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B = Stephen Batchelor? (according to internet site)

S = Frederick J. Streng, EMPTINESS: A STUDY IN RELIGIOUS MEANING (
New York: Abingdon Press, 1967), Appendix A & B; pp. 183-227

G = Jay L. Garfield, THE FUNDAMENTAL WISDOM OF THE MIDDLE WAY:

NAGARAJUNA6 S MULAMDHYAMAKAKARI KA ( New Yor k: Oxf
Press, 1995)

SG =rJe Tsong khapa, Translated by Geshe Ngawang Samten and Jay L.

Garfield, OCEAN OF REASONI NG: A Great Commen
Mulamadhyamakarika (New York:_Oxford University Press, 2006

| = Kenneth K. Inada, NAGARJUNA: A TRANSLATION OF HIS

MULAMADHYAMAKAKARIKA WITH AN INTRODUCTORY ESSAY (Tokyo: The

Hokuseido Press, 1970)

K= David J. Kalupahana, MULAMADHYAMAKAKARIKA OF NAGARJUNA: THE

PHILOSOPHY OF THE MIDDLE WAY (Albany, NY: SUNY Press, 1986)
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B: Investigation of Nirvana (Nirvana)
S: An Analysis of Nirvana (nirvana)
G: Examination of Nirvana
SG: Examination of Nirvana
I: Examination of Nirvana

K: Examination of Freedom
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B: If everything were empty, there would be no arising and perishing. From the
letting go of and ceasing of what could one assert nirvana(-ing)?

S: If all existence is empty, there is no origination nor destruction.
Then whose nirvana through elimination [of suffering] and destruction [of illusion]
would be postulated?

G: If all this is empty,

Then there is no arising or passing away
By the relinquishing or ceasing of what
Does one wish nirvana to arise?

SG: If all this is empty.

Then there is niehter arising notr passing away.
Through the abandonment or cessation of what
Does one aspire to nirvana?

I: (The opponent contends)

If all is sunya and there is neither production nor destruction, then from whose
abandonment (of defilements) or from whose extinction (of suffering) can nirvana
be attained?

K: If all this is empty, there exists neither arising nor ceasing. [As such,] through
the relinquishing and ceasing of what does one expect freedom?
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B: If everything were not empty, there would be no arising and perishing. From
the letting go of and ceasing of what could one assert nirvana(-ing)?

S: If all existence is non-empty, there is no origination nor destruction.
Then whose nirvana through elimination [of suffering] and destruction [of illusion]
would be postulated?

G: If all this is nonempty,

Then there is no arising or passing away.
By the relinquishing or ceasing of what
Does one wish nirvana to arise?

SG: If all this is nonempty,

Then there is neither arising nor passing away.
Through the abandonment or cessation of what
Does one aspire to nirvana?

I: (Nagarjuna asserts)

If all is asunya and there is neither production nor destruction, then from whose
abandonment (of defilements) or from whose extinction (of suffering) can nirvana
be attributed?

K: If all this is non-empty, there exists neither arising nor ceasing, [As such,]
through relinquishing and ceasing of what does one expect freedom?
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B: No letting go, no attainment, no annihilation, no permanence, no cessation, no
birth: that is spoken of as nirvana.

S: Nirvana has been said to be neither eliminated nor attained, neither
annihilated nor eternal,
Neither disappeared nor originated.

G: Unrelinquished, unattained,
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Unannihilated, not permanent,
Unarisen, unceased:
This is how nirvana is described.

SG: Unrelinquished, unattained,
Unannihilated, impermanent,
Unarisen, unceased:

This is how nirvana is described.

I: What is never cast off, seized, interrupted, constant, extinguished, and
producedé t miivana.i s call ed

K: Unrelinquished, not reached, unanihillated, non-eternal, non-ceased and non-
arisen i this is called freedom.
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B: Nirvana is not a thing. Then it would follow that it would have the
characteristics of aging and death. There does not exist any thing that is without
aging and death.

S: Nirvana is certainly not an existing thing, for then it would be characterized by
old age and death.

In consequence it would involve the error that an existing thing would not
become old and be without death.

G: Nirvana is not existent.

It would then have the characteristics of age and death.
There is no existent entity

Without age and death.

SG: Nirvana is not a thing.

It would then have the characteristics of aging and death.
No thing exists

Without aging and death.



2

oamonomoonany. DIAMOND MOUNTAIN UNIVERSITY

I: Indeed, nirvana is not strictly in the natre of ordinary existence for, if it were,
there would wrongly follow the characteristics of old age-death. For, such
existence cannot be wihout those characteristics.

K: Freedom, as a matter of fact, is not existence, for if it were, it would follow that
it has the characteristics of decay and death. Indeed, there is no existence
without decay and death.

g gfe femaoi femno degd W)
AR & [9Td WiE: & 99 K1l 4
fét_ea_ wibbhghbgeldi _q_Tgql

-

|l €ég _Tqi1rrm fg tgbw rc f et

AN

-

B: If nirvana were a thing, nirvana would be a conditioned phenomenon. There
does not exist any thing anywhere that is not a conditioned phenomenon.

S: And if nirvana is an existing thing, nirvana would be a constructed product
(samskrta),

Since never ever has an existing thing been found to be a non-constructed-
product (asamskrta).

G: If nirvana were existent,
Nirvana would be compounded.
A non-compunded existent
Does not exist anywhere.

SG: If nirvana were a thing,
Nirvana would be compounded.
A non-compunded thing

Does not exist anywhere.

I: If nirvana is strictly in the nature of ordinary existence, it will be of the created
realm. For, no ordinary existence of the uncreated realm ever exists anywhere at
all.

K: Moreover, if freedom were to be existence, then freedom would be considered
conditioned. Yet, an existence that is unconditioned is not evident anywhere.
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B: If nirvana were a thing, how would nirvana not be dependent? There does not
exists any thing at all that is not dependent.

S: But if nirvana is an existing thing, how could [nirvana] exist without
dependence [on something else]?
Certainly nirvana does not exist as something without dependence.

G: If nirvana were existent,

How could nirvana be nondependent?
A nondependent existent

Does not exist anywhere.

SG: If nirvana were a thing,

How could nirvana be nondependent?
A nondependent thing

Does not exist anywhere.

I: If nirvana is strictly in the nature of ordinary existence, why is it non-
appropriating? For, no ordinary existence that is non-appropriating ever exists.

K: Furthermore, if freedom were to be existence, how can that freedom be
independent, for an independent existence is certainly not evident?
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B: If nirvana were not a thing, how could it possibly be nothing? The one for
whom nirvana is not a thing, for him it is not nothing.

S: If nirvana is not an existing thing, will nirvana become a non-existing thing?
Wherever there is no existing thing, neither is there a non-existing thing.

G: If nirvana were not existent,

How could it be appropriate for it to be nonexistent?
Where nirvana is not existent,

It cannot be a nonexistent.

SG: If nirvana were a non-thing,

How could it make sense for it not to be a thing?
Where nirvana is not a thing,

It cannot be a non-thing.

I: If nirvana is not strictly in the nature of ordinary existence, how could what is in
the nature of non-existence be nirvana? Where there is no existence, equally so,
there can be no non-existence.

K: If freedom is not existence, will freedom be non-existence? Wherein there is
no existence, therein non-existence is not evident.
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B: If nirvana were nothing, how could nirvana possibly be not dependent? There
does not exist any nothing which is not dependent.

S: But if nirvana is a non-existing thing, how could [nirvana] exist without
dependence [on something else]?
Certainly nirvana is not a non-existing thing which exists without dependence.

G: If nirvana were not existent,
How could nirvana be nondependent?






