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conditions: 1) to be a separate single thing, and 2) to be an indivisible thing.
When it is recognized that a dharma exists as substance, the expression “the
svabhava of a dharma” is equivalent to the expression “the dharma itself”.
At least for the Sarvastivadins, the svabhava does not exist separately from
its dharma. In other words the svabhava is not any separate object that be-
longs to the dharma, or one of the constituents of the dharma. The svabhava
is just a concept that represents, in the system of Sarvastivada dogmatic on-

tology, the identity of its dharma and dharma’s basis for real existence.

167. Present Condition on the Problems of the Compilation Process of the
Vinaya Materials

Shizuka SASAKI

At present we do not have a clear understanding of the historical process
through which the existing Vinaya materials came into being. One of the
most noteworthy points in this field is the difference in structure between
Theravada Vinayas and the Mahasamghika Vinaya. It is thought that the
compilation process of the Vinaya may be clarified by explaining the reason
for this difference. On this point, scholars such as Frauwallner, Hirakawa,
Yinshun, Clarke and myself have presented various theories. Clarke’s theory,
the most recent addition to the discussion, rejects the thesis-of Frauwallner’s
famous work. If Clarke’s criticisms are correct, then his interpretation is a
revolutionary contribution to the study of the Vinaya. However, there is a se-
rious logical contradiction in Clarke’s theory, and therefore Frauwallner’s
theory cannot be dismissed. In this article, I will outline these past theories
and point out the problems in Clarke’s work.

168. Prajfiakaragupta on Other Minds
Hisayasu KOBAYASHI

If external objects did not exist, then how is it that one state of conscious-
ness is not limited to just one person but experienced by many alike, so that
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a number of people see the same thing at a given place and time? This is one
of the serious objections raised by realists against the Yogacara idealistic
doctrine, mentioned by Vasubandhu in his Vimsatika. According to Prajia-
karagupta, however, irrespective of whether external objects exist or not, one
has to clear up the basic question whether we can say that others see the
same thing as we see.

Sautrantikas argue: When others have symptoms such as the bristling of
the hair of the body, we, seeing them, infer that others experience emotions
such as joy and hence that others also see the same thing as we see. In order
to reject this view of the Sautrantikas, Prajiakaragupta puts them into a di-
lemma. If they argue that others who are seen to have the bristling of the
hair of the body are known to see the same thing as we see, then they have
to accept the undesirable consequence that the joy experienced by others is
not distinguished from that experienced by us. If, on the other hand, they
want to avoid this consequence ensuing, then they have to accept that the
thing others see and which gives them joy is different from the thing we see
and brings us joy, that is, that others cannot see the same thing as we see.

According to Prajiiakaragupta, in addition, any verbal act of others also
cannot serve as evidence to show that others see the same thing as we see.
For, we cannot perceive other minds. We cannot be perceptually aware that
others see the same thing as we see, which is illustrated by the fact that two
persons, who are afflicted by eye-disease (taimirika), cannot help each other.
For Prajiiakaragupta, even if two persons can speak of the existence of the
external object, it is as if the two persons who are afflicted by eye-disease
speak of the double moon.

Thus Prajiakaragupta’s answer to the basic question mentioned above is:
We cannot establish that others see the same thing as we see.

169. On the Sutadhanu-jataka of the Pafifiasa-jataka Handed Down in Thai-
land

Michitoshi MANDA
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