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Commentary:

Aside from saying “yes,” he does not speak. He doesn’t say
anything but “yes,” so you think, “Oh! This is really One-Word
Chan. He must be a lofty Sanghan. The Dharma he speaks is so
wonderful that I don’t even understand it.”” It’s wonderful precisely
because you don’t understand it. For example, if you understand
what I'm now lecturing in this Sutra, then it’s not wonderful.

“The Dharma Master keeps talking and talking, but I don’t
understand what he is saying,” you may say.

In that case, it'’s wonderful for you. Simply because you don’t
understand, it is wonderful. Once you understand it, it’s not
wonderful anymore. Why not? Because you understand it!
Whatever you don’t understand is wonderful. Therefore, if you
want the wonderful, don’t study the Buddhadharma. If you don’t
study, then you won’t know it and it will be wonderful.

Regardless of what you say, he says “yes.” Why is that? He
believes he has become enlightened on account of the word “yes,”

and so he’s transmitting that Dharma to you.

Sutra:
Fourth,
nonexistence. Experiencing this branching, his mind

this person perceives both existence and

becomes confused. When anyone comes to ask questions,
he tells them, “Existence is also nonexistence. But within
nonexistence there is no existence.” It is all sophistry and
does not stand up under scrutiny.

Commentary:

His fourth fallacious theoty concerns existence and nonexistence.

What is this theory? He says things both exist and do not exist. But a
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he says things that don’t exist cannot also exist and things that exist
cannot also not exist. He does not know whether it’s existent or
nonexistent. He talks wildly, like a drunkard.

Fourth, this person perceives both existence and
nonexistence within the formations skandha. He perceives the
formations skandha to be like waves flowing ceaselessly, so he says
that it exists. He says the pauses within the ceaseless flow are
nonexistence. Experiencing this branching, his mind becomes
confused. His state has produced a branching off, just like on a
tree, so he declares that things both exist and do not exist. His
mind is confused because he doesn’t have any true wisdom or
samadhi. His wisdom and his samadhi are not balanced. At this
point he becomes attached and cannot find his way out of the
mess. He’s confronted with a wrong road and doesn’t know which
road is right.

When anyone comes to ask questions and request
instruction in the Dharma, he tells them, “Existence is also
nonexistence. Things that exist also do not exist. But within
nonexistence there is no existence. But things that do not exist
cannot come into existence.” What already exists is also nonexistent.
However, what is nonexistent does not exist. Ultimately, what kind
of theory is that? It is all sophistry. That kind of reasoning is
fallacious. He doesn’t know what he’s saying. That’s why I said
that he talks like a drunkard.

And what he says does not stand up under scrutiny. There’s
no way to hold a reasonable discussion with him. What can you
do then? You can only use my method, which is to slap him across
the mouth and see if he still talks about existence and nonexistence.
If you slap him, he might react by asking, “Why did you hit me?”

“But you don’t exist, remember? So my slapping you also
doesn’t existl” There’s another tactic—you can take a knife and
say, “Hey! I’'m gonna kill you,” and see whether or not he exists.
You cannot reason with him. What he says cannot stand up under
scrutiny, and you shouldn’t ask him about it.
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