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AW TF7Fo] ofdE} Al Exdt Ao & EokEA Bd Toj.
A Ty ExaEEhe olEske] A7 |90 AAY AL 18 244
do] ofH, 7 A= ZA Folok A od FEE FPEYD

2719 Eafd A7 &l Bk We-S BN o} IAS
A7k #Ho| W} Meshs 7leH(descriptive) BTHT. T F E3lA7]
o tigk A77F Al S8aEeH, ek s, sy AT 5
OFR Ao ARSI ExfEE olsshe H ddaEl s #el
857] AR Ax ERaT GEHY oHE Hdste} dEks 2ol
3k EudE|e AlhEls) o259 wheo] AlEdE Aotk
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T FAHE AFe e EudEE AEsiele 2] 1 e 4 9
Q7] W, SR FAMIE EUE & whdo] F/HE otk 18y
R AV o] BEER] G o|BEFHE] whdo] ARE AL o3tk
oldolt o)A E AHFeEN BuaEe S4E BT WA A
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A, FE, FEFe), 9ad, BAEY &8, ANF 5 doigs
o] TFE o]8E0] whee] AAE ERUStE frAMdo] EF Hn 4%
A whgo] o]Fojzon, I S T3 Exddl tig vwaest
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A0 22X NYF EXAEANA YoM E Eadd ofEe] & o)k
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w9 ERE A B4A2 § JdATE FHl Sloh
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£ olFle] ¥3E F 7HA] oE¥-S AvREIA o). BadEe B
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o 23ix 718 2 oldE & Jvke Ao] AF7HA A= 38E 9%
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A =] Jom wHBRE fE EAA L7t oH7] wEol
o el wA &8 Aloldls 72 FAVE |tk

EBaaT e &3] Aol 55A9 7 AEE Fdn: I3y o=
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32 BafEle] HE 7% AR oHA gtk Exsde] JuE T
g o) BExdee] o] Bt 25 Aesof &) W&ot o7
0 B2 9ETES Xgdol & Zojw, Aeolel, aido] A|gFshe |yl
ATE 8 Ag 59 ERE asoF & Aot
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2L e 2o} & EndEe BN vg-g AEAZcEN gukd
gjolAme] AE-S THEe] 7he Aotk Ru 1] @epd ExbEe
“GZR] AEe A9 AFS FAske Zroln dyolA gRA] AEL
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oAl & 7HA| EHEHT AL Budele ot fEe FALE 3
7 guteZ oA s, FAo] @hldl ol Fee 12 g ant
o] FeE A&3HA gtk S gul ojAdx Ela Gul ojFd= I
FHolc}. Gul o]F9] S loXE I o} YF ZFo] &
¥HER] et Ho] gE el

BRI THEH O RS FHol gild o]Etas Wiy, §
FAAE A L ZN gyl o]E&ta g, ol Rl #YEg 47
9] dg& AXF Aot AFE AXE fFe G ojFx AEHE
Aolt). ik &3 e 22 §RX AEe FEQ) Aolo. &9 o
2 AFYH F83H £ E AT Bue Vet 4tk 1dA &
e Eud] BFgolm Euw 1 29 oA f84 sfEdoe & &
Atk BT SEHAY 2YHoof sh= Zlo] ofth F8 Raleofo}
e AT otk

a9 g e Exded] 9] FAHYE 35tk od BeE &
= Gi OoA] #AV) e AR, Iita TR 208, T YoplA
T gGHke A%s 2¥sle Z0E edHr|x ditE g I Qe

FEAoZE AF7HAE A& Utk 1 tFEF 239 o7} H(King)
7 HRupp)® 7Bfoltk AL B JEue GRhENE o|E3le ol
SpEA, gyto] Aok g3 glva £t} I A9 EAle il e
W BAlEkE Bk g FRES a8k ] gt Aol A

4) Wijesckeat AAlY] BE FndS AA FoA Bt /M &EFolEa s,
Saddhatissa® EnH-EE -I%JL-—I EAolg}ar 31, Poussin® EnE 1 A gl
olA $8l4 S3jolglal 311, Rhys Davidst Endee HLx B H8 3oz
a1l 3 HDamien Keown, The MNature of Buddhist Fthics, New York: St. Martin’s
Press, 1992, 11-12%),

5) olEE BAHEAL o] xAle] AM(Winston King, In the Hope of Nibbana: An
FEssay on Theravada Buddhist Ethics, LaSalle: Open Court, 1964)914 Bnd-2lE o]
sk 7[EECIUT
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obg Bualt 4ulo) 9L Hold AL LFTT Boe 39 FRe
oEd A TAY} gl A0 WAl WA, duto] ek REg H
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$0) BRY BwgelE FRHoT A Uk o glolNe olgige
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717} olele Wk ohjeh, DR WiAslE A=A ol &
9] 8¢ Que spel wele et ol Aol B A,
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oAt guleha, FL 2719 tigo] TEALE AS £FTeE, 1 3
o 93 92 257} BRE, S, Fe Aplo] TasE AL ohh
A4} AR R So] TG Wek oheh N FHHO)IE Btk o)S A}

L= RAS

6) George Rupp, ‘The Relationship of Nirvana and Samsara: An Essay on the Evolution
of Buddhist Ethics’(Philosophy East and West 21, 1971) 3%
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AF)A 15 AAAFE AT Aol o] vhile odolH, £3)E o]
U gitolgle Huds @ b 7193k B9 Aol o] Wit} ootk
oJg Al 7|EL AZE AEH] Ju EJHoZE FUUE-S NFIA
T AEE TFSAE Stk & TLE3AIA Al 71Ed 8 FEEHE AL
YA T YA 28R & T Yvh 53] A UA Ve 4§ 5
7183 A7t F - A WA Ve o AHEH A FXIA & S
Ak =Eddol AFE WHo] d#E AL olln Az F5E 9%
7HA] Qioke Aotk

A7 AHE BadE]d ofF F /1A ofHE, & BudAl AA ¢t
oA Bafele] W - v - IS B3] Folsirivl A a1, 1 )
13 £40] tofstn BRE EndelE ¥R oz A% Wrivt 44
Ate AL BudE] e Aolseshe W] AHAME Fho] YRjsk=
FAolt}. o] F 7R ofFHF R QE F SVt thie A AFE ¥
Z3}7] olgl g Bt ol EnsYE FBHOE MY F= o|2ER
Fohlj717} ot IRAE Brela BadE]et duidedate] whde
@Al A& - AstEa Jlom 1 A Eg 3AHINE 4 fiok g3
A9 whde] L7t theolA Ay E Badele) gaeeke] whdol
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8) AN Majihima-nikaya 10, 887,



Ex429 dolggstel vt 133
. Extg2et gk vhd: Budedd g 233 ol

Buae e} dulbeste] i 27]d Bufedd g 5¢4 - ¥
7 olFE AFe B0l thFA AAEAT A 197019 Aopes
AlJayatilleke)= T3 22 FEE, § Baldee U537} ddF
A7}, ARAW} FRHWL, GFEAWT BHEHWL AT
A7} RIAAFAHL7L AAHAT T2 o]F ]9} FALRE Feje] Ao

A&, & Buddle ABFdFoly REFHY, FEFF oy,
&g o}, AXFH o, ofelFeFolt o] E50] Al7IH ] Sith
a3 ol E259 dig e tAE gF otk EnldEd tigh
AAH AEE FAZ ¢ GHolg it 4y AdS 53 A9 &
Ho|37] wjiol.

Enfed g AAFo| HHg AES TAsIY Eudele] ¥E3
542 WA ¢ BARY A7 19924 7} (Keown)e] TN, 1
ol AX TBw{e e &4, (The Nature of Buddhist Ethics)e- B3l §8]¢
7ol YolA F=F U AZEE AR Frpiks e Ex
&8 @7l oA F713Q Aol k1o sfukshd, ol Barfe Ayl
g AEE 55 Eudeld 594 - 383 £48 73R s
3 A7H7] wiEolt). 719 F7 o]F FHZ AloKCea)ol| 34 HIHF
ol BYF Ho] AEHACH, 3}o|E UWhitehilly} =2 (lonse) 5
oM T Bzl i3t dlER o] EAFTh

712, Ao}, o|EY, E2= BE Holl QoA 4] IXFh= A
YA BuaeE 7PY ¥23o)1 Yo A9E ¢ e &8 £

].

9) Keown, &9 3, 7%
10) Charles Prebish, ‘Ambiguity and Conflict in the Study of Buddhist Ethics’, Journal
of Religious Ethics 24, 1996, 298%.
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&8 2¥olgks B1 vk AdAE 9o Xt 18y Bad
g7} omg Fej9 gfE Rdolu T2 Eufed FeFod a4v)
A=} gkl disixe A7) k. 53] 7123 Ao} el #4
o] Zo)7} Ytk 7122 HEEF ] gae RS AdsARE, Aoks
FEF93 54 /I gaE 2dg #4330

B AAE A9 & Je A% E2A 7)120] AAshs 2l o}
2Bl 2 Gi(virtue ethics)©|th & EXEE] 9} fAL0ES o}
2Edg 29 gie)y} Euiels F Age Fou 2t I g #
g Aold oM olg2E-H 2 i WzIElo|o)(Maclntyre)2] & A
3S 9839t & " aRAS AF% AR sog PEMY
(eudaimonia)olEh= B8 A8 3la, IRAE A AROE sldF
I BAS e 58 FANe AR S Za Jrhid oo e d
&3] PRojgke FF v =73 Fdo] ofe}, BHd] Fojsia 53
& TR, BAS FRFoz A@FAA Q44 F(personality) S W3
A7) Aot 181 Y B3 71 o3 UIABAIR sl Badels}
889 T4l AFAEFHo)7| ke EFEHoth1)

7122 BafE)7} A ofd feolERtx ofg|2Ed 2] Yi
2o} ARtk B, 53] ARt FHo] 1 87 A EelA Yehdth
I gt o= BudEe Edig) AdE 728 ABsle H SlojA, oF
2Edgagoele] A 1A F2A fAME tet 2ol AFg

1) gula PBojgke EFL BPH oz FUSIHAY Y Folgst
A Z2 HEEd 495 Z2e AL oA, 7153 - dF ez Aas
o] Sih.

2) FE3 dulolahs B4 QBEAES QAolghs F ZHd )

11) Keown, 9] 2, 193-194%
12) Keown, %] 3, 194%,
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SRS ouigitt. ARFY] B2 I ERQ A3 Aol A2s] fAsiM 9
=2 "I o] My Holof Fitt

3) A=t Adsle] =H3 A9 5ol AE-RH 29| ‘prohairesis’ 9}
B9 ‘cetana’—o] A H o7 ZFIT). FAZL 48] FA|sh= AL o}
YA B, BRE I 2L, FX o2 Y oA A0l
=RE)

7182 & o FAHLE B9 e ol AE- A U
9] o]go] B2 FolA FHH oz tST T Fe HEAS
A 249 PMFH 248—Bne| A9} A, Tu olfiEdH X2
AFQ Y7 =939 Y2 A2 B, o] F oMY FAHE
SAsHA AT H QY FSEFH] T B E FSHeE &
e QY] eI “nirvana(EWH’ ¢} ‘eudaimonia(F-E/H F)' o 4
< EA glon, o] F Fele Y - 53F =¥ AYT T 24
ol B oM F &Ee frARITY

71e2 Buddls Hay L9 AyshaA, Euaer) =3 whaas
SkgEFefPia Bo) Exe Aefde 349 d3ab s 13sie ¥
2F2F Adeprido] of7] fiEelvh End ARolM B e 2
T2 AATF17] dEel A7 Ajete] e Ao of4e, 9= EFHe
Z AtAY stk Zloltt 9] Aok 24 F71U vhe A, =
H2A] vg-e) firfel wE} 2RH7] W]t

712 Eager) gAY ¢ ok F3skr] A8 2o A
L2 F M olfE AN AA olfi= Exe FFY @ &%
(the righty& T3 B UM Athe good) 22HE] EPFHo)A] dethe
Zoltt. Ealoli= gylo] 2 Ao, FEold dutolehe A Fojsh=

13) Keown, S 3, 195-196%:
14) Keown, S 3, 193%
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99} oxo)7] wjRoltk o]F FHA B, Iuby £4L Yehj]
3= P9 U B 4 o9 EA olf= &8 F71d B3 Ao
o Badde $2-5 ARske B4 AddemsEe 77 o £
o} 9= Hol U wvt 3L FRAX ] AN P2 et gk B
9 =E4& dFshe AL A A7) ofet Aol APsh= 571
(cetana)?] Aolt}. FEFAAMAH & ARE 71ASE7] vl J& 3
97t He Ao] ohd Aolthile Aoz Bwit wigBentham)s} I
Mill)9] 177 FEjFojit ofe} ofd Fejo] FEFx ARG B
e 2EHZ Hy vl PEAR ] AT {8} ofd Felthin
7122 11 o]F9 ATNdNE BuaEr} whddEe] a8 4%
HA FI 2v EsEE FEFEa Be SRE] Ak o
& 1) Bue A8 ASHAEA SR A&H gH)oz 3] i,
2) BaE AREC] UAloAe] ARile] Belg F7eke W oE gt
I 1] W 103 B8] gk 8x3o] P99 TV} Eri By o
To—, 3) Exe 2 399 TAE JEFA02 AdGRA 2]
HEAE 2otk I8 7122 o)2|d olfi= FRXE Aol . o]
& olfrolle AlFEC] HAHAE g53tee FEFIF 5718 /AL 3
ST Ho| AAIE] )1, A9 e] AFAZA wlF o] 291 Q7] A
H(transpersonal causal chain)& ZH=The Hol AAH glEH, o AR
olgke Aot 1 7L olE]d olart ‘o] FAAY Aot HES
=] JthE AL FASL glon, Frts AFse] fe8e] §
A& Ag3] oFfBA Kaja Ql7] wEoln). 7]2 Bad ot AHF
3 F717t ohet §2R] vieAele] f5-o wel 9t EefFoz A

15) Keown, S 3, 127&
16) Keown, $¥9] 3, 178%.
17) Keown, $e] 2, 182%
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AL ofele, A9 AR AFAF IS WA RS AHF
t}.18)

53] 7lee AR FeRd f2l9) guig £H3 9. 10 )5
AAFole F9lo] PAE $7 Hebol UF S5 JROTA, S
B9l e EAZN WFHE AIE FRATE F JolN F84HS
TS felolth 5 04 H8ATE Tejsle] $3 18 ARHE &
27} Asreleks Aol Hebd Baadls A9Fe) selea g, 2
oJrke HlefgE-S vk B0 S A% B5e Sk ke A
o] ohich, 71 Sl el ofa Ee] FUF FiEe] M) FE4
vk 24 R0, $71 £5 BedlA ofF 9¥T Rtk A
FArE Aoty olei@ ol Bat 43 FUFAY 4+ gk A
ok

gugele T % I90 08 Uad R olHE F gov, 2
2 AR 42d 4 Grke o4t 2L 7129 F4e Acke wube
o). sAoke 21BN ANSE Ae) FA) tig S7oh B A
o 7ide] 71eo] AT g FaTe) H90l B B @tk 3
A B9, e dRo e Bagel A9FelRoleiE B dde
(moral realism)®] §4¢ ZEThT FAUt It Basds) gee =

18) oA 1. B. Patt= BRHEE FEFY L oleF9F dxyFolen dapH,
A. F. Rhys Davids® 20} slzU2EQor 19 xHe FeFo)Ho|tta &
3, Kalupahana®= E37} £2]4 99 EH2ZA JEL 723 o] TEFYH
EAolglal §). Padmasiri de Silvat B} UF9) £27 - A4 Ao B4
< £ FEFIE PFE AR AEE, F Y FSAES odeR 3
© d9594 $E2 ANed 4 Ytk Fl(Damien Keown, ‘Karma, Character,
and Consequentialism’, Journal of Religious Ethics 24, 1996, 330%).

19) Keown, 9] =%, 331%:

20) Abraham Velez de Cea, ‘The Criteria of Goodness in the Pali Nikayas and the
Nature of Buddhist Ethics’, Journal of Buddhist Ethics 11, 2004.
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9ol JaH 2 oD YA, 1 BAE 7120] AT Bl B T
9799 =R AR 48 7K mdoleka ok

Aoke $4 Bmeelo £74 991 - G0d 9 J=t o Yoy
BT} & 20 HA0E 49 - 9 2R P91 - QY o} ofe}
B9 8 S9¢ SA2 Ushhe 99 - o 72E AQ) Te)3 274
WSt o) 212 AR Aproximate goal) - E & T H, VP
58, A 2e - £ H9) 9o Sdkn Ik A A} gL =
77 W9k Q) Smirvanic viruey AHACE UEiAE @2}
=, guoleke A4 85 £7F 43S 5] o] o Belgvia
ek 2A1=H0] He) Gejol] H3E Aw ojo] Fwke) g WFsHe
Y F& 28L FEIhe B9, 5 20 Hgoly] HiFols 9. § 1}
WP e 8% 2AEFo] g Age) 8o bl SuFs,
Quie) Gg W - EA] 9 FE 2A0)] HEo] A9 o] 48
tha Eo} Aoks 71&0] E78 Holt 2AEHe] 2= o 49 o
vg FAST QPsA gtk Mgk

7Y Aoke £74 999 BHEA B9 TR AR, o] %
A7k @l A ol Folekn 1A gtk P BRHIT A5Fo]
W, $UF sQty 22 Bkl Alre u) U9t 1Y AEE
gk 723 ke shie) $U BHOE SRV Acks 71
o] (e good)? F¥S] T FUAF AL BB ohie} o}l
Edd 20 Bad RAE PNHA geta B olrEdd st
‘eudaimonia& Q17+ WgS] A1) M3} FANSA, TAL £H 39
(moral domain)? FYASAE o, LR A - Ande FAR:
Ao2 594 ot 42 o - 3 =74 A - gol, 2244 o, £5 - &

21) Cea, &9 =5, 129%
22) Cea, U9 =8, 12%.
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W3l S-S AFE. FRPIAIR Aoks Eal B3 As Gilolele
TAF AR FLARBHA] S-S XA 7120 =73 A - BIgYHE
SH39e ZAES - & EEHFY XA e AL Bue 8
gagelx 54| Fethe olfdlAth 7]20] ofsfehs A9 7ES =7
H A3 BHEA Ae BF Wi o 2E"dH 2] AAdE 3R 4o
H, BufgdyE 3 =74 A& 2R X3t 2 olfr) fivke
Ao| Aol Fo|tt24

Alole oA 93 u)e] Ao A Qioar Fg3hk= vA &
2% ¢ Yo} Baaert 3593 A9 7S VAL v F3%
ok ARle] Fe digh AAZA U e F BES AXH 2 F
) ¥221 g 74 (Ambalatthikarahulovada Sutta)> $-2lAE 83 24
o2 Ry} A9 oot} €713 Bl ek Rahula)dlAl & 71230
t} Zohe o] AdlA A7) A9l $AA, A7) P98 sk T, A
79 BANE & Foll, 2A0] Hlske ATl dis] Adsiea ot vk
AL HuiFo] BRo] 71 A, EiRl, T3 Z4lF El]] EFlA
18-S 7S AR AE-S 71AE AR S AAEe Fol| Fsiet
a3

gREzlol, oRA A7k F AL §571 FHel ina Bzsr
AEoA o, IR HH|Fo| BE o] $57} iU B2l w7z
B YSHE HlFo] £ Fo Bsfolsin, M= HHlFo] & T sjof 5t
o, AZHE)= HHlFo] B Fof sjof gt &l Ut B9 sfaA T W,
He Bl tis) o|FA HulFo] Rojof k. F W} o= s} e
o] BT U AMIE ARAY, TE ARES AAAY, It ZFE A= A
< ofd7lr IRL o4 & BFololN I AdE IFolA I ARE 3179

23) Cea, 9] =5, 129%
24) Cea, 9] =5, 129%
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ofdzly HulFoirolA Tkl Ui} Eoz sfaa} sk o] 5l RS
A AY, ThE A AAY, YA ZFE $E Ao, 1AL 3t & 9
FololN 1 Agx w%o|x 1 AuE 1FY RAo|cEka QrhE, vE 19
g B 5 293 sHe ¢ B0k 2y vz} Hu|Folrob Tl 7}
Bo= dlaz} ke o] YT Ul AL A AY ThE AL X AY 3§
&g Aoln, 2RL A3 & PFololx 1 AFx FHEoln 1 HHE )
PEA Aolchear thd Y 283 & #5-S e Fr(e]e} 2ol & 3
52 3] A Wk ol Sie B vl ok o]g) o] Fso} 5}
31, W3t Azl gsiME o)¢} Bzto] AFsfok grtar LITh29

Aoke o] 7o) F 71 At 71EE AAslaL oA E4%TE A WA
Aot 7182 FEIF9) ZIEelH: Ivie A9sh] Ao A, B, 22
G BT IFE 7PAE AYA 28A e AUA dis) Aze=
A, & B9 A7 dis) Azsgol vk 71 £83] sElFed 7]
oL @ e o] 71EC] Al trE A 1T ALl J)E
L2 ofEta £rh26)

Aol eJapd F WA e 7IEL o] Felre] A3} BAS og
ojsfsii=itel] M2} IRL: =HF AT HaE7 Fo o] BN A
7 BA9) ol oJsfslr] Hsl Aloke A A this) ek = &
7d7(Sammaditthi Sutta)®] )€ HETh & 2 HEAAUIH o]
Zle "@XXo|1, 412 o] wie) Aol 4] Hele FRIARR: 4
& HE3T} BAlo] HBAY TN YA, ERS E¥] 59 94
Az A9 7iEo] &Y AABYLS oulsky, EAdo] A7), o, oA
I 22 W3 vhee o vk e A9 71EL Had9s 9|
ot & A3} BAo] AT AFHAAY A= £Y AABLE osjHH,

¢

ro

25) MN i, 415416%.
26) Cea, 9] =5, 133%
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W3 #99 B9= "] 2 ofErhe Aol

Aok AAAEFERAA) T HEAJEAA) )R F WA A7
R Aofo] 24zt Sfaste}l 1AAE Ztetal Weka lEe AFYT: 1
2t A 9le] Aot Aad Ao dig ol A2 FEFele A}
ot et H7olN ML 1FE HAske] 8 AHE 1B
g sl Ao] ol2l, 4 #7F 549 A4S AN RS AL
&= 317] WEeI®) Aok= o] F WA JIEL FEFH Axe of
AL 22 A WA FEiFdd TIES whieA| gor Aee) dx
o tig aH2A 28 BeF iEo] Fra B 93 A - 7 FA(E
HAA®) 9 WH BAER) the Azt Ag FE-2 A3 B9
AA(FeFe)ol v 13E Bt Zoltk. 2E8H o, Aok A
H739) SElFod A TlEe] EHAAES HadlE BaFHoE A9
a2 271Eae A9 JIEL d@QUIELR odfEoNe dEYa 7
g,

T 27180 A9 7S 399 7127 He R v e 3
Bele H&Eld @ #¥o #dNF ), 27EaY A 71Ed B4
(complexity) 7} - SHrichness)2- 412FsHA] H&E. IR7IAR 27189 o]
B A9 7182 FPFIR FANTE AR Fdo] FUFAFH2 Aot o
s Astto] 283 F4F Aol ohi7] Rtk U HAER  Pemel)
S T AT £33 ol ek $71F% AnFed] dige B
AEoINE e efemia 20t 391 A ok F& Azte] 43, o] of
& ol Wjet o2 dEsks AL otk 718N HEsle £83 U
Ehdt At 271Eme] F30N £ o, 949 71271 He W viedH
U 5717 B9e] Ak ke Ayshe b Yot e Fasi—olriE 7t
F T8 Aolh—= AL BFHoIoh 2y F9¢] M3Hgoodness) B3

27) Cea, U9 =8, 134%.
28) Cea, U9 =8, 14%.
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o oY, 7 41+ 7 Bsle] Eehd At e sk el B
o} REL2AY olid WY A EF W Fasi BHol»

web Aok Aete) size] WA PR B0 slEda ne
7129) sk Sgslolok Bk 249k 999 57 olslolE, B99)
weha) Aeje] e lu Belel B A BAS) FEE 9 A
Wbt T 7] eIk oA Aokl Sl 7gme] A
712e FEFg B2 ol shios 49 4 gtk & 9ANS
gt WE A4S 51857 @0 Bed B 238, Heb B
2t 7180] AL HEHE P BYETe TR SRR
o) 59¢ 2 U AA o IR Ro) Acke) oI
Aokl olgsh ge Fae ofd SJrlolA AuAAF Roleh AT
Bugdd & B2A 99eE FEHEAE F0F0)8 593 =5
&4 54¢ AFST 7] HEold. E BASE AR 2R Iud] o]
Eofe BIME BAT 5 gxel Aok 584 B9is) BH2H 999
FEE 589 B ohle} o FRE Bae ol AN F-83it
1 AZEY: B8 b Bek g ANE o] Bk B8 - 4o
W 23 sgoleis FUHE Z2eThe A2 ANV Wolch AubAy
ANE U7 P9I 2H2H B9, T $97 43 TIEH Ho| F
A, Gl o|ZriAe) BE A9 BF FRANIE 3] e
ok

29) Cea, 9] =%, 136%.

30) Aole dlsEn B3 2| EaNGE o ZaFoFolgln it 136 dish
g =3 27|80 FEFE 54 - A o)9dx e 805 a3 54
- & 7IAEE YEE 279 vEIRAE 9 A4de] 07 Aot &gt
71X gkethal PhCea, SFO] =F, 139-140%).

31) Cea, 9] =5, 136%.
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a8y g 3, ‘Eusde 43 FEFEd § gure v F
o] ZRENSH Budde FHFAFolge Aol FFL HFo=w
U B 7 gtk 3oz SRR, 48 WA 7129 F3
o] 23]z} ¥ ¥7] W&otk

7120] "= FEFole 44T njdxe] FEFA2A ‘2.7 )9
F8A9P-& Ao 7o E e Aojoh gHst ouldA FElFe]
= HE ‘23 (399 7849 ol Ksolely by utility)’32) XS
ke JAoltk olEj@ -840l tig P digelAAE EE LolAA
T #EEN3) 7120] AFZ AXH FEFdME F-4S Aoude
“Fredgk 7ESE AR Aotk #-84 o199 oW Ve wiAlHE A
olt}.

a8 FAIA Y Bae -84 0199 & IES wiAlEe <19
& 23 uieAe) FeFole otk Bar} 7Pt HHA Hoke e
S 2A BRX9 {5, 32 719 AT oS AP Qe AL W
oFAsg Aot} gL Aot ALl 49 =AR dAEaL e B9
ojd, =%, Fol, A, AL, & A} A 1FS VS AUA
& Asirels 7|ES -84 099 bE V&S viAlshe 283 2
2 ou)e] FEF e ofth AAH 7S Aok} B AXH Huo
TE 3 1T H A3 IE olga 2 = JAAE, HAs AR |

32) David Lyons, ‘Utilitarianism’(Lawrence Becker & Charlotte Becker, Encyclopedia of
Ethics(2nd Edition) 3, New York: Routledge, 2001), 1742%:

33) e #8449 98 ‘PES ST AT met B35 XY
Avt EB91sle Q) eka 1T, Benthan, The Principles of Morals and Legislation,
New York: Prometheus Books, 1988, 2%). W& F&|Fe)7} Fo7lE AH3)n,
‘=Y EdE2AN f-84 2 Fd P59 de 53 P97t 58S FAATE
Ao vlgEt ra 3t P viise RS A& Axd) wet 2120
31 g FEFE)E Algt(John S. Mill, Uslitarianismy New York: Prometheus
Books, 1987, 16%).
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oA f8whe mEsleke ‘e BdE uidae FEjFE of
d Aot} o]FA BHE 7]20] Bafele e LA ofuleAey F
7Y F o B AL Z]:Lfﬂ 233}t
A9 Hile oj¥T. F 7122 84 0199 ol V& 583t
e FYFAE Bl 3, Aoke TE JIEES F8she sEF
€ T3k Slok w et gdg FeEFol Aod uEdd e
Aok] Yol $A Ak @afof & Zlofok. 2t 7 =8 o
ule] FEFAAE QT Aok FF EF yi=A] FAHoopt ke
AL obd Aot AH 7123 Aok ME HE uld ‘FEF'E T}
I 97 Wi A AHE JlEle gL FonE Zoth

o7l Fz Fule] #AETE AAHEAL WEE £ BuaE)
AAEF SHE et ol Iv Exe F7I8N0] ol A+
Bo)7|E St B, o o|fF AXETh AAE olFE Foll FAA
A5Y A I AL, Bt U AAE ds}r] A3A Hde R
FHE 2 oldgsof gtk e V2R S APtke Aoty 17} AlAlse
olfr EZ @ ou]9] Aol Azt

713} Aole] =edlA FARTE Fag AL o] FA =49 4
o] ZTH= Aotk & F AlF BF EWfYE ¥2Fow s & Awd
FE 4T0lBLEA YaE EdS F830. Aol Aokt iy 2
BogE EFESITA B of7]d FEjFelst EHAREY] §4E8 17
g Boh S ovW)9) giE Rds FAE Aotk 181 Aok
o] Hfgl Edo] AT & gagde v f3olEa Bu Jit
£ Btk

Euferl g9adehe 2 A 71 2 olsE ¢ sivke Al ol

A

A

34) BBE, Eu gAY FVIES 2L, , "ERsH, ARFKE: Eadd
T3, 1992), 539%.
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e Fre Y4lstA] Feth 3}o|EY(Whitehill), EX(Jones), 3iH]
(Harvey) 55 9883 34& §3g o)L 71204 AolAAN F5
21 AY 9k Bu 989 U e B8 A Fg.

slojEZ L Y884 FHA EXRYE olFldhs AL ] 4
Aok Aojga ok o2& YiEE Ao A9 F4FeEr|Et
T AF A% character-based), A X|&H(praxis-oriented), FXHEZ
(teleological), T E<8Hcommunity-specific) €8]l T 3HHA],39
Ea=HS 7139 H(awakened virtue) —RTh FAFH 2= )¢ A
9] 9 v ¥Kawakened, compassionate virtue-cultivation)’—OS.2 T4 3H}.36)
I S 94390 Heg2 B3 AF(charactend IFA
(community) /W& A A=s1H, Bafele] dHo] 284 AFS 7MY
AlA MR o vka £o137) B4 3FA QA JEu o] s
go] dAojahe Aotk e w3 B gide Mo gaes
= B2 AiFAFola AestFolge H, olE|iE"lH 29} 7=
AAE AAFelx EE|Folm o] g Aole AARA dethe
A, TEFFAL Q7] FPEA = BE 73S s e
o AFJITE9

EXe Bakyo] A€ 399 TEoelr|Hthe ‘=HAY el 8l
£ U (personality)’ & wiU8He EHolgka Erh40 19) o] ¥@L AF

35) James Whitehill, ‘Buddhism and the Virtues’, Damien Keown, Ed., Contemporary
Buddhist Ethics, Richmond: Curzon Press, 2000, 19%.

36) Whitehill, ¢9] =%, 20%

37) Whitehill, ¢9] =&, 23%

38) Whitehill, &t} =&, 31%:.

39) Whitehill, &t} =%, 26%.

40) Ken Jones, The New Social Face of Buddhism: A Call to Action, London: Wisdom
Publications, 2003, 128%.
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74X ofd Mo} FARTE ExdE]e] A4E AFT Aol A
"oha) Izt w3 EndEe] dalo] &R AEe AN|ZE FH] ¢
= AFEA 0 o ofisly] wWEolt). e BusTE Hadde
2 A3l Ao SN E, BEusely) IEY] Y27 849 F
F97 8471A] ¥3eta Qlvka ok BadErt Mg 5719 A& 2
Z3ke 5AE Zete AdA AEFHo|1, AFe] wde AxIvE 3
oA G&gjFolm, AT EfRle] LEHAE APt HoA FejF9
Holgkz Aotk 181 1& 7t ER&EE o= shte] mildyt A
AT AL EnseEE B olsliske Aojgta gtk 1t
sl o]H3 ML BuaErl 9adld & 2 2=t Je 193
I Yk =3 Badee EF v JF-EH 3L TEHE 53
71he ZAxske 18 &7t ol Ax Ak Qiv) v E
B g FeFodolala gy, 24 $elvl ANE g2 =&3)
oo xe] FEFe)d 8AE 7HA otk

Eaggdl oig g&ed syl oA FEEe 3 /e gz
A Ba&E7E AT diH EEE ARMEVIE dvke Aol So|EF
2 Bue gaert A7 v olue g AFY & vk ot aE
ATl vlebd ) AblE AAske WA $718 Ao, viElE 7}
Z, 33, ZFA NN A 9L AW 259 gy & Ao
2L §ithed) 2= Bl A7 AR i 9Es & Aol

4) X EF 2718w $218 WREA VAT sk Ba Gede o
P, EmfEle) duF ofs): 2riEmAE e & A (K& EaA
AL, 2002), 115-142%), "27|Eafee] & o3, TS} 57, 1998). A=
EafE HIA AE A HES st SElE By, =YY £
o @l AF 0 M = vk JTHASA 2] F, 21-26%).

42) Peter Harvey, An Introduction to Buddhist Ethics: Foundations, Values, and Issues,
Cambridge. Cambridge University Press, 2000, 50-51%:,

43) Whitehill, 9] =&, 32%.
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A8, A4HQ Bae) vjhrt Al ‘AF S B3 UEhd Aolga
FAFT O Yot e A7 fidlay - 715as, SHEH, A5
FF 22 7MRA 2R FH Hold T Je 4T ¥ 4EEN B
19 Hi{gE At

V. A2 Exaeo doiaeste] vl g3

Bafel e} dolaelshe] v AnE AP Buded] oig ddkk
e Aotk 1A S FACA Budes FEHHA
T 9#HA AN e shte] Alxolth o3 AlE] AFHZEA Ba
HEE st 558 94g Rdolgke FejE A8 oA HA: &
W83 AA Tl ol BT FX3ke AL of Al 4ol glojA B
2&EE gade 9d8E SYAAR g $ oks Aot
gglaelstae) oldig whae B8 Bl ¥2A AFd U ¢
< B o3l uig e 2L 22, F Bude Ao 433
(N 2807t glrh4os Q141& BAA71th o YolrhA ol#dt
Fe Budde od fo|8d M E ¥EHoZ AydE & gtk

A= ARG} sl Baf]d ulgh 223 Ayriesa o
% U7 22 gE]Alo)(Hallisey) 9t €2 Z(Schilbrack)®] =44l gt

ol

fr

-

fr

=2

44) Whitehill, $¥¢] =&, 17-8%.

45) Whitehill, 9F¢] =&, 299,

46) Stephen Lewis & Galen, Amstutz, ‘Teleologized ‘Virtue’ or Mere Religious
‘Character?”’, Journal of Buddhist Ethics 4, 1977, 1%,

47) A o189 =4S afsta dBe] BN bl iy X239 Ay
S BA¥e A7k Se3ita 48 vk QIohebsA, &) 3, 109-115%;, ¢
=7, 55-60%).
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A& Jugth

gejMole Budeld] &4 AVt gt 4eE sk 7] o
ol ExfEE oJnst £Eo| 2 T ¥EF o MEE 4 fvx
FR3E TERSEE 2B we olgt §8F Al 5 7R
A7] W Zel ojmgt fE]oj2el JSME ¥BHoT HYE F glom, ¥
Z2] £Eol2e £& 2 d7e FYuisin E Aolge Aotk
o]} vl 2 dBgke Bwgay} tekst B4 E /X3 Yuka s &
gle] gurE]l B0l J2Ae] EA sl g3lA "olel gtk
F34% olfre ok o = Eu o) AFES WE tFo] 1 4

S T E AR ojlg) UntFo|n ¥EAR]] o]2 & FE
ATE FPsfor vk FAFTLe) Bu e Ao)selste) whde) 33
dr Bafelyt HRTR oldE AL Budele ¥2H AL A
Aolng fuege 39| gg AFS Aotk

Bl yed £48 ¥2Foz ¥y 4 e 48 E9 g 4
TFE goze 9 918 Aotk E IAL o5Y 27X E Aoy
stk 1@ 977 Qv J' AES A0 viafdE s A= o]
o] AAE = oEA EadE] A g olAE ASHA]F])7] Wi
o}k 288 I FEHI JE 7L 25 Ok S EAEC] WA
S e Aol 2d A7 Ayt s Y] FAWE
wo} 44 Fohd £ gle e EL AFEHFY) Wt & $Ele A
oo g Y#=T ¥BF VES TS f88 A8 AegeEN &
28 HYE Bk GA Z2old = )& Aotk

o] AFoA AME AN, AF7AY AFNA HalH Bue] /1 ¥
48) Charles Hallisey, ‘Ethical Particularism in Theravada Buddhism’, Journal of Buddhist

Ethics 2, 1995.

49) Kevin Schilbrack, ‘The General and the Particular in Theravada Ethics: A Response
to Charles Hallisey’, Journal of Buddhist Ethics 4, 1997, 2-3%:.




Exg9 doiggstel vt 149

23 ST 7IES R84 ZIE0lth d71dA cE2F ol g2 =
Hd 7E02M =&t ouje—xHY doiFos QUi oFE
A 710 =58 An)9) FEFAE VI ) 1 ssdes 2o
& UL uigith B3 AL 7kEH ujoA] JF-Eofi} yigo} I
8 143 FEFde BadoA F857] e Aotk Hold &
aTe YY) GE oH, F84 S s #EE oY
7] wZolot.

o]

E-2-§-2] Buddhist Ethics, U]$-2]8} Contemporary Ethics, § 8 Virtue
Ethics, 2]7-2 deontology, 32]5-9] utilitarianism, X12}2] 7]& criterion of
good and evil
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Understanding Buddhist Ethics in Terms of
Contemporary Ethics

An, Aok-Sun

The purpose of this paper is to see how Buddhist ethics has
been understood in the west. First this paper points out two
difficulties in understanding Buddhist ethics. One difficulty is that
the scope, meaning, and role of Buddhist ethics cannot be easily
defined. The other difficulty is that Buddhist ethics cannot be easily
explained in a comprehensive manner due to its diversity and
complexity in its content and nature. These same difficulties also
appear when we understand Buddhist ethics in terms of
contemporary ethical theories. Consequently, it is not easy to point
out some similarities between Buddhist ethics and comtemporary
ethical theories. In addition, it is not easy to find a theoretical
framework to explain Buddhist ethics in a comprehensive manner.

A most favored theoretical framework explaining Buddhist
ethics is virtue ethics. Most western scholars consider Buddhist
ethics as virtue ethics. But there are some disagreements among
them with regard to what type of virtue ethics fits to Buddhism.
The author also thinks that virtue ethics is a best theoretical
framework explaining Buddhist ethics in a most comprehensive

way. According to the author, Buddhist ethics rejects both Kantian
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deontological ethics taking a moral law as absolute and classical

utilitarianism taking utility as the sole criterion of good.



