't a generality of not
being a generality — because it is a generality of being a generality. No pervasion. Reason is

established because: Being a generality is its particular.

Objection Six
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In case someone says further: It follows that permanent isnt a particular of sound being
impermanent — because functioning phenomenon is a particular of functioning phenomenon. No
pervasion. It follows that permanent is a particular of sound being impermanent — because sound

being impermanent is a phenomenon that is in tune with its manifestation permanent. It follows it



is that — because permanent exists amongst its manifestations because: amongst its

manifestations exist both permanent and impermanent.

Objection Six
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In case someone says: Take the subject existent — it follows it is a particular — because it is a
phenomenon that is engaged by a pervader of its type. It follows it is like that — because a
pervader exists. No pervasion because: There is a purpose why it mentions in the definition ‘ of

its type’.

This is a translation I did for the Tara Institute debating class. I have tried to reflect the unique
Tibetan debate format in English.

© Tenzin Dongak



