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2 Katsura (1992: 231): “In Dignaga s system of logic, the subject of a thesis must be accepted as a
real entity by both parties of a debate.”
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5 Katsura. S. (1992: 231).

6 Katsura S. (1992: 231).

7 Katsura S. (1992: 228): “Dharmakirti recognized two kinds of non-perception, viz.
drsyanupalabdhi (non-perception of a perceptible object, such as a pot), and adrsyanupalabdhi
(non-perception of a imperceptible object, such as the remote past or a future event or a ghost.)”.
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8 ARHIENEE 4555 5°% Kellner B. (2003: 123-124): “In a particular place, somewhere, ajar [does]
not [exist], because, being one for which the [causal] characteristics for a perception have been
attained it is not perceived. If it were present, it would be present necessarily as one whose
presence is perceived, [an] not in any other way.”

® Kellner B. (2003: 145): “Dharmakirti addresses this issue by claiming that non perception is the
perception of another entity because the ascertaining cognition that a perceptible entity is not
perceived is causally produced by that other entity s perception (which is in turn directly produced
by the other entity and a set of additional causal factors). The identification of non-perception with
an other perception can therefore be described as a kind of ‘evidential reduction’.”

10 Katsura. S. (1992: 230): «...while some [others=the opponents] argue : [Thesis] [The Primordial

Matter] does not exist.”
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15 Zhihua. Yao (2009: 391-2).

16 Birgit Kellner, 2001, p. 501: “The interpretation of the technical term anupalabdhi on the basis
of implicative negation rather than simple negation (prasajyapratisedha) stems from the felt
necessity to avert undesirable theoretical consequences: If the term were to be understood as the
simple absence of the perception of the negatum, non-perception as a logical reason would
become unestablished (asiddha) due to the emergence of an infinite regress (anavastha). For if it
is granted that absence is the explanandum of non-perception, non-perception, being an absence
itself, would require a further instance of non-perception for its establishment, and so on. By
contrast, once the term anupalabdhi is understood by means of implicative negation, non-
perception ends up being established through the perception of the positive basis.”
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Interpretation of “Anupalabdhi”
Hetu in Chinese Buddhist logic
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Doctoral student

Abstract

This paper reconsiders the opinion claimed by Shoryi Katsura(fE44F%) that
the Dignaga system of logic does not contain negative proposition. The Chinese
hetuvidya materials strongly contradicts Katsura’s interpretation, which I will try to
show by analysing the interpretation and further application of “anupalabdhi (non-
perception)”-Aetu by Chinese and Japanese monks.

There are three focal points discussed in this paper. First is the difference in
the interpretation of anupalabdhi-hetu between Chinese monks and Dharmakriti.
Second is the question of whether this type of hefu should be considered as
“perception” or as “inference” [i.e. direct non-cognitive act of knowledge or
indirect cognitive act of knowledge]. Third is the definition of this Aefu and under
what situations can it be applied as an acceptable /efu in logical syllogism.

To answer the above focal points, I will analyze three Chinese Buddhist
works that discuss the nature and application of anupalabdhi-hetu. The materials
analyzed in this paper are not arranged in chronological order, rather, they are
arranged based on the similarity of views of their authors concerning the concept
of anupalabdhi. Therefore, since Zenju’s(= ¥£) opinion is different from his
teacher, Huizhao(Z£)3), T will discuss his works first. The views expressed by
Huizhao and Shentai(ffZ%) are more similar and therefore I have grouped them

together.

The concept of anupalabdhi-hetu has a long history of development in the
Chinese Buddhist scholastic system, bringing forth different opinions on its proper
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definition and scope of application. Zenju combined the logical concept of
“negation”(#£) and “affirmation”(¥%) and limited the scope of anupalabdhi to
exclude its use in the positive proposition. Therefore, according to Zenju,
anupalabdhi-hetu could be used as a proper logical reason if, and only if, being
limited to a simple negation. According to him, anupalabdhi-hetu can only support
the concept of “emptiness” or “non-existence”, which are conceptual objects
without any ontological basis. However, Zenju’s understanding of anupalabdhi-
hetu should not be considered as a kind of simple “nominal construction”. It can be
argued that in his understanding of anupalabdhi, Zenju included not only
“inference”, but also the “direct perception” aspect into it. And this idea is also
shared in Kuiji’s(3i%%) understanding of anupalabdhi-hetu — [that which cannot be
obtained by perception or inference] — as an acceptable formal type of hetu.

Huizhao and Shentai’s concept of anupalabdhi-hetu are consistent with each
other. They both focus on how to apply anupalabdhi-hetu to the situation of “empty
subject terms”, that is, they analyze how dharmin, which is nonexistent, can be what
anupalabdhi-hetu refers to. In short, both of them consider this /etu as a kind of
“nominal construction”.

Huizhao claims that dharmin should be regarded as existent if it is established
in the “existent proposition”(FA#&5%) and its specifier should be understood as an
affirmation that implies negation (JRN#EJRZR); it would be considered a fallacy if
the “existent proposition” is proven by “nonexistent hetu”( It #& [X), which
functions as “negation that implies no affirmation”(MEZEESS).

Shentai’s position is different from Huizhao’s, as he further applies Dignaga’s
anupalabdhi-hetu to other arguments. Moreover, Shentai is also the first Chinese
Buddhist scholar to provide a definition for this 4etu. In his annotated edition of the
Nyayamukha, he points out that Zefu in general has three types of functions.
However, anupalabdhi-hetu should be classified as the second kind of function of
hetu, which can only be applied to a proposition that contains “dharmin without
existence”.

Following the works of Dharmakirti, Shoryt Katsura claims that the Dignaga
system of logic does not contain negative proposition. However, based on the
examination in this paper, I believe that the concept of anupalabdhi-hetu in the
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works of Chinese Buddhist was not influenced much by such works. Instead, the
concept took on an independent development among Chinese Buddhist scholars due
to their specific understanding of hetuvidya.

Keywords: anupalabdhi, hetuvidya, negative proposition, Dharmakirti, Chinese
Buddhist logic
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