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ABSTRACT

218152

The objective of this research is to conduct a comparative analysis of how Kierkegaard
and Theravada Buddhist Philosophy view ethical issues. The results of this study indicate that
there is some similarity between the former and the latter, notably in the underlying assumption
that all human are free to act according to their own volition. There are, however, four
dirferences in the ways virtue and vice are evaluated and judged by the two. First, while
Kierkegaard did not have any explicit criterion of judging what is ethical and what is not, in stark
contrast Theravada Buddhism has specific criterion of judgment. The second difference is in the
ways ethics are classified into different stages. According to Kierkegaard, there are 2 stages of
ethics namely, asethetic stage and ethical stage. Theravada Buddhist Philosophy is more refined
as ethics are classified into three stages namely, fundamental, intermediate and advanced stages.
The third difference has to do with life goal. In Kierkegaard’s view, the highest goal of life is to
have faith in god without any doubt. In Theravada Buddhism, the ultimate goal among human are
freedom from suffering and self liberation from all defilement. Finally, the differences can also be
seen in the nature of philosophy of science. Kierkegaard upholds the concepts of subjective

relativism, whereas Theravada Buddhist Philosophy emphasizes naturalism, absolutivism and

‘utilitarianism.





