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Chapter Ten: One and the Same?
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10.1
If the firewood wasthe fire
Doer and deed would be the same;
If fire was separate from its fuel,
It could happen without the fuel.

In this chapter, Arya Nagarjuna takes up the example of fire and fuel whi ch others used

as a metaphor to argue that were things that were both truly or inherently existing and

also dependently originating. Even dependent things have seltexistence, it was

claimed. Fire depends on fuel, but fire and fuel are distinct but also have their own

separate exsitences. Fire is neither identical to nor absolutely different from fuel.

Similarly, it might be argued, there could be a self that truly exists even while also

depending on its parts ¢ a self who is neither identicaltonor EBIT I 1 Ul OUwi UOOwWUT I
parts, but nevertheless truly exists.

Arya Nagarjuna will argue that things like fire and fuel can  neither be really the same
as each other nor inherently different from one another ¢+ and these are the only two
alternatives.

In this opening verse, Arya Nagarjuna sets up the dilemma: If fire (equated in this
verse to the actor or agent) and fuel (compared to the action) truly exist, they must be
essentially the same (ekatva) or essentially different ( anyatva). If they were the
essentially the same, fire and fuel as well as actor and action would be identical and,
therefore, indistinguishable. If they were essentially different, then one could exist
without the other: fire could burn without fuel.
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It would be pointless to light this fire
2DOE]l wPUwWEOI UOZUWEOOI wi UOOWEWEEUUI
It would just stay there, always burning,
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anything ¢ and that would be absurd. There is no agent without an action, and vice

versa, they exist only interdependently.
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It would happen without a cause;
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How absurd to try and light it!

Being independent of its causes, fire would not need fuel to burn and would burn

eternally. And if fire was burning eternally it would be pointless to rekindle it; it

would need no rekindling, ever. Fire, of course, does not exist this way. We never

perceive fire to exist apart from fuel. It exists only dependently on fuel. And itis

EI EEUUI wPhUwbPUwWOOUWPOET xiI OET OUwUl EOWPUWEEOW?ED
depends on) and also makes it necesary for it to be reignited when it goes out having

consumed the fuel. Fire is not independent of its causesbecause it is seen to be brought

into existence the fuel, burn for as long as the fuel lasts, and go out when the fuel is

consumed. So fire and fiel cannot be inherently different.
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10.4
Suppose you were to think to yourself:
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If indeed this is simply the case,
What makes the firewood burn?

But if fire is not different from fuel, how can we say that one thing brings about another

argue that it is not the fire but the fuel that burns. The fire, under this viewpoint, does
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burning. But Arya Nagarjuna here points out that if we say this we are sayingt hat the

fire and fuel are identical and indistinguishable. And if we say that, then we cannot
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10.5
Since they are two separate things,
Thea WEOUOEOz Uwl YI UwUOUET O
And if there is no contact,
If it never burned,
( DWEOUOEOz Uwl YT UWEDPI O
And if it never died,
It would stay fixed like that forever.

And now back to the other side of the problem: If fire were actually or rea lly different
than the fuel, how could it interact with it? Really separate and different things never
touch (for if they did they would no longer be separate and different). If fire and fuel
were truly distinct, how could fire burn fuel?
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10.6
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Or a man ever touch a woman?
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come together?
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10.7
Consider the two of fire and fuel:
If each is defined by the other,
Then even the fact that fire is
Something different than its fuel
Depends on the assertion that
It interacts with the fuel.

Arya Nagarjuna answers the objection by saying that different things like fire and fuel

might interact with each other, like men and wo men do, but only if they were truly

differentOw0T EQwPUOwWOOOa whi wlOiT 1T awkl Ul wOUUUEOOa WwEDUL
there be two discrete things that come together. But since fire and fuel cannot exist

apart from each other (as we have seen #ready), they are not truly different and

distinct. . . and therefore cannot interact!
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10. 8

So fire is something dependent on fuel,
And fuel is that which depends on fire;
If fire and fuel depend on each other,
Which one of them came first?

Here we begin an analysis of how the interdependence between fire and fuet if that

interdependence is conceived of as existing in any other way than as a mere appearance

t is also impossible. For if fire depends on fuel for its existence, then the fuel must exist

before the fire. Fuel alsodepends on fire for its existence-- wood, for example, is not
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fire and more than fire can exist before fuel.
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If fire were something dependent on fuel,
It would have to be there alongside the fire
OCEOQwalOUzEwWl EYl wi Ul OwUT EUz UWET DOT wE
Before there was ever a fire.
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fire existed before the fuel, in what sense would it need fuel to bring it into existence? It

would already exist. And if fire existed before fuel, t hey would be separable and
EPUUPOEVUWEOEwWP] WEOUOEOWPOxOUUPEOGaOwi EYI w?i Ul O
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10.10

If any dependent thing
Needed the depender to be there
In order for it to depend on it,
But the depender also needed it,
What could ever depend on what?

Maybe fire and fuel, while being dependent on one another, come into existence

simultaneously. But in that case, we could not say that one depends on the other or

Ul EQwOT T awbkpl Ul wbOUI UET x1 OEIT 006 ubaoaddQuwi Al UGy uudd 1
very existence of fire is presupposed (as we have seen above). And if fire already exists
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fire it supposedly depends on for its existence.
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10.11
Say a thing occurs in dependence|
If that thing is absent, how does it depend?
But if you say it already exists,
(OwbpbOUOEOz UwWOI 1 EwEOGa Ul DOT wUOWET x1 OE

If a thing that exists d ependently is already an existing thing, then how can it exist

El xI OEl OUOCayww OEwPi wewlUi pOT WwEOI UOzUwal ODwl RHPU
understanding of what it means to sa y that things exist interdependently. The inherent

existence of dependent origination is impossible. Dependent origination itself only
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10.12
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But equally impossible
Is that fire does not depend on fuel.
(UOWEEOZ UwWET wUOTl EVwi Ul OwET xI OEUwUx OO0
But equally impossible
Is that fuel does not depend on fire.
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could possibly exist independent of fuel. There is no existing fuel that needs to depend
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burn!
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10.13
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And fuel does not have any fire.
The rest about fuel is just the same
As what we talked about before
With going or not going by walking.

Fire is not somehow in its fuel, for if it were it would be identical to it and

DPOEPUUDOT UPUT EEOT wi UOOwWPUS wwuw! Udsides Mel ¢itheE O1 UOz U
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here also to his analysis in the second chapter of this work on the emptiness of the

21 0DOT 02 w?1 001 0?2 wwKEAERaLbOrEd & WP Wi 001 » WP UwWOOU WE
i OUwWPUZ UWEOUI E E a ha®retyeét BurnEd qAuwE?EF i a8 Wi 001 » AWEE
EVUUOPOT wi PUT T UOwWI OUWPUWEOI UOzUwl RPUGswal Udww O
burning pd w? 1 OPOT 2 AOwi OUwWPI wbUwbED wbBaud IVUBHBOD OB Wb’
El wUl EUCOEEQOUwWUOwWUEaOwW?2001 Ul pOT wkhT PET wbhUWEUUO




Chapter Ten: One and the Same?

3 ¢ [N haN
o JAUHA ATHAEH FeqTd |
AR ST = dY & 1 -
gl bf _|I _T nsl p_el gpl l el gp_l w_rp a
|l éel gpgl bf _| téell éel etglbf_1 é&lg | _ rcj
10.14

The fuel itself is not the fire
 UU0wi PUT wEE Oz kingElI201T wi UOOwWEOaU
The fire does not have any fuel
' U0wPi whbUWEOI UOzUwl EYT wi Ul OOwbUWEE
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on how fire and fuel could relate to one another. . . and negating them all. Fuel is not
fire, for if it were they would be the same and not different. Similarly, a actor is not the
same as the action the actor performs. But fire and fuel are not inherently different
either, for if they were one could exist without the other. And the last three
possibilities all assume that fire and fuel are inherently separate things such that one
could possess the other or that one could be in the other.
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10.15
This fire and fuel explain it all:
The self, and every stage of life;
Vases, and cloth, and everything else
That goes along with them.

Arya Nagarjuna here extends the implications of the discussion of fire and fuel to the

self and its parts (the body and mind): There is no self which is same as its parts (for

that would mean there would be as many selves as there are mrts; or that multiple

parts could somehow be one); nor is there a self that could exist apart from its parts

il OUwhIT wOT EVwPIT Ul wOUUI OwodOl zUwUI Of wEOUOGEWI RPU
EOEawbl Ul AGww3T 1T Ul wbUwo O uts) for@Hatuwmouild bdaus@lfil E U2 wO U w x
Ul xEUEEOI wi UOOwWUT 1 wxEUUUwWPUwxOUUI UUIT UB ww3l 1T wuU
together (when you put together all the parts, none of which are the self, a self does not

OET PEEOOGa WEUDUI A ww- OUWEOwWUT T wxEUUUwI RPUCwW?HO
to and independent of them. The self exists dependently on its parts, and vice versa, but

only apparently and not really. Andt his is the case with all objects that seemingly

I RDUCWEIT x1 OEIl OUOCa wOOwlT I PUwxEUUUWOUWEUUUDPEUUI
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10.16
So never think that anyone
Who tells you things or people
Are either separate, or together
Could understand what they are saying.

The Buddha did not teach that either the self or phenomena exist as either essentially
the same as one another or as essentially different from one another. Identity and
difference, when understood in any other way than only apparently, are impossible.



Meditation for Chapter Ten
Am | the Same as or Different Than My Parts?

Sit down, relax, let everything go and pull your mind into the present moment. Focus on your
breath. Concentrate one-pointedly.

Now get in touch with the strong feeling of E wU1 O OwWE w? O1 0> wUI ébjdaively.D UU U wU U
Get that feeling of the self as some tangible, palpable, perceptible, solidly existing entity.
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something the parts depend on .

Am | identical to or one with my parts? Am | the same as each of my parts, my body (and each

of its parts + my head, torso, arms, legs, etc.) and my mind (and each of its parts + my feelings,
EEDOPUAWUOWEPUEUDPOPOEUI OWEOOUEDOUUODI UUOwI UEBAY wwb
EOQOwx OPOUDPOT wUOo w? ( WEQwOawl OEOPO? w? ( wEOwOawi 11 OpOIT
thenUT 1 Ul wPOUOEWE] WwEUWOEOaw? Ol zU?> wEUwWUT 1T Ul WEUT wxEUU
POxOUUPEOCaAaOQwWUOO!I T OPwWuNUUUWEUwW? (2 wWEOWOOT wUObwhPOUOE WU
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Is there is a me who possesses my part® A? Ol » wbT OQwx OUUI UUIl EwdawxEUUUWE
as either the same as or different from the parts | supposedly possess, as we have already

]l UUEEODPUT 1 Eww2 OwEOUT OUT T wUT T UdhasiX B U OO BE WuEPuf U UULE
be found (either as one with the parts it supposedly has, or as different from those parts). This

room ?has? four walls, but where is the room that has four walls?

Perhaps | am something that depends on my parts 8 ww+ DOl wa OT UUUwP OwWEWEOP OO w>
I RPUCUWPPUT POwWUT T wxEUUUwPT PET wi OCEwW?201 »w0OT 1 UT 1 UG
Ew?2 0l 2wp?aldl UUbi £wWE) WED @E OEIWOOQep? OT 1T wEOPO? AOwi UOO
Of wiEl x1 OEI OE1l wbOxOPI UwlUT EVwUT T wOPOwWUT DOT Uwm? O1 2 wE
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not exist.

But neither could my parts be dependentonme OwOD Ol WE wi OUIT U0wp? Oawx EUUU-L A
@? 01 2 AOwi OVUwWUT 1T wUH G UuwliE Wucud GuwEERXEMW W a wx EU0UL2 wb OLU
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Try to get a sense that the self you are trying to find simply cannot be there and hold your mind

on the absence. When you lose the sense of the emptiness of the self, review the steps above
again.



