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` nmae mÃuïye 

om namo Maïjuçraye  

 

I bow down to Manjushri 
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 
 

raga*id ÉveTpUv¡ r´ae rgitrSk«t> , 

rägädyadi bhavetpürvaà rakto ragatiraskåtaù  |  

t< àtITy ÉveÔagae r´e ragae ÉveTsit . 1 

taà pratétya bhavedrägo rakte rägo bhavetsati  || 1  

 

6.1 

What if before you liked something, 

You wanted it, without liking it? 

4ÕËÌÙÕÌÈÛÏȮɯÛÏÌÙÌɀËɯÏÈÝÌɯÛÖɯÉÌɯÚÖÔÌɯÓÐÒÐÕÎ 

Because where there is wanting 

There is liking. 

 

In this chapt ÌÙȮɯ ÙàÈɯ-ÈÎÈÙÑÜÕÈɯÈÕÈÓàáÌÚɯÛÏÌɯÌÔ×ÛÐÕÌÚÚɯÖÍɯɁÓÐÒÐÕÎɂɯÖÙɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯȹraga), on 

the one hand, ÈÕËɯɁÞÈÕÛÐÕÎɂɯÖÙɯÉÌÐÕÎɯÐÕɯÛÏÌɯÚÛÈÛÌɯÖÍɯÔÐÕËɯÛÏÈÛɯÏÈÚɯÛÏÌɯËÌÚÐÙÌ (rakta) on 

the other.  An opponent might argue that there is some kind of real, objective, self-

existence to things because desire really exists.  If we desire, we must be desiring 

something and there must be somebody who desires. 

 

Arya  -ÈÎÈÙÑÜÕÈɯ×ÙÖÉÈÉÓàɯ×ÐÊÒÌËɯɁÓÐÒÐÕÎɂɯÖÙɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯÛÖɯÈÕÈÓàáÌɯÈÛɯÛÏÐÚɯÑÜÕÊÛÜÙÌɯÉÌÊÈÜÚÌɯÖÍɯ

how crucial it is in Buddhist understa ndings of suffering.  Desire (ignorant liking)  joins 

aversion (ignorant disliking)  and ignorance itself ÈÚɯÛÏÌɯÛÏÙÌÌɯÔÈÐÕɯɁ×ÖÐÚÖÕÚɂɯÖÙɯÛÏÌɯ

biggest of our mental afflictions.  All our suffering can be traced back to these three.  

 

Because of our ignorance, things appear to us being likeable or dislikeable from their own 

side.  Ice cream appears to us as inherently likeable; an irritating person seems as though 

they are essentially or objectively irritating ɬ both due to our ignorance about where 

likeable and  dislikeable things come from.   Because we see these likeable and dislikeable 

ÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÐÎÕÖÙÈÕÛÓàȮɯÞÌɯÞÈÕÛɯÖÙɯËÖÕɀÛɯÞÈÕÛɯÛÏÌÔɯÐÎÕÖÙÈÕÛÓàɯɬ and do ignorant thing which 

repeat the causes of our suffering.  Rather than share or give away the likeable things we 

desire, we grasp to them and try to obtain them before others can get them.  Rather than 

being patient and compassionate to the irritating person, we get angry and yell back at 

them thus recreating the causes that brought us this dislikeable experience in the first 

place. 
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(ÕɯÛÏÐÚɯÊÏÈ×ÛÌÙȮɯ ÙàÈɯ-ÈÎÈÙÑÜÕÈɯÞÐÓÓɯÈÙÎÜÌɯÛÏÈÛɯÐÍɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯȹɁÓÐÒÐÕÎɂȺɯÈÕËɯÛÏÌɯÖÕÌɯÏÈÚɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯ

ȹɁÞÈÕÛÐÕÎɂȺɯÛÙÜÓàɯÌßÐÚÛÌËȮɯÖÕÌɯÖÙɯÈÕÖÛÏÌÙɯÖÍɯÛÏÌÔɯÞÖÜÓËɯÏÈÝÌɯÛÖɯÊÖÔÌɯÍÐÙÚÛɯÈÕËɯÛÏÌɯÖÛÏÌÙɯ

after it (that is, they would come into existence sequentially), or they would have to exist 

simultaneously.   

 

He starts here by asking us to consider whether it is possible for the person who has 

desire to exist before the desire he or she has . . . without that desire!   Of course not!  

Ɂ6ÏÌÙÌɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÐÚɯÞÈÕÛÐÕÎȮɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÐÚɯÓÐÒÐÕÎȮɂɯÔÌÈÕÐÕÎɯÛÏÈÛɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÉÌɯÈɯ×ÌÙÚÖÕɯÞÏÖɯ

ËÌÚÐÙÌÚɯÞÐÛÏÖÜÛɯÛÏÌɯËÌÚÐÙÌȭɯɯ3ÏÌɯÍÖÙÔÌÙɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÊÖÔÌɯÉÌÍÖÙÌɯÛÏÌɯÓÈÛÛÌÙȭ 
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 

 

nĂa 9oep lqj] n]c: gÕp <r āer6uep ) 

rakte 'sati punä rägaù kuta eva bhaviñyati   |  

sit vasit va rage r´e =Pye; sm> ³m> . 2 

sati väsati vä räge rakte 'pyeña samaù kramaù  || 2 

 

6.2 

But, if you are wanting it 

How then could you be liking it? 

Whichever way you goɭ 

 

Wanting it and liking it, or 

Wanting without liking it, 

It all ends up the same. 

 

2ÖɯÞÌɀÝÌɯÌÚÛÈÉÓÐÚÏÌËɯÛÏÈÛɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÉÌɯÈɯËÌÚÐÙÖÜÚɯ×ÌÙÚÖÕȮɯÞÏÖɯËÖÌÚÕɀÛɯÏÈÝÌɯËÌÚÐÙÌȮɯ

ÞÐÛÏÖÜÛɯÛÏÌɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯÛÏÈÛɯËÌÍÐÕÌÚɯÞÏÈÛɯÐÛɯÔÌÈÕÚɯÛÖɯÉÌɯÈɯɁËÌÚÐÙÖÜÚɯ×ÌÙÚÖÕȭɂɯɯ"ÖÕÛÐÕÜÐÕÎɯÛÖɯ

explore the possibility that there is a  sequential unfolding of a truly existing liking 

(desire) and a truly existing wanting (someone who desires), Arya Nagarjuna in this verse 

tries it the other way around.  Maybe desire or liking exists before the desirous person 

who wants the desirable thin g.   

 

But how can desire exist without someone who desires?  Desire or liking is not free 

floating.  It must have a basis.  There must be someone who desires for there to be desire; 

ɁÞÈÕÛÐÕÎɂɯÏÈÚɯÛÖɯÉÌɯ×ÙÌÚÌÕÛÐÕÎɯÍÖÙɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÛÖɯÉÌɯɁÓÐÒÐÕÎȭɂɯɯ 

 

2ÖɯɁÞÏÐÊÏÌÝÌÙɯÞÈàɯàÖÜɯÎÖɂɯÞÏÌÕɯÐÛɯÊÖÔÌÚɯÛÖɯÛÏÌɯÈÕÈÓàÚÐÚɯÖÍɯÞÏÐÊÏɯÊÈÔÌɯÍÐÙÚÛȮɯÛÏÌɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯ

ÖÙɯÛÏÌɯÖÕÌɯÞÏÖɯËÌÚÐÙÌÚȮɯɁÐÛɯÈÓÓɯÌÕËÚɯÜ×ɯÛÏÌɯÚÈÔÌȭɂɯɯ(ÍɯÓÐÒÐÕÎɯÈÕËɯÞÈÕÛÐÕÎɯÛÙÜÓàɯÌßÐÚÛÌËɯ--  

out there, independently, on their own, with some kind of objective or essential existence  

ɬ they could not come into being sequentially.  One has to be already be there for the 

ÖÛÏÌÙɯÛÖɯÉÌɯÛÏÌÙÌȭɯɯ3ÏÌÙÌɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÉÌɯÈɯ×ÌÙÚÖÕɯÞÏÖɯÏÈÚɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯÜÕÓÌÚÚɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÐÚɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯÛÏÈÛɯ×ÌÙÚÖÕɯ

ÏÈÚȰɯÈÕËɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÉÌɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯÜÕÓÌÚÚɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÐÚɯÈɯ×ÌÙÚÖÕɯÞÏÖɯÏÈÚɯËÌÚÐÙÌȭ 
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 

 

odAr lqj©~ÒepjN uqĂ] n]cnĂu]a: ) 

sahaiva punarudbhütirna yuktä rägaraktayoù   | 

Éveta< ragr´aE ih inrpe]aE prSpr< . 3 

bhavetäà rägaraktau hi nirapekñau parasparaà  || 3  

 

6.3 

2ÐÕÊÌɯÐÛɀÚɯÕÖÛɯÛÏÌɯÞÈàɯÐÛɯÐÚ 

That liking and wanting could ever 

Come at the exact same time, 

 

Then it could not be the case 

That liking and wanting could share 

A mutual dependence. 

 

So if a truly existing desirous one does not exist before a truly existin g desire, nor does 

desire exist before there is someone who has desire, that only leaves one more option for 

the possibility of a truly existing liking and wanting.  Maybe they come into existence 

simultaneously.  

 

It would seem that this is the case, right ?  The state of mind of desiring or wanting 

something occurs at the time when the desire or liking occurs.  I want the likeable thing 

only when there is something likeable to like.  I desire ice cream only when there is ice 

cream (or the thought of ice cream).  It would appear that the liking and wanting can only 

happen simultaneously.  

 

Arya Nagarjuna first of all points out here that if liking and wanting, desire and the one 

who desires, occurred simultaneously, then that would mean that they did not occur 

sequentially.  It has to be one or the other: either one comes before the other, or they 

happen at the same time.  But if they happened at the same time, and not one before the 

other, then we could not say that one caused the other.  We could not say, for example, 

that desire caused the arising of one who desires.  Which would mean that there could be 

someone who desires (liking) without the arising of desire (wanting)!   

 



6 

 

Liking and wanting would seem to exist only in relationship one to the other.  If th ey 

ÖÊÊÜÙÙÌËɯÚÐÔÜÓÛÈÕÌÖÜÚÓàȮɯ ÙàÈɯ-ÈÎÈÙÑÜÕÈɯ×ÖÐÕÛÚɯÖÜÛȮɯÛÏÌàɯÞÖÜÓËɯɁÕÖÛɯÚÏÈÙÌɯÈɯÔÜÛÜÈÓɯ

ËÌ×ÌÕËÌÕÊÌɂɯȹnirapeksha paraspara).   

 

In the next verses, Arya Nagarjuna thoroughly investigates the possibility of the 

simultaneous existence of liking and wanting.  If  desire and the desirous one existed 

simultaneously, they would either have to be identical to one another or different from 

ÖÕÌɯÈÕÖÛÏÌÙȭɯɯ$ÐÛÏÌÙɯÞÈàɯÛÏÌÙÌɀÚɯÎÖÐÕÎɯÛÖɯÉÌɯÉÐÎɯ×ÙÖÉÓÌÔÚȭɯ 
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 

 

nEkTve shÉavae =iSt n tenEv ih tTsh , 

naikatve sahabhävo 'sti na tenaiva hi tatsaha  | 

l#sÃra odār]a 9s gÕp <r āer6uep * 0 

påthaktve sahabhavo 'tha kuta eva bhaviñyati  || 4 

 

6.4 

If they were a single thing 

They cannot come together 

%ÖÙɯÕÖÛÏÐÕÎɀÚɯÑÖined together with itself 

 

But if they were two different things 

How then could they ever join together? 

 

Are liking and wanting, desire and being someone who desires, the same thing or 

two different things?   

 

If they were the same thing, they could not occur simultaneously, because they 

would not be two things  that occurred at once.  It makes no sense to say that one 

and the same car occurs at the same time as itself.  The simultaneity of occurrence of 

things requires that there be one thing that occurs simultaneous with another thing.  

A thing cannot occur simultaneously with itself.  

 

Desire and the one who desires are conceptually separable and therefore cannot be 

ÛÏÌɯÚÈÔÌɯÛÏÐÕÎȭɯɯ6ÌÙÌɯÛÏÌàɯÛÏÌɯÚÈÔÌɯÛÏÐÕÎȮɯÞÌɯÊÖÜÓËÕɀÛɯÛÌÓÓɯÛÏÌÔɯÈ×ÈÙÛȭɯɯ2Öɯ×ÌÙÏÈ×Úɯ

they are different things that occur at the same time.  

 

Arya Nagarjuna dismisses this possibility in the second half of the verse.  If desire 

and the desirous one were really  different things, how could they occur at once?  If 

they are truly  different, like ligh t is different from darkness or samsara is different 

from nirvana, they could not be in the same place at the same time.  How could an 

apple and an orange exist simultaneously, that is, be the same thing (an 

ɁÈ××ÖÙÈÕÎÌɂȺȳ 

 

Truly different things are mutual ÓàɯÌßÊÓÜÚÐÝÌȭɯɯ(ÛɀÚɯÌÐÛÏÌÙɯÖÕÌɯÖÙɯÛÏÌɯÖÛÏÌÙȰɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÉÌɯ

both at the same time, in the same place.  If two things truly existed at the same 

time and in the same place, they would be one thing ɬ in which case, again, we 

would not be able to distinguish between  desire and the one who has desire. 
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Candrakirti, the great commentator on this text, presents this as a general principle: 

we never observe the simultaneity of things each of which exists separately.  If 

desire and the one who desires truly, really, independently, self-existently existed as 

ËÐÍÍÌÙÌÕÛɯÛÏÐÕÎÚȮɯÛÏÌàɯÊÖÜÓËɯÕÌÝÌÙɯÈ××ÌÈÙɯÚÐÔÜÓÛÈÕÌÖÜÚÓàȭɯɯ6ÌɀÓÓɯÙÌÛÜÙÕɯÛÖɯÛÏÐÚɯ

below. 
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 

 

@kTve shÉvíet! SyaTshay< ivnaip s> , 

ekatve sahabhavaçcet syätsahäyaà vinäpi saù  |  

p&w®ve shÉvíet! SyaTshay< ivnaip s> . 5 

påthaktve sahabhavaçcet syätsahäyaà vinäpi saù  || 5 

 

6.5 

(ÍɯÐÛɀÚɯÈɯÚÐÕÎÓÌɯÛÏÐÕÎɯÛÏÈÛɀÚɯÑÖÐÕÌËɯÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙ 

Then one of them alone could make a pair 

  

(ÍɯÐÛɀÚɯÛÞÖɯÚÌ×ÈÙÈÛÌɯÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÛÏÈÛɯÑÖÐÕɯtogether 

Then one of them alone could make a pair 

 

If desire and the one who desires were the same thing, occurring  simultaneously, 

then one could occur without the other.  D esire (being the same thing as the one who 

desires) could occur at the same time wÐÛÏÖÜÛɯÈÕàÖÕÌɯÞÏÖɯËÌÚÐÙÌÚȵɯɯɁ.ÕÌɯÖÍɯÛÏÌÔɯ

ÈÓÖÕÌɯÊÖÜÓËɯÔÈÒÌɯÈɯ×ÈÐÙȭɂ 

 

On the other hand, if liking and wanting are two different things that occur 

simultaneously, then again if one occurred without the other they would both occur!  

Desire and the one who desires could occur at the same time with only desire 

occurring, without one who desires, or with just the one who desires occurring, 

ÞÐÛÏÖÜÛɯÛÏÌɯËÌÚÐÙÌȵɯɯ ÎÈÐÕȮɯɁÖÕÌɯÖÍɯÛÏÌÔɯÈÓÖÕÌɯÊÖÜÓËɯÔÈÒÌɯÈɯ×ÈÐÙȭɂ 

 

If two things are really identical, they cannot be in any  kind of relationship with 

one another (because they are the same thing).  And if two things are truly different, 

they are completely independent and cannot be in any kind of relationship either.   

 

So if desire and the one who desires are either the same or different, they cannot be 

said to arise simultaneously, for simultaneity requires two things in a relationship 

of arising at the same time. . . and this is impossible!  
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 
 

 

p&w®ve shÉaví yid ik< ragr´yae> , 

påthaktve sahabhävaçca yadi kià rägaraktayoù  |  

isÏ> p&wKp&wGÉav> shÉavae ytStyae> . 6 

siddhaù påthakpåthagbhävaù sahabhävo yatastayoù  || 6  

 

6.6 

Say two separate things 

Could be togetherɭ 

Then would liking or wanting 

Ever occur separately? 

 

(ÍɯÚÖȮɯÛÏÌÕɯÛÏÌàɀËɯËÖɯÚÖ 

As both together. 

 

 

How can you conceptualize two ËÐÍÍÌÙÌÕÛɯÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÈÚɯɁÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙȮɂɯÐȭÌȭȮɯÈÚɯone?  Arya 

Nagarjuna here uses the word sahabhavaȮɯɁÚÏÈÙÐÕÎɯÛÏÌɯÚÈÔÌɯÌÚÚÌÕÊÌɂȺȳɯɯ(ÍɯàÖÜɀÙÌɯ

thinking about liking  and wanting as truly separate ( prthak) things, you cannot 

ÛÏÐÕÒɯÖÍɯÛÏÌÔɯÈÚɯÖÊÊÜÙÙÐÕÎɯɁÈÛɯÖÕÊÌȭɂɯɯ ÕËɯÐÍɯàÖÜɯÈÙÌɯÛÏÐÕÒÐÕÎɯÛÏÈÛɯÛÏÌÚÌɯÛÞÖɯÏÈ××ÌÕɯ

ɁÈÛɯÖÕÊÌȮɂɯÛÏÌàɯÊÈÕÕÖÛɯÉÌɯÛÙÜÓàɯÚÌ×ÈÙÈÛÌȭ 

 

If there were two things that truly existed as two things, if they we re really 

separate, we would have to be able to find each of them separable from the other.  

Each would exist independently.  In the case at hand, we would have to have a 

desire and the one who desires existing independently of one another.   

 

But  if two truly different things could happen at once, then when one happened the 

ÖÛÏÌÙɯÞÖÜÓËɯÏÈ××ÌÕɯÛÖÖȭɯɯɯ3ÏÌàɯÞÖÜÓËÕɀÛɯÏÈ××ÌÕɯÚÌ×ÈÙÈÛÌÓàȮɯÈÕËɯÚÖɯÐÛɯÞÖÜÓËÕɀÛɯ

ÔÈÒÌɯÚÌÕÚÌɯÛÖɯÚÈàɯÛÏÌàɯÈÙÌɯɁÚÌ×ÈÙÈÛÌȭɂɯ 
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 
 

isÏ> p&wKp&wGÉavae yid va ragr´yae> , 

siddhaù påthakpåthagbhävo yadi vä rägaraktayoù   | 

sÉav< ikmw¡ tu pirkLpyse tyae>. 7 

sabhävaà kimarthaà tu parikalpayase tayoù || 7  

 

6.7 

Say that liking and wanting 

Occur as separate thingsɭ 

How then can you think about 

The two as joined together? 

 

 

And if we insist that liking and wanting are truly separate and occur separately, 

how could they ever really come together?  How could two independently existing 

things exist simultaneously?  If li king and wanting occurred separately, then they 

ÞÖÜÓËÕɀÛɯÖÊÊÜÙɯÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙȭɯɯ8ÖÜɯÞÖÜÓËȮɯÐÕɯÚÜÊÏɯÈɯÊÈÚÌȮɯÏÈÝÌɯÛÖɯÚÈàɯȹÈÉÚÜÙËÓàȺɯÛÏÈÛɯ

ɁÚÌ×ÈÙÈÛÌÓàɯÖÊÊÜÙÙÐÕÎɯÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÖÊÊÜÙɯÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙȭɂɯ 

 

There would be no meaning in saying that desire and the one who desires truly exist 

as two different, separable, independently existing things if they could happen at the 

ÚÈÔÌɯÛÐÔÌȭɯɯ6ÌɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÌÝÌÕɯÛÏÐÕÒɯÐÛȵɯɯ(ÍɯÞÌɯÊÖÕÊÌ×ÛÜÈÓÐáÌɯÛÏÌÔɯÈÚɯɁÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙȮɂɯÏÖÞɯÊÈÕɯ

we at the same time ÛÏÐÕÒɯÛÏÌÔɯÖÍɯÛÏÌÔɯÈÚɯɁÚÌ×ÈÙÈÛÌɂȳɯɯ ÕËɯÝÐÊÌɯÝÌÙÚÈȭɯɯɁ2Ì×ÈÙÈÛÌɂɯ

ÈÕËɯɁÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙɂɯÈÙÌɯÊÖÕÊÌ×ÛÜÈÓÓàɯÔÜÛÜÈÓÓàɯÌßÊÓÜÚÐÝÌȭ 
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 

 

l#sÁ eoTupEPuar8 odā]r8 erg]$ÛYeo ) 

påthagna sidhyatétyevaà sahabhävaà vikäìkñasi  |  

shÉavàisÏyw¡ p&w®v< ÉUy #CDis . 8 

sahabhävaprasiddhayarthaà påthaktvaà bhüya icchasi  || 8  

 

6.8 

(ÍɯàÖÜɯÉÌÓÐÌÝÌɯÛÏÈÛɯÛÏÌàɀÙÌɯÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙ 

Because they do not occur separately, 

8ÖÜɀËɯÉÌÓÐÌÝÌɯÛÏÈÛɯÛÏÌàɯÈÙÌɯÚÌ×ÈÙÈÛÌ 

Because they both occur at once. 

 

 

Arya Nagarjuna is here accusing his possible opponent of an argument based on 

convenience rather than on logic.  One might wish to say that desire and the one 

who desires obviously occur simultaneously, and therefore those things are different 

because to occur simultaneously implies two or more different things that happen 

together.  But to say that requires not thinking about what it means to say that 

ÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÞÏÐÊÏɯÈÙÌɯÛÙÜÓàɯËÐÍÍÌÙÌÕÛɯÈÕËɯÚÌ×ÈÙÈÉÓÌɯÊÖÜÓËɯÏÈ××ÌÕɯÚÐÔÜÓÛÈÕÌÖÜÚÓàɯÖÙɯɁÈÛɯ

ÖÕÊÌȭɂ 

 

If desire and the one who desires occur simultaneously, they cannot be truly 

different and separable things; and if they are truly different and separable things, 

which occur separately and at different times, they cannot occur simultaneously.  
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 
 

 

p&wGÉavaàisÏeí shÉavae n isXyit , 

påthagbhäväprasiddheçca sahabhävo na sidhyati  | 

ktmiSmn! p&wGÉave shÉav< stICDis . 9 

katamasmin påthagbhäve sahabhävaà satécchasi  || 9 

 

 

6.9 

2ÐÕÊÌɯÛÏÌàɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÖÊÊÜÙ 

As separate things, 

3ÏÌàɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÖÊÊÜÙɯÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙ 

 

Only if they were separate things 

Could you believe them joined together 

 

 

Arya Nagarjuna here reiterates that simultaneity depends on two or more separable 

ÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÞÏÐÊÏɯÊÖÔÌɯÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙȯɯɯɁ.ÕÓàɯÐÍɯÛÏÌàɯÞÌÙÌɯÚÌ×ÈÙÈÛÌɯÛÏÐÕÎÚɯcould you believe 

ÛÏÌÔɯÑÖÐÕÌËɯÛÖÎÌÛÏÌÙȭɂɯɯɯ!ÜÛɯÐÍɯÛÏÌÙÌɯÈÙÌɯÕÖɯÛÙÜÓàɯÌßÐÚÛÐÕÎɯÐÕËÌ×ÌÕËÌÕÛɯÛÏÐÕÎÚȮɯÛÏÌÙÌɯ

can be no simultaneity.  If there are no individual things, then there can be no 

coming together of those individual things.   

 

Liking and wanting do no t exist independently and separately from one another.  

And because they do not exist independently, they cannot happen simultaneously.  
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Class One:  An Analysis of Liking (Desire) and Wanting (The Desirous One) 
 

@v< r´en ragSy isiÏnR sh nash ,  

evaà raktena rägasya siddhirna saha näsaha  | 

ragvTsvRxmaR[a< isiÏnR sh nash . 10 

rägavatsarvadharmäëäà siddhirna saha näsaha  || 10  

 

6.10 

Thus, liking and wanting 

Cannot occur together 

Nor could they occur apart 

 

And all existing things are 

Just like liking and wantingɭ 

Neither together nor apart 

 

2ÖɯÏÌÙÌɀÚɯÛÏÌɯÊÈÚÏɯÖÜÛȯɯɯ+ÐÒÐÕÎɯÈÕËɯÞÈÕÛÐÕÎȮɯËÌÚÐÙÌɯÈÕËɯÛÏÌɯÖÕÌɯÞÏÖɯÏÈÚɯËÌÚÐÙÌȮɯÊÈÕɀÛɯ

really be happening either at the same time or at different times, neither 

simultaneously nor sequentially. And there ɀÚɯÕÖɯÛÏÐÙËɯÖ×ÛÐÖÕȭɯɯ2ÖɯÛÏÌàɯÊÈnɀÛɯÙÌÈÓÓàɯ

be happening at all. 

 

 (ÍɯÛÏÌàɯÖÊÊÜÙÙÌËɯÚÌØÜÌÕÛÐÈÓÓàȮɯÛÏÌàɯÊÖÜÓËÕɀÛɯÏÈ××ÌÕɯÈÛɯÛÏÌɯÚÈÔÌɯÛÐÔÌȭɯɯ.ÕÌɯÞÖÜÓËɯ

have to come before the other, which means that they could exist independently of 

each other.   

 

And if they occurred simultaneously, liking and wanting would have to be either the 

same thing or different things, and in either case could not occur simultaneously.  If 

desire and the one who desires were the same thing, they could not be separable ɬ 

and to say that t wo or more things happen simultaneously requires that there be 

two or more separable things.  And if desire and the one who desires were really 

different, they could not come together and merge with one another at the same time 

and place, which is what we mean when we say that things exist simultaneously.  

 

Truly existing liking and wanting are impossible.  They cannot truly exist, 

independently, objectively, from their own side.  They exist only conceptually, and 

even then only when conceptualized in a relationship of mutual dependence, one 

ÞÐÛÏɯÛÏÌɯÖÛÏÌÙȮɯÛÏÈÛɯËÖÌÚɯÕÖÛɯÈÊÛÜÈÓÓàȮɯÙÌÈÓÓàȮɯÖÉÑÌÊÛÐÝÌÓàɯÌßÐÚÛɯɁÖÜÛɯÛÏÌÙÌɂɯÐÕɯÛÏÌɯ

world, but only the mind of the observer.  
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And Arya Nagarjuna concludes this chapter by saying that everything exists only 

like this!  T he proofs given in this chapter for the emptiness of desire and the one 

ÞÏÖɯËÌÚÐÙÌÚɯÌßÛÌÕËɯÛÖɯɁÌÝÌÙàɯÌßÐÚÛÐÕÎɯÛÏÐÕÎȭɂ 
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Meditation for Class One 
 

Think about something or someone you really like ɬ your new computer, Ben and 

)ÌÙÙàɀÚɯÐÊÌɯÊÙÌÈÔȮɯàÖÜÙɯÊÈÙȮ a particular place you went once on a vacation, or 

someone you are really attracted to. 

 

Get in touch with how you normally perceive this object and your feelings about it.  

8ÖÜɯÛÏÐÕÒɯÛÏÈÛɯÖÉÑÌÊÛɯÌßÐÚÛÚɯɁÖÜÛɯÛÏÌÙÌȮɂɯÐÕËÌ×ÌÕËÌÕÛÓàȮɯÈÚɯÈn inherently likeable 

thing.  

 

And now feel the desire you have for the object -- the feeling of liking it.  And next, 

feel how you want more of it because you like it, because it is an inherently likeable 

thing.   

 

-ÌßÛȮɯÓÌÛɀÚɯÐÕÝÌÚÛÐÎÈÛÌɯÏÖÞɯÛÏÌÚÌɯÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÙÌÓÈÛÌɯÛÖɯÌÈÊÏɯÖÛÏÌr.  Does the inherently  

pleasant thing cause the liking which then leads to the wanting?  Are they all 

unfolding sequentially?  And if not, then they must be happening all at once:  

pleasant thing, thinking it is pleasant and liking it, and wanting or desiring more of 

it. 

 

If these things were happening sequentially, it would go like this:  You see the 

inherently pleasant object which triggers a pleasant feeling in you, which leads you 

to want more of the pleasantness.   So at which exact points in time does the 

ÐÕÏÌÙÌÕÛÓàɯ×ÓÌÈÚÈÕÛɯÖÉÑÌÊÛɯÛÙÐÎÎÌÙɯÛÏÌɯÛÏÖÜÎÏÛɯÐÕɯàÖÜÙɯÔÐÕËȮɯɁ(ÛɯÐÚɯ×ÓÌÈÚÈÕÛȮɂɯÞÏÐÊÏɯ

ÛÏÌÕɯÛÙÐÎÎÌÙÚɯÛÏÌɯÛÏÖÜÎÏÛȮɯɁ(ɯÞÈÕÛɯÔÖÙÌɯÖÍɯÛÏÐÚɯ×ÓÌÈÚÈÕÛɯÛÏÐÕÎɂȳɯɯ"ÈÕɯàÖÜɯÍÐÕËɯÛÏÖÚÌɯ

exact moments when one thing ends and another begins?  When the perception of 

the inherently existing object stops and the desire for it starts?  Can the process 

really be unfolding sequentially? 

 

Try it again:  Could you see what you think is an inherently pleasant thing without 

ÈÛɯÛÏÌɯÚÈÔÌɯÛÐÔÌɯÛÏÐÕÒÐÕÎɯɁÐÛɯÐÚɯ×ÓÌÈÚÈÕÛɂȳɯɯ(ÚɯÛÏÌÙÌɯreally anything inherently 

likeable about the thing we like without the feeling we have that that thing is 

ÓÐÒÌÈÉÓÌȳɯɯ/ÌÙÏÈ×ÚɯÛÏÌɯÖÉÑÌÊÛȮɯÛÏÌɯÛÏÐÕÒÐÕÎɯÖÍɯÛÏÌɯÖÉÑÌÊÛȮɯɁ3ÏÐÚɯÐÚɯ×ÓÌÈÚÈÕÛȮɂɯÈÕËɯÛÏÌɯ

ËÌÚÐÙÖÜÚɯÔÐÕËɯÞÏÐÊÏɯÚÈàÚȮɯɁ(ɯÞÈÕÛɯÔÖÙÌɯÖÍɯÐÛȮɂɯÈÓÓɯÏÈ××ÌÕɯÈÛɯÖnce.  But if this were 

the case, how could we separate these three from one another?  Can it all really be 

happening at the same time? 

 

(ÍɯÛÏÌÚÌɯÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÊÈÕɀÛɯÙÌÈÓÓàɯÉÌɯÏÈ××ÌÕÐÕÎɯÌÐÛÏÌÙɯÚÌØÜÌÕÛÐÈÓÓàɯÖÙɯÚÐÔÜÓÛÈÕÌÖÜÚÓàȮɯÛÏÌàɯ

ÊÈÕɀÛɯÉÌɯÏÈ××ÌÕÐÕÎɯÛÏÌɯÞÈàɯÞÌɯÛÏÐÕk they are at all.  The perception we have of 

objects as if they were inherently pleasant; the feeling we have of liking them, and 

the desirous mind we have of wanting more of them are individually all projections 

and the interrelations we see between them are all projections. 
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Finally, think about what causes projections like this?  Why am I projecting things 

ÛÏÈÛɯ(ɯÓÐÒÌɯÈÕËɯÞÈÕÛȳɯɯ(ÛɀÚɯÈÓÓɯÊÖÔÐÕÎɯÍÙÖÔɯÒÈÙÔÈȭɯɯ(ɯÚÌÌɯÓÐÒÌÈÉÓÌɯÛÏÐÕÎÚɯÉÌÊÈÜÚÌɯ(ɯÏÈÝÌɯ

seen myself give others things they seem to like.  And if I had some wisdom about 

where things I like come from, would I want them in the same way? 

 

 


