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A Study on the Consciousness-only Doctrine
of Santaraksita and Kamalasila: With Focus
on Their Refutations to Subhagupta in the
Bahirarthapariksa of Tattvasamgrahapaiijika

Mao, Yu-fan *
Abstract

In the current paper, I have discussed some arguments
between Santaraksita-Kamalasila and Subhagupta in the Chapter
23 (Bahirarthapariksa) of Tattvasamgrahapaiijika in order to find
out the main point of view of consciousness-only theory held by
Santaraksita and Kamalasila. In these debates, Santaraksita and
Kamalasila have never advocated the theory that a cognition arises
with a form (sakarajianavada). However, this does not mean that
they can be simply labeled as advocators of the cognition without
any form (nirakarajiianavada). In fact, they claim that the cognition
is non-dual and it is self-cognizing without subjective and objective
aspects. The cognition cognizes itself just like a light illuminates
itself. It does not grasp any object outside itself. The illumination is
the determinate nature (paricchedariipa) of the cognition. According
to this basic idea, Santaraksita and Kamalasila criticize Subhagupta’s
realism. They argue that the blue form and the cognition of the blue

form are definitely perceived together (sahopalambhaniyama). They
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are not separated from each other. The cognition of the blue form is
not a cognition that realizes the object aspect, but a cognition that
realizes itself. Thus, the cognition itself does not rely on any causality
such as the relationship between the grasping and grasped aspects. It
cognizes neither the external object nor the internal object. Ultimately,

the cognition is without any object-support (niralambana).

Keywords: Santaraksita, Kamalasila, Subhagupta, Consciousness-

only (vijiaptimatrata), non-object (niralambana)



