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Slide JCalegones and Madhyamaka 

Conventional truth = what people think? 

• criticism by Kamala sila 

• 	how can we know common opinion is 

wrong? Tsong kha pa 


• qualification of no-analysis p rinciple 

• But this still does not allow ontological 

analysis since it is a kind of ultimate 

analysis. 
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Madhyamaka and Abhidharma categories 

• 	Madhyamaka as reaction to Abhidha rma 

metaphysics 


• analysis begins with an intrica te ca tegoria l 

framework, not w ith an llnsophisticated set of 

con ventions 


• 	but is not an!} categoriaI fram.ework as good 

as any o ther as a s tarting p oint for 

Madhyamaka analysis, since all the 

frameworks are s imilarly m.is taken? 


.Lm West erhorf 	 October .~r;;)9 
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Two principles of Madhyamaka thought 

Common-sense principle [CS] onl y 
ontolog ical categories of common sense are 
accepted 

confl ict with on tology as tradi tionall y 
conceived 

problem w ith es tablisrung con ventional 
h'uth 

No-analysis principle [NA]: rejection of 
analysis of systems of categories 

1<111 Wes terhoff 	 OCl obp.r 2009 
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Madhyamaka and grammatical categories 

• 	soprusticated categorial frameworks 

emp loyed in Madhyamaka analysis: kiiraka 

theory 


• Candrakirti 's commentary on chapter 2 of 

Nagarjuna 's MMK 


• constituti ve and ins tan tiated properties 

• kiiraka as subs tance or as power? 

• 	 this type of analysis appears to conflict with 

CSandNA 
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Madhyamaka and Nyaya categories 

-Conflict WI th N A? NagarjLUlil 's V"jdillyaprakarana on 
argumentatJve 'luibbles (fhnln) 

II IS ob,fYlrd: EVfll Ihougit accordiflg I:; 'lot! all haD!' bef'll 

a,serlt'd as calt'gor",s , Ihey do /lol eXl-1 " IUl/lOtt'ly . illS to be 

replied: Thai is /1ot the case, because litere would be tillS 

COltseqt! eI1U' for all rrplies. II is 110t like Iha t, becallst' 

whatever / addressed ill n reply, nil tl105(, nn' /llral1t precisrly 

a5 mlt'gorir5 Why" 1I1aJ? All dispulal1ls. byagTr'eillg. 

would lll1ri(' l1iablYllnpnir their mOl/asser tIOns. Th('rciore 
whal is said il1 reply is if 11 01 reasolla blr, mther that! a 
fallacy? OllfNWlse, If 0111' does /1 01 asserl this prilleiplt' tltfll 
thpre is 110 fallacy 

1.1)\ \Vest.erhoff 	 October 2009 
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Madhyamaka and Nyaya categories 2 

• 	 Vaidalya prakarana 62: the Nai yily lka's arguments 

have no argumentative fo rce since their objects Me 

momen tary 
univers(li moment<lriness: conventiona l bu t not 
commonsens ica l truth 

• 	 unlike Abhidharma, the Nyaya sys tem is regarded as 
nli staken even nt the conventionfl i level 

• 	 Cilndrilkirti il nd epistemic instruments 

• 	 difficulties with non-Buddhis t systems of ca tegories 

1<l1l Wes terhoff 	 October 2009 
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Conclusions 

conventi ona l tru th cannot be merely unreflected 

intuitions 


• 	 from the Madhya milka perspecti ve the use of 
sys tems of categories lS merely transilctiona l 

pre-exis tent sys tems have to be modi fied to cohere 
wi th Madhyama ka positions 

Cnteria : 

• their genera l phi losophical usefulness 

• the extent to which the systems Con be made 
" svnb/lIlvn-free" 
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