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ABSTRACT

The purpose of the research is to compare the concept of
Self in Buddhist Philosophy and David Hume's Philosophy, about the
sameness and the difference, as the following guestions.

1. What is the meaning of Self ?

2. How does Buddhist Philosophy and pavid Hume's Philosophy
deny the existence of Self ?

3. Why does Buddhist Philosophy and David Hume's Philosophy
deny the existence of Self‘?

4. How does the conclusion of the sameness and the difference
of the cohcept of Self in Buddhist Philosophy and David Hume's
‘Philosophy ?

The result:

1. The meaning of Self in philosophy isﬂsométhing permanent
changeless, but it is a center of change and a priciple of identity.

2. Buddhist Philosophy denies the existence of Self. Men
is composed of five elements called khandha: body, feeling,

recognition, formation, consciousness. Each of these five comes into



being and passes away, according to condiﬁions. So there is no self,
because if there was, it should be able to exist by itself. ﬁoreoverg
when the five Khandhas come tcgether, there emerges nothing new which
can exist by itself. The group thus compossed also changes according
to conditions. Therefore-there is no self. As it is necessary to
use language in communicatioh,‘so men have a wrong believe that there
must be a real self as a base of the word.

David Hume denies the existence'of self. He said that the
idea of self is nothing but a bundle of simple ideas, that are united
together by the imagination, and have a particular name assigneég;hem.
Men must use language to comﬁunicate @ach other, this makes themA
believe that self exists, though the idea of self is a fictititious
one.

3. Buddhist Philosophy denies‘the existence of self because
belief in self leads to belief in 'I'. This gives rise to grasping
and hope that mine should be so and so. When it becomes different,
suffering arises. But Nirvana is peace and there is peace when there A
is no grasping. Grasping arises because of ‘I°'. Therefore peace is
a state where there is no 'I’. So Nirvana and Anatta is the same
thing.

But David Hume denies the existence of self because it
cannot know by experience. Belicf in 3elf leads to a conflict with

Hume's Epistemclogy.
| 4. To conclude, the reason of Buddhist Philospoh& and Dbavid

Hume'®s Philosophy in denying the existence of self is the same.



That is to analyze men  into simple parts and found no Self. The
necessity in using language to comaunicate each cther, makes a wrong
concept of Self. But the purpose.of Buddhist Philosophy and Hume's
Philosophy is difference. 2uddhist Philosoovhy denies the existence of
cf Self because it is the mean.to the ultimate gcod which is depending
on Ethics, but Hume denies the existence of Self because it is the

result. of his Epistemology.
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