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Abstract

The idea of selfless action in the Bhagavad Gita and Immanuel Kant’s moral philosophy is
compared philosophically in this essay, with special attention to the connection between
Niskama Karma and Kant’'s “duty for duty’s sake” theory. Both faiths, in my opinion,
provide deep ethical frameworks that stress acting morally without regard to one’s own
benefit or the effects on others. The Bhagavad Gita, which is credited to Vyasa, presents the
idea of Niskama Karma, which exhorts people to carry out their responsibilities with
devotion to the divine order and without regard for the results of their deeds. On the other
hand, Kant's deontological ethics, which he outlined in his groundbreaking work
Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals, contends that moral worth is found in behaving
out of obligation under the guidance of rational moral law as opposed to motivation or
anticipated results. The conceptual underpinnings, parallels, and discrepancies between
these two ethical viewpoints are examined in this paper. Although moral purpose and the
inherent worth of responsibility are emphasized in both frameworks, they originate from
different metaphysical and cultural settings. While Kant bases moral obligation on cognitive
autonomy and the universal concept of the categorical imperative, the Bhagavad Gita places
ethical behaviour within a spiritual worldview where selfless duty leads to liberation and
harmony with cosmic order. By examining these convergences and divergences, the paper
highlights how Eastern and Western ethical traditions offer complementary insights into the
nature of moral responsibility and selfless action. In the end, the paper makes the case that
a comparison between Kantian duty and Niskdma Karma enhances modern ethical
discussion and offers a more profound philosophical explanation of moral behaviour driven
by principle rather than self-interest.

Keywords: Niskama Karma, Duty for Duty’s Sake, Bhagavad Gita, Immanuel Kant, Moral
Duty, Deontological Ethics
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“An action done from duty has its moral worth... not in the purpose to be
attained by it, but in the maxim according to which it is decided upon.” (Kant,
1785/1998, p. 14)
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“An ;mtion, to have moral worth, must be done from duty” (Kant, 1785/1998,
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“The Gita asks us to work without attachment to the fruits of action”
(Radhakrishnan, 1948, p. 156)
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“Your right is for action alone, never for the results” (Gambhirananda, 2008,
p- 124)

©IF ACS, I T TER AFEH Sfi7l FCq I 2 I, 04 ©FF T 7 8 IR
efelde 27 G (TR WRFIE AF© Q@ oA |
T8N I aFel WFe ™8 2 MolF a0 ewgs)d @iF, @A I&0 AR,

“GNTRY: F% BV Ty Fakal YT |

RycaIRrall: T YT YA INT FAd 17 (Bhagavad Gita, 2.48) |
43 e AP TGIT T (9 @ Tl 4 GO e TN (@ T AT T2
g3 @I | Lfie [ S0 & o5 26 TR TSl @R Wifee e 1 a2 gigef e
T w23 Ao Wi HfeT 2@ 8t T O Jfeere @ 1 wed IR (A IT T
TS 2 1 9T THAN @ SRV HN 5 (76l @i [igrom FEe ¢ 71 332

F4-3, 2L-8, B, 303y gl 595




NI [FIT FF G0 ST FIDT FOF G P07 — 43 FIRT ... Tz e
«ft AfeFg ¢ wfreNa FRTNAET BAT (T T | MO TSN 6 A2 @ T Afs
e @N Sfbs, (SR FHefe Wb | IR VR Fog & Aa e «f A Awfes
WfTg e a1 Q32 (12 I 74E9 2dfs v I W3O I AAIGRET IH 9,
T2 I A @ S | TSR @ A @ SAWAS FTHN I (RN 4F 71917 (Ao @
e wmte efowlme F01 Gt SR aFe o7 FEfe =1 a1 a9l 7, 9
I TBfIRe FOIERIY 3R fFe7d AP 7= | @R piEte, u TS NFIGREe tAfes
fefers 7o I YR S @ NG TSR Iy FE G5 FIGA LAfes yiEef e e |
BT IS WA ISR Gl
Aroe Lfes witTa e @WW (Immanuel Kant) @¥9 @3 wrffas =[S tafssem
fofe PR FeacE FHF vy MaEd | o [ro Aieror g fofe @ w1, wqefs
3 JfeTe T 77; I T Iecdid qia Wdifwe tafss [&fa A moral law-93 @lfs s
(AFE (HfeT FCR T 1 W 9B, JB (Ao we WG o e avfe
Glifere Aife afor F0a, @ (Aol ©4E Ao =ed dfefos 27 74 T @@ TSR
T2 PO AT ICE | IO O [US &F Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals-4
e fofe RO “J-8R” (good wil)-(F A e o1 2T ffee s o
e AfAATe @ae g (12 A FMeeeld Oitel, 9FW@ “good will” RIS 1 G2 good will ©XFR
AFIS 2 T4 AT (I FOYEIA (AT IG FCA | Q3 L FB (TSI 0T,

“ An action, to have moral worth, must be done from duty” (Kant, 1785/1998,

p- 13)
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“An action done from duty has its moral worth... not in the purpose to be
attained by it, but in the maxim according to which it is decided upon” (Kant,
1785/1998, p. 14)
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“Duty is the necessity of acting from respect for the law” (Kant, 1785/1998,

p. 15)
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“An action done from duty has its moral worth... not in the purpose to be
attained by it” (Kant, 1785/1998, p. 14)
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“An action done from duty has its moral worth... not in the purpose to be

attained by it, but in the maxim according to which it is decided upon” (Kant,
1785/1998, p. 14)
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