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1983 reprint), Vol. I, p. 37.
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set out, depart, to proceed, to come forth, issue, etc.” See Monier-Williams, p. 693.
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Banarsidass, 1986), p. 124.



TR (e 2 A #H A Raoddhades] 171

(intrinsic validation) 1 9t #{iZG =5 , (extrinsic validation) -
P B IR 2 X

Hj’wﬁﬁawmwﬁ#ﬂf VEUE S R
IR F,HF, 544 (artha, prameya) EIIF LT (pramanas) F’?F‘/ﬂ
ST + DR RO e 2 € T R

?ﬁsf?&puﬁw AP P R Ua’?& HEEHEE aaﬁ?ﬁ
EFUFT”“ Flelfy= 3g—= F"“” B gy HI?J,% B o 0| F,H
mﬁ%ﬁu¢%ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁk%%%fﬁ$$%%,EW@%‘%

[pind

k-
h
“Q E@ —-Enl[

= r’:,r.q [th‘%&l'}f{k/;p%wu RUEY > iﬁﬂ:l—ru T+ EpRY IRE I
Fie= FﬁfﬂﬂHWﬂww%%fw%w S H
SE g‘]lﬁﬂ‘_}/ﬂwﬂ; LSO « BT A E ;g

= .%&‘F& I R (R EI[JE& o (VV 31-32)

%f”aaﬁﬁﬁﬁ% FAv e s bfiﬁﬁﬁﬁ% » David Burton F§U £
A o PYRREIRLR - SO IRAS T L B Eg fpse e

!4 Mark Siderits, “The Madhyamaka Critiques of Epistemology, I,” Journal of Indian
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40 Paul Willams, “Some Aspects of Language and Construction in the Madhyamaka,”
Journal of Indian Philosophy, 8/1, 1980, p. 13: “So for the Madhyamaka the doctrine of
prajbaptimatra is the empirical articulation of the true status of the object of (empirical)
cognition and language. All words have referents, but these referents are prajbaptimatra,
that is, they exist only as referents, there is no ultimate real behind their referential status.
Prajbaptimatra is the same as sa Jvtisatya when sa fvrtisatya is seen in the light of
paramarthasatya. It follows that just as sa Jvftisatya requires no basis outside itself for
its ‘ontological’ explanation, since it has no ontological status in the light of
paramarthasatya, so from a Madhyamaka point of view its opponents miss the point in
suggesting that prajbaptisat required dravyasat as a substratum.”

41 Ibid., p. 27: “In actual fact the use of ‘vikalpa’---as expressed by the divisive prefix
‘vi-‘---is to place emphasis on the creation of a referent through the ability of language
to partition and create opposition, to divide a domain into mutually exclusive and

contradictory categories.”
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42 Richard J. Bernstein, Beyond Objectivism and Relativism: Science, Hermeneutics, and

Praxis (Philadelphia, PA: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1983), pp. 16-18.
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Nagarjuna’s Critique of
Foundationalist
Epistemology

Chen-kuo Lin

Department of Philosophy, National Chengchi University

Abstract

This paper examines the philosophical debate between
Nagarjuna and Nyaiyayikas recorded in the Vigrahavyavartani.
Nagarjuna’s position is construed in this paper as a critique of
metaphysical, epistemological and ethical foundationalism. For
Nagarjuna, the validity of foundationalist logic and epistemology, as
argued by Nyaiyayikas and Buddhist logicians, is untenable because
it is rooted in another untenable metaphysical notion of self-identity
(svabhava). The metaphysical presupposition of self-identity would
lead to the fallacy of infinite regress. Nagarjuna also contends that
the fallacy of foundationalist epistemology has to do with reference
theory, both of which are all rooted in the notion of self-identity.
Finally, this paper concludes that foundationalism manifests as the
pathological syndrome of Cartesianism.

Keywords: Nagarjuna, Nyaiyayikas, Vigrahavyavartanj,
Buddhist logic, Buddhist epistemology



	 前言 
	壹、正理學派的質疑
	貳、龍樹的駁議
	參、針對自成理論之批判
	肆、針對他成理論之批判
	伍、火喻與自證
	陸、語言分析的轉向─從指涉論到語用論
	柒、結語

