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THE ABSTRACT

The topic : A Comparative study of the Principles of Social Philosophy of Buddhist Law
as Reflected in Universal Human Rights.

I, Parakrama Sri Wickramaratna, am submitting this work under the Department of
Philosophy as a partial requirement for the degree of Master of Philosophy.

The idea of human rights can be regarded as an important field of philosophy born
and developed in eastern and western countries. One could see philosophically and
socially important value systems in Buddhist jurisprudence. Based on this foundation, it
contains a comparative analysis of Buddhist Sutras and the European Declaration of
human rights. It also further analyses the origins of philosophical doctrines of the
Buddhist thoughts, traditions, and practices and examines how far the concepts contained
in the universal declaration of human rights can justified.

It also analyses, basing on the principles of Buddhist legal philosophy, the manner
in which the origin of universal declarations during the last five decades in the
international society, and the violations of human rights and the systems of prescribed
ways and methods to counter them.

Imagining that the lack of modern English international law in creating a human
rights law regarding human inter-relations and social co-existence, this thesis suggests,
in light of modern international law, the Buddhist doctrines regarding those situations.

We make a comparative analysis of those Buddhist concepts of duties, rights,
and social equality of the law of human rights in the context of Buddhist ethical
philosophy.

We further discuss the philosophical criteria of good and bad in ethical context of
human rights.

We also discussed about the normative relations between Buddhist doctrine of
discipline and jurisdiction and the modern court systems.

Finally, the conclusion arrived is the that the only way of establishing human
rights in society is not only the promulgation of legislative procedures but it can be done
only by making a thinking revolution within human beings.
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