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ABOUT THE DEPARTMENT

Faculty of Arts, North Campus, Delhi University
The History and Profile of the Department of Philosophy, University of Delhi.

Locatedin the heartof the main HumanitiesBlock of the Arts Faculty,North Cam-
pus,facinganinnerquadrangleggardenthe Departmenbf Philosophyis oneof the oldes
in the University of Delhi. This building constructedn the early part of the twentigh
century is well known for its red brick colonial structure.This Departmentbeganas
combinedDepartmenbf Philosophyand Psychologyin the year1953.The Departme
of Psychologybecaméandependenin 1962.Sincethenthe Departmenbf Philosophyis
anAutonomousDepartment.

Various distinguishedscholarswho haveeithertaughtor beenassociatedvith the
Departmenbf Philosophy,Delhi UniversityincludeN.V. Banerjee S.SBarlingay,R. C.
PandeyaMargaretChatterjee S.K. SaxenaRam Chanda Gandhiand Mrinal Miri. A
large numberof eminentphilosopherdrom India and abroadhave lecturedin the De-
partment. Philosophersfrom abroadinclude Donald Davidson, Willard Quine, Pete
Strawson Akeel Bilgrami, GeorgeHenrik von Wright, Karl Potter, Anil Gupta,Marth
NussbaumRichard Sorabjee Elliot Sober,Hajime NakamuraArvind Sharmaand An-
thonyParel,amongmanyothers.







The Departmenthas a prestigiousprogrammeof teachingand researchat the level of
M.A.,

M. Phil. andPh.D. degreesespectively,coveringa diversity of areasin Philosophyj
Classicsof WesternPhilosophy,Classicallndian Philosophy,Logic, Ethics, Theory of
Knowledge,Philosophyof LanguageContemporaryAnalytic Philosophy,Indian Philos-
ophy of Language Phenomenalgy, Existentialism,Philosophyof Mind, Philosophyof
SciencePhilosophyof Religionand Social& Political Philosophyamongothers.

The membersof Facultyof the Departmenhavehadan ongoingrecordof partia-
patingin seminarsaandconferences India andabroad. The Departmentdrawsstudent
for all its programmedrom different partsof India and abroad. Theseinclude student
visiting underthe exchangerogrammesignedwith University of California, Universit
of OttawaandCarletonUniversity.

All memberof the Facultyareactively engagedn researchyhich hasresultedin
the publicationof a large numberof books,reports,andarticlesin Philosophyin India
and Internationaljournalsand anthologies The Departmenthasalso undertakersever
researclprojectsduring the lastfour decades.It organizeda twenty-one daysRefreshey
Coursein fi L o gndIc a n g uiathgepast;andvariousinternationalandnationalsem-
narsin the courseof its history.

The Departmenhas a largelibrary of its own cateringto the needsof the Masterg
andResearclstudentsandresearchnterestsof the faculty membersThereis a spaciou
readingroomandseminarall. Facilitieslike computersaandprinting areavailableto fac-
ulty andwifi hasbeenprovided.Specialequipmentsare availablein the Departmentor
viewing of films, powerpoint projectionsetc.

The Departmentegularlyholdsits speciallectures seminarsanddiscussiorgroups
in theLibrary cum Seminaroom.

ll. Introduction to CBCS (ChoicebasedCredit System)



ChoiceBasedCredit System:

The CBCSprovesanopportunityfor the studentso choosecoursedro the prescribed
coursexomprisingcore,elective/minoror skill basedcoursesThe coursesanbe eval-
atedfollowing the gradingsystemwhichis consideredo be betterthanthe conventional
markssystem Gradingsystemsgrovides uniformity in the evaluationrandcomputation
of thecumulativegradepointaverag CGPA)basedns t u d gerfamaricein exam-
nationsenableghe studentdo moveacrosdgnstitutionsof higherlearning.The uniformi-
ty in evaluationsystemalsoenablethe potentialemployersn assessinghe performance
of thecandidates.

Definitions:

() 6 Ac adRrmd gcr aneemaniEntirecourseof studycomprisests programme
structure coursedetails,evaluationschemesetc. Designto betaughtandevaluated
in ateachingdepartment/centrer jointly undermorethanonesuchdepat-
ment/centre.

(i) 6 C o umesrema®egmendf subjed thatis partof anacademig@rogramme.

(i) 6 P r o g rSa mm emeanga bsbof courseqCore,Elective,OpenElective)that
makesup anacademigrogrammespecifyingthe syllabus credits,hoursof teah-
ing, evaluationandexaminatiorschemesminimum numbersof creditsrequiredfr
successfutompletionof the programmeetc. Preparedn conformityto University
rules,eligibility criteriafor admission.

(iv) 6 C oG ceu rneeangé coursethatstudentsaadmittedto a particularprogrammaeanust
successfullycompkteto receivethe degreeandwhich cannotbe substitutedy any
othercourse.

(v) 6 EI eC ¢ u nmeangnoptionalcourseto be electedby studentut of such
courseofferedin the sameor anyotherdepartmenttentre.

(vi) 6 Opelne creansmeadectivecoursewhichis availablefor studentsof all pro-
grammesincludingstudentof samedepartmentStudentof otherdepartmentvill
optthesecoursesubjectto fulfilling of eligibility of criteriaaslaid downby thede-
partmentoffering the.

(vii) 6 Cr enthiis thevalueassignedo a coursewhich indicatesthe level of instruction;
OnehourlectureperweekequalsoneCredit, Two-hoursPracticalequalsonecredit.
Creditfo practicalcould be proposedaspartof a courseor asa practicalcourse.

(viii) 6 C G Pigcanulative gradepointscalculatedor all coursecompletedby the stu-
dentsat anypointof time.



Il . M.A. in Philosophy Programme Detalls :

ProgrammeStructure:

TheM.A. Philosophyprogrammas atwo yearcoursedividedinto four-semester A studentre-
guiredto complete80 creditsfor the completionof courseandawardof degree.

Semester Semester
Partl FirstYear Semestetl Semestetl|
Partll SecondYear Semestetlll SemesteilV
CourseCreditScheme
Semes- CoreCourses CoreElective OpenElective
ter Course
No. | Crad- | Total | No. | Cred- | Total | No. | Cred- | Total | Total
of |its Crad-| of |its Crad-| of |its Crd- | Crad-
pa- | (L+T)|its pa- | (L+T)|its pa- | (L+T)|its its
pers pers pers
I 4 4+1 | 20 _ _ _ _ _ _ 20
Il 3 4+1 | 15 1 4+1 5 1 4 4 24
1l 3 4+1 | 15 1 4+1 5 _ _ _ 20
v 2 4+1 | 10 1 4+1 5 1 4 4 19




Total 11 55 4 20 2 8 83
Credits
for the
Course

*ForeachCoreandElectivetherewill be4 lecturehoursof teachingperweek

*OpenElectivesCourseareof 8 Credits

*Duration of examinatiorof eachpapershallbe 3 hours

*Eachpapemwill beof 100marksout of which 70 marksshallbe allocatedfor semester
examinatiorand30 marksfor internalassessment.

* Only onecoursecanbe optedfrom thelist of coreelectiveandopenelectivecoursesn Sem.ll|
& IV. Thestudenis freeto opt eitherfor oneCoreElectiveor oneOpenElectivecourse.

Semestemwise Details of M.A. in Philosophy

Semesterl
CourseCode| PaperNo. PaperTitle Credits
PHIL 101 Classicalndian Philosophyl 4+1
PHIL 102 GreekPhilosophy 4+1
PHIL 103 FormalLogic 4+1
PHIL 104 Ethics 4+1




Semestetl|

Total 04 20
Course PaperNo. PaperTitle Credits
Code
PHIL 201 Classicalndian Philosophyll 4+1
PHIL 202 Modern WesternPhilosophy 4+1
PHIL 203/204 Meta Ethics/CriticalPhilosoph- 4+1
cal Traditionsof India
PHIL 211/219/220/224 Aristotle's Metaphys- 4+1
(CoreElective) ics/Epistemology/ModallLog-
ic/Indian Logic
PHIL 212/213/214/215 | Gandhiand LibertarianSocid 4
216/217/218/221/ | ism/ PhilosophicaReflections
222/223/225 on Literature/The Feminist
(OpenElective) Thought/Approachedo Env-
ronmental Ethics/ExploringPhi-
losophy ThroughFilms/Meaning
of Life/LogicalThinkingof Eve-
ryday Life/QuestioningNorma-
tivity/ Topicsin CognitiveSa-
ence/ ThePhilosophyof Vedc
Women//Applied Ethics
Total 05 24




Semestetlll

10

Course PaperNo. PaperTitle Crad-
Code its
PHIL 301 AnalyticalPhilosophy 4+1
PHIL 302 ContinentalPhilosophyl 4+1
PHIL 303/304/305/306 Socialand Political Philoso- 4+1

phy(Western)/ Socialand Political

Philosophy(Indian/Philosophyf

Mind (Western)/ Philosophyof
Mind (Indian)
PHIL | 311/312/313/314/31 EnvironmentalEthics/Ethicsn 4+1
5/316/317/ Buddhism/Philosophyof Human
318/319/320/321/32 | Rights/Imaginationand Symbolia-
2/323/324 tion/Indian Philosophyof Lan-
325/326/327/328/32 | guage/Approacheso Cognitive
9 Science/Foundationsf Cognitive
Science/IndiarAesthd-
(CoreElective) ics/UnderstandingMulticultural-
ism/Philosophyof Biology/Virtue
Epistemology
Political Liberalismand Commun-
tarianism/Philosophyof B.R.
Ambedkar/ContemporaryIndian
Reflectionson Vedanta/Thelndian
Modernity/PhenomenologyPart-
I/Philosophyfrom Phys-
ics/Philosophyof Love/Feminist
Film Theory
Total 04 20
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SemestetlV

11

Cours

Code

PaperNo.

PaperTitle

Credits

PHIL

401/402/4
03

Philosophyof Language/ContinentaPhilosophyll /Critical
Readingof WesternPhilosophy

4+1

PHIL

404/405

Philosophyof Religion/Philosophyof Science

4+1

PHIL

411/412/4
16/417/41
9/420/421
1423/424
1425/426/
429/430/4
31/432/43
4/437/440
1442/443]
444/445
(CoreElec-
tive)

SamkaraAdvaita Vededanta/Phenomenology:Vasubandhu

and

Husserl/Theorieof Consciousness/Currenssuesn Philoo-
phy of Biology/Theoryof Signsandthe SemioticMeth-
od/Personalldentity and Accountability/Debatesin Contem-
porary Indian Philosophy:Gandhand Tagore/OnConceptual
Relativism/Philosophyof Action/Wittgenstein on AspectPer-
ception/Philosophyof KashmirSaivism/ConceptsNew Direc-
tions/On Conditionals/Theorieof Truth/Historiographyof
Indian Philosophy/Technologynd Ethics/Aspectof Cognitive
Science/Philosophyf History/Modality/DE ReDe Dicto De

Se/ TheEssayCourse

4+1

11
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PHIL

413/414/4
15/418/42
214271428
1433/435/
436/438/4
39/441/44
2
(Open
Elective)

Knowledgeand Scepticism/FronLanguagdo Mind/Mind
Modularity and Cognition/FeministTheory/Languagend
Thought/Phenomenologyand Ethicsof Meditation/The Em-
bodied EnactiveCognition/Religionand Ecology/Philosophyof
ContemporarySocialMovements/A Seminaron Can-
cepts/Theoriesof Self/PhenomenologyPart-1l/Philosophical
Counselling/Philosophyf Life and Mind/

Total

04

19

12
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PROGRAMME STRUCTURE

The Philosophy Programme is divided into Two Parts asunder. Each Part will con-
sistof two Semesters.

Part Year Semesterl Semester 2

Part 7 | First Year Semesterl-1 | Semesterl -2

Part SecondYear | Semestetll -1 | Semestetll -2

The scheduleof papersprescribed for various semestershall be asfollows:
M.A. PHILOSOPHY STRUCTURE

*Abbreviations for Courses:

CC: Core Course (Compulsory and canonly be taught to department students)

CE: Core Elective (Optional but only for department students)

OE: Open Elective (Optional for department studentsas well as for studentsfrom
other departmentsfrom the approved list of departments)

PART |: Semesteril-1

Paper1: PHIL 101:Classicallndian Philosophyl (CC)
Paper2: PHIL 102: Greek Philosophy(CC)

Paper 3: PHIL 103: Formal Logic (CC)

Paper4: PHIL 104: Ethics (CC)

PART | Semesteiil-2

Paper1: PHIL 201:Classicallndian Philosophyll (CC)

Paper2: PHIL 202: Modern Western Philosophy (CC)

Paper 3: PHIL 203: Meta Ethics/Phil 204: Critical Philosophical Traditions
of India (CC)

Papers 4. Core Elective: Any one course can be opted out of the following list of
Core Elective Courses.

13
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PHIL 211:Ar i s t MetaphgsicsCE)
PHIL 219: Epistemology(CE)
PHIL 220: Modal Logic (CE)
PHIL 224:Indian Logic (CE)

Papers5: Open Elective: Any one course can be opted out of the following list of
Open Elective Courses.

PHIL 212:Gandhi and Libertarian Socialism(OE)
PHIL 213:Philosophical Reflectionson Literature (OE)
PHIL 214:The Feminist Thought (OE)

PHIL 215: Approachesto Environmental Ethics (OE)
PHIL 216: Exploring Philosophythrough Films (OE)
PHIL 217:Meaning of Life (OE)

PHIL 218:Logical Thinking in Everyday Life (OE)
PHIL 221:QuestioningNormativity (OE)

PHIL 222:Topicsin Cognitive Science(OE)

PHIL 223:The Philosophyof Vedic Women (OE)
PHIL 225: Applied Ethics (OE)

PART IlI: Semestefill -1

Paper1: PHIL 301: Analytic Philosophy(CC)

Paper2: PHIL 302: Continental Philosophy| (CC)

Paper3: PHIL 303: Social & Political Philosophy (Western)/Phil 304 Socialand Po-
litical (Indian) (CC)/PHIL 305 Philosophy of Mind (Western)/PHIL 306:
Philosophyof Mind (Indian) (CC)

Paper 4: Optional Course: Any One courseout of the following list of Core Elective
Courses:

PHIL 311:Environmental Ethics

PHIL 312:Ethicsin Buddhism

PHIL 313:Philosophyof Human Rights
PHIL 314:Imagination and Symbolization
PHIL 315:Indian Philosophyof Language
PHIL 316: Approachesto Cognitive Science
PHIL 317:Foundationsof Cognitive Science
PHIL 318:Indian Aesthetics

PHIL 319:Understanding Multiculturalism

14
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PHIL 320: Philosophyof Biology

PHIL 321:Virtue Epistemology

PHIL 322:Political Liberalism and Communitarianism

PHIL 323:Philosophyof B. R. Ambedkar )

PHIL 324:Contemporary Indian ReflectionsonVe d Unt a
PHIL 325:The Indian Modernity

PHIL 326: PhenomenologyPart |

PHIL 327: Philosophyfrom Physics

PHIL 328: Philosophyof Love

PHIL 329: Feminist Film Theory

PART II: Semestefill --2

Paper1: PHIL 401:Philosophyof Language(CC)

Paper2: PHIL 402: Continental PhilosophyI/Phil 403Critical Readingof Western
Philosophy(CC)

Paper 3: PHIL 404:Philosophyof Religion (CC)/ PHIL 405: Philosophyof Science

(CC)

Papers 4. Core Elective: Any one course can be opted out of the following list of
Core Elective Courses.

PHIL 411:$ dk ar AdvataVed Unt a( CE)
PHIL 412:PhenomenologyVasubandhuand Husserl (CE)
PHIL 416: Theoriesof Consciousnes$CE)

PHIL 417:Current Issuesin Philosophy of Biology (CE)
PHIL 420: Personalldentity and Accountability (CE)
PHIL 419: Theory of Signsand the SemioticMethod (CE)
PHIL 421:Debatesin Contemporary Indian Philosophy: Gandhi & Tagore (CE)
PHIL 423:0n Conceptual Relativism (CE)

PHIL 424:Philosophyof Action (CE)

PHIL 425:Wittgenstein on AspectPerception (CE)

PHIL 426: The Philosophyof Kashmir § a i v(CE m
PHIL 429: Concepts:New Directions (CE)

PHIL 430:0n Conditionals (CE)

PHIL 431:Theoriesof Truth (CE)

PHIL 432:Historiography of Indian Philosophy(CE)
PHIL 434:Technologyand Ethics (CE)

PHIL 437:Aspectsof Cognitive Science(CE)

PHIL 440: Philosophyof History (CE)
PHIL 443: Modality (CE)

PHIL 444: De Re Dedicto De Se(CE)
PHIL 445:The EssayCourse(CE)

15
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Papers 5: Open Elective: Any one course can be opted out of the following list of

PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL
PHIL

Note:

Open Elective Courses.

413: Knowledgeand Scepticism(OE)

414: From Languageto Mind (OE)

415: Mind, Modularity and Cognition (OE)

418: Feminist Theory (OE)

422:Languageand Thought (OE)

427: Phenomenologyand Ethics of Meditation (OE)
428: The Embodied Enactive Cognition (OE)

433: Religion and Ecology (OE)

435: Philosophyof Contemporary SocialMovements(OE)
436: Theoriesof Self (OE)

438: A Seninar on Concepts(OE)

439: PhenomenologyPart Il (OE)

441: Philosophical Counselling (OE)

442: Philosophyof Life and Mind (OE)

Open Elective Coursesshall be offered at the discretion of the Department.

Thesecoursesmay also be offered to studentsbelongingto any Departmentsasnoti-
fied by the University from time to time.

16
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SCHEME OF EXAMINATIONS

1. The medium of instructions and examination shall be as per policies and
regulations of the University of Delhi.

2. Examinations shall be conducted at the end of each Semesteras per the
AcademicCalendar notified by the University of Delhi.

3. The systemof evaluation shall be asfollows:

Each Course will carry 100 marks, of which 30 marks shall be reservedfor in-
ternal assessmenbasedon classroomparticipation, seminar, term papers, tests,
viva-voce, and attendance. The weightage given to each of these components
shall be decidedand announcedat the beginning of the semesterby the indivi d-
ual teacher responsiblefor the course. Any student who fails to participate in
classesseminars,term papers,tests,viva-voce,will be debarred from appearing
in the end semesterexamination in the specific course and no Internal Asses-
ment marks will be awarded to such a candidate. His/her Internal Assessment
marks will be awarded as and when he/sheattendsregular classesn the course
in the next applicable semester.No specialclasseswill be conductedfor him/her
during other semesters.

The remaining 70 marks in eachpaper shall be awarded on the basisof a written
examination at the end of eachsemester.The duration of written end of semester
examinationfor eachpaper shall be three hours.

Examinations for coursesshall be conducted only in the respective odd and even
Semestersas per the Scheme of Examinations. Regular as well as Ex-studentsshall
be permitted to appear/re-appear/improve in coursesof Odd Semestersonly at the
end of Odd Semestersand coursesof Even Semestersonly at the end of Even semes-
ters.

MEDIUM OF INSTRUCTION

The medium of instruction in the classeds English. However, informal help can be
extendedto Hindi medium studentswherever it is feasiblefor the teacherin ques-
tion to extendany suchhelp.

PASSPERCENTAGE

The passpercentagein eachpaper shall be 40%.

No student would be allowed to avail of more than THREE chancesto passany pa-

per inclusive of the first attempt.

Promotion Rulesfor all the PostGraduate (M.A, M.Sc. and M.Com.) Coursesun-
der the SemesterScheme.

17
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a)

b)

d)

2)

a)

b)

d)
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PassPercentagef Promotion Criteria

The minimum marks required to passany paper in a semestershall be 40%
in theory and 40% in Practical, wherever applicable. The student must se-
cure 40% in the End SemesterExamination and 40% in the total of End Se-
mester Examination & Internal Assessmenbf the paper for both theory &
practical separately.

No student will be detainedin | or Il Semesteron the basis of his/her per-
formancein | or Il Semesterexamination; i.e. the studentwill be promoted
automatically from | to Il andlll to IV Semester.

A student shall be eligible for promotion from 1% year to 2" year of the
courseprovided he/shehaspassed50% papersof | and Il Semestertaken to-
gether. However, he/shewill haveto clear the remaining paperswhile study-
ing in the 2" year of the programme.

Studentswho do not fulfill the promotion criteria (c) aboveshall be declared
fail in the part concerned.However they shall have the option to retain the
marks in the papersin which they have securedPassmarks asper clause(a)
above

A studentwho hasto reappearin a paper prescribed for Semester/lll may
do so only in the odd Semester Examinations to be held in Novem-
ber/December.A student who hasto reappearin a paper prescribed for Se-
mesterll/IV may do soonly in the evenSemesterexaminations to be held In
April/May.

Reappearancdn passedpapers:

A student may reappear in any theory paper prescribed for a Semester,on
forgoing in writing her/his previous performance in the paper/s concerned.
This can be done onceonly in the immediate subseqient semesterexamina-
tion only (for example, a student reappearing in a paper prescribed for Se-
mester | examination, may do so along with the immediate next Semesterlll
examinationsonly).

A candidate who has cleared the papers of Part Il (lll &IV Semestes) may
reappear in any paper of lll or IV Semesteronly once,at the immediate sub-
sequentexamination on foregoing in writing her/his previous performance in
the paper/sconcerned,within the prescribed spanperiod.

(Note: The candidate of this categorywill not be eligible to join any higher course of
study)

In the caseof reappearancein a paper, the result will be prepared on the basis
of candidatels current performance in the examination.

In the caseof a candidate, who opts to re-appear in any paper/s under the
aforesaid provisions, on surrendering her/his earlier performance but fails to

18
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re-appear In the paper/sconcerned,the marks previously securedby the can-
didate in the paper/sin which she/hehasfailed to re-appear shall be taken in-
to accountwhile determining her/his result of the examination held currently.

e) Reappearancein Practical examinations,dissertation, Project and field work
shall not be allowed.

f) A student who reappearsin a paper shall carry forward the internal asses-
ment marks, originally awarded.

DIVISION CRITERIA

1) Division Criteria:

A studentwho passesall the papersprescribedfor Semesten & 1l examinations
would be eligible for the degree.Sucha student shall be categorizedon the ba-
sisof the combinedresult of Semester & Il Semesterexaminationsasfollows:

60%o0r more FirstDivision
50%o0r more but lessthan 60%SecondDivision

40%o0r more but lessthan 50%r hird Division

QUALIFYING PAPERS

In casethere is such a requirement, the Department may decideto offer not more
than 2 qualifying coursesfor the studentswho have not done Philosophy before or
studentswho have beenfound to be lacking necessaryexposureto the subject but
have the potential to pursue Philosophy Programme as demonstrated by their per-
formancein the Admission Test. The evaluation of thesequalifying coursesmay be
undertaken at the Department level and a separateCertificate may be issuedby the
Head of the Department for the same.Only those students shall be allowed to ap-
pear in the final Semesterexamination who havefulfilled the requirements of pass-
ing the qualifying courses.

SPAN PERIOD

No student shall be admitted as a candidate for the examination for any of the
Parts/Semestersafter the lapse of 4 years from the date of admissionto the Part-
I/'Semesterl-1 of the M. A. (Philosophy)Programme.

CREDIT REQUIREMENTS

Each Courseshall carry 4 Credits.
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Total Credits per semestershall be 20.

The studentsare allowed to take 2 optional coursesof 4 credits eachtotaling 8 cred-
its outside the department. The list of departments where students are allowed to
take thesecoursesshall be notified on the notice board of the department from time
to time.

Over 4 semestersthe Total Credits shall be 80.

COURSE CONTENT FOR EACH COURSE
Semesten

PHIL 101: CLASSICAL INDIAN PHILOSOPHY |

This paperdiscusseshe debatebetweerthe essentialist¢s v a b h U y asrepedentad

by the Vedas,Upaniads,Ny U-Y a iJiIéae.]ainism,ano[othernor_r[Budo_Ihistsystemspn

the one hand,andthe anti-essentialist¢ni® v a b h U y li&kevNOUdgi Chr apdhie @om-

mentatorC a n d r arkth@ othen,on theissuesof the nature status,andstructureof re-

ality. In brief, theS v a b h U v maintaidthatashing hasits own, i.e. independenes- i

senceor naturewhich is unchanginglyeternal (=Being), while the Nivs vab h Uvav Udi n's
like N U g U rdenyinby sayingthatontologicallya thing is dependentharisingor per-
spectivegenerated=becoming).

EssentialReadings

1. NUsadyasl kta (The Hymn of the Origin) of the "Ejveda(1977).10" MadJ dla, Sl kta
129in Panikkar,Raimundo,TheVedicExperienceMantramdijarQ Delhi,  Motilal
Banarsidassl977,pp. 54-59.

2. ChlhdogyaUpanitad with $aé kara-bhOlya, Chapter6, in Som Raj Gupta (transh-
tion), The Word Speaksto the Faustian Man, Vol. 4, Delhi, Motilal Banarasidas,
2001.Without bhUhya, translationin (i) RadhakrishnarS., ThePrincipal Upanitads
London, GeorgeAllen & Unwin, 1974, pp. 446-467; and (ii) The TwelvePrinciple
Upanitads Vol II, R. L. Mitra andE.B. Cowell (tr.), NagpublishersDelhi 1978).

3. Syvdamdijari of Malli'téfa (1933).A.B. Dhruva(ed.),Poona,1933(Chapter1-
30). Translationby F.W. Thomas,TheFlowers'Sprayof the Quodammodd®octrine:
$roMalli'erad roSydvidamaijarg AkademeVerlag, Stutgart,1960,pp. 129-165.

4. Madhyamak$ $ira of NOgUjuna with the commentaryPrasannapatlby Can-
drakgti, (1960).P.L. Vaidya(ed.),DarbhangaThe Mithil a Institute(Chapter 1).
Translationin Mervyn Sprung, Lucid Exposition of the Middle Way, London,
Routledge& KeganPaul,pp.32-75.

5. Jaimini's Mgn8 sUsl tra, Chapterl, with KumUrila Bha a and Prabhlkaraés De-
bateon Arthatantra.

Further Readings
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1. Brereton,JoelB. (1999).fEdifying puzzlementEyvedal0.129andthe usesof enig-
map Journal of Americanoriental societyl119, pp.248-260.

2. Ranade,R.V. (1986). A Constructive Survey of Upanitddic Philosophy Bombay:
BharatiyaVidya Bhavan.

3. SharmapPBaldev Raj. (1972).The Conceptof Utmanin the Principal Upanitdds.Del-
hi: DineshPublications.

4. Perrett,Roy W. (ed.). (2001). Indian philosophy:A collection of readings Vol. 3:
MetaphysicsNew York: GarlandPublishinginc.

5. Shah,Nagin J. (ed.). (2000). Jaina theory of multiple facets of reality and truth
(AnekhtaWtla). Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass.

6. Murti, TRV. (1970). The central philosophyof Buddhism.London GeorgeAllen &
Unwin.

7. Garfield, Jay. (1995). The fundamentawisdomof the middle way. Oxford: Oxford
UniversityPress.

8. KalupahanaD.J. (1991). Mi lamadhyamakalktik U of NOgUjuna: The philosophyof
themiddleway.Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass.

9. Mohanty,J.N. (2000).Classicallndian philosophy:An introductorytext. New Delhi:
Oxford University Press.

10.Jha,Ganganath&1909). $lokaWttika, S tra-I to IV Calcutta.Pp.:112

11.Jha,Ganganath&1933). $abara-BhUla Vol.-| Chapterl, Baroda. pp.1-48

12.Rao0,B. Suryanarair{1949). $roJaiminisl tras, Ramanpublication,Banglore.

13.DevasthaliG. V. (1959). Mgnlti st TheVikhya$ Etraof ancientindia, Bombay.

14.FrancisX. D'sa,S. J.(1980).$abdapiUmUtyamin $abaraand Kum(tila, Vienna.

15.A. Ramulu,Dr. (1990). Bhd & Prabhlkara Mgn(s sUMysore.

PHIL 102: GREEK PHILOSOPHY

Greekphilosophyresonateshroughwhateverwe do in philosophytoday. We will start
the coursewith P | a Ewthymhro.We will studyP | a ideaéaboutvirtue, knowledge,
andmethodin philosophythroughthe Meno.Platd®d sxplorationsin theii S ubme and
Cawe (ortionsin the Republicremainscentralto this day regardinga conceptionof the
world andthe thingsin it andthe statusof their existence While this coursewill cover
that,it will alsocoverAr i s ttlought@whatnatureis, whatwe shouldstudywhen
we studynature whatthe four causesre,andwhy luck is not a cause To addto this, we
will alsodo sectiondfrom A r i s t De Arima,dry8ng to figure out an early exploration
of issuegelatedto philosophyof mind.

EssentialReadings
1. Reeve,C.D.C.(ed.).(2012).Platas Euthyphroand Mena In A Plato reader: Eight
essentiadialoguesIndianapolisHackettPublishing.

2. Lee,DesmondLee (introductionandtranslator.)(1974).PlatoG republic (Sun,Line
andCave). HarmondsworthPenguinClassics.
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Charlton,W. (translator).(2006) Aristotleds physics(Book Il, Chaptersl to 8). Ox-
ford: ClarendonPress;and selectionsfrom De Anima (The soul asbodily organiza-
tion,. In JohnHeilé (1994),Philosophyof mind, pp. 31-35)

Further Readings

=

8.

9.

Charlton,W. (2006).Aristotleds physicsBook | andll). Oxford: ClarendorPress.
Cohoe,C. M. (2014).Nousin Aristotle'sde anima.Philosophycompas® (9), 594
604.

Hamlyn, D.W. (1993). Aristotles de anima (Books Il and Ill). Oxford: Clarendon
Press.

Harte,V. (2008).Platas metaphysicsin Gail Fine (ed.), Oxford handbookof Plato.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Lee,D. (translator)(1974).Plato: Therepublic.New York: PenguinClassics.

Lewis, F. (2009).Formandmatter.In G. Anagnostopouloged.),A companiorto Ar-
istotle (pp 162-185).New York: Blackwell.

. Miller, C.(2013).Theeuthyphradilemma.ln Blackwellinternationalencyclopediaf

ethics(pp. 1-7). New York: Blackwell.

NussbaumM. C. & Rorty, A. (eds.).(1995).Essay=n Aristotle'sde anima Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Reeve,C.D.C. (ed.).(2012).A Plato reader: Eight essentialreadings.Indianapolis:
HackettPublishing.

10. Scott,D. (2006).Platots meno.CambridgeCambridge University Press.

PHIL: 103:FORMAL LOGIC

This coursewill covertruth functionallogic, quantificationtheory,relationsandidentity,

andnormalmodallogics. Someissuesegardingphilosophicalogic will alsobecovered.
Theseissueswill involve the relation betweennatural languageand symbolic logic.

Stresss on makingstudentsadeptat derivations.

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

Hurley, P. (2014) A conciseintroductionto logic (12th Revisededition), (Chapterss,
7, 8). WadsworthPublishingCo Inc.

Priest, G. (2001) An introduction to non-classical logic (Chapters2 and 3).
Cambridge CambridgeUniversity Press.

Grice H. P.(1989).Logic and conversationln Studiesin the way of words (pp. 22-
40).HarvardUniversity Press.

Borg, E. & Lepore,E. (2001).Symboliclogic andnaturallanguageln Dale Jacquette
(Ed.),Companiorto philosophicallogic. Blackwell.

In final exam,30 markswill be from Hurley, 30 from Priest,and 10 markswill be
from GriceandBorg/Lepore.

Further Readings
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1. PapineauD. (2012). PhilosophicaldevicesProofs,probabilities,possibilities,and

sets.Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Melia. J. (2014).Modality, central problemsn philosophy Routledge.

3. RussellB. (1922).Logic astheessencef philosophy.in Our knowledgeof the ex-
ternalworld. UK: GeorgeAllen andUnwin.

no

PHIL 104:ETHICS

What oughtl to do? Questionssuchasthis areraisedin the realm of normativeethics.
This coursewill look at someethical theoriesthat engagewith this and closelyrelated
guestionslt will surveyhow thesetheoriesattemptto provide principlesto determine
what is good or bad, right or wrong. Aristotle approacheshe questionof morality in

termsof happines. To Mill the principle of Utility or the greateshappines®f the grea-

estnumberis the coreprinciple. While for Kant it is only by beingrationalthatanagent
can makethe right choice. Somecritical views are included. Additionally, this course
cortainsa readingon careethicswhich claimsthatmostof the abovetheoriesignorethe
experienceof women.Two readingson Indian ethicsare includedaswell in orderthat
normativeethicsmaybe exploredin amorecomprehensivavay.

EssentialReadings

1. Aristotle. (1980, reprint). The nicomacheanethics. W. D. Ross (Trans.). J. L.
Ackrill& J. O. Urmson (revised). Oxford: New York. (Sections1094a1096al0,
1097a151100a101102a1109b28).

2. Kant, I. (1958, reprint). The moral law or Kantds groundworkof the metaphysicof
morals.H. J. Paton(Trans.).Hutchison& Co.LTD. (Chaptersl & 2)

3. Mill; J.S.(1962,reprint). Utilitarianism In Mary Warnock(ed.),J. S.Mill 6 stilitari-
anism: On liberty & essayson Bentham.London: The FontanaLibrary. (Chapters2
& 3).

4. NietzscheF. (1954, reprint). Beyondgoodand evil. In The philosophyof Nietzsche
New York: TheModernLibrary, (Partsc& 7).

5. KorsgaardC. (2007,reprint)K a n fornslaof universallaw. In RussShaferLandau
(ed.)Ethical theory: An anthology Oxford: Blackwell.

6. Williams, Bernard.(1972).Morality: An introductionto ethics Middlesex,England:
PenguinBooksLtd. (Chapterl1, Utilitarianism).

7. Baier, A. (2000, reprint). The needfor more than justice. In JamesE. White (ed)
Contemporarymoral problems California: Wadsworth Pp.89-96

8. Turmman (trans.) (2001, reprint). The skill in meanssutra. New Delhi: Motilal
BanarsidasgPart® 20,22,30,33,35,45,57 & Part3).

9. A. Mahadevé&astri(trans.)(1901). TheBhagavadGita, (With thecommentaryof Sri
SankaracaryaMysore:The G.T.A. PrintingWorks. SecondEdition. (Verses47-50
in chapter?; verse20in chapter2; verses/-12in chapters)

Further Readings
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1. SchneewindJ.B. (1992). Autonomy, obligation and virtue: An overviewof K a rst 0
moral philosophy.In Paul Guyer (ed.) The Cambridgecompanionto Kant (pp. 309
341).CambridgeCUP.

2. OO0 N eQ. (2000,reprint). A simplified accountof K a n etliics.In JamesE. White
(ed.),Contemporarymoral problems(pp 49-55). California: Wadsworth.

3. Miri, M. (1986).FreedomresponsibilityandagencyIn M. Miri (ed.),Five essay®n
Kant. Shillong: NEHU.

4. Mackie,J.(1979).Ethics: Inventingright andwrong. London:PenguinBooks.

5. Adorno,T. (2000).Problemsin moral philosophy CambridgePolity Press.

6. Bilimoria, P, JosepHPrabhuandSharmaRenuka(eds.)(2007).Indian ethics:Class-
cal traditionsand contemporarychallengegvolumel). New Delhi: OUP.

7. Williams, Bernard(1973) Morality: An introductionto ethics. Middlesex: Penguin
(Chapter® & 10). )

8. Majumdar, M. (2013). The Bhagavad@ t Rkvisiting its ethical content in Vibha
Chaturvedi and Pragati Sahni (eds.) Understandingethics (pp. 106-117). India:
Macmillan.

SEMESTERII

PHIL 201: CLASSICAL INDIAN PHILOSOPHY I

This paperwill introducethe studentsto an understandingf the theoriesof p r asm U
especiallyperceptionjnferenceandword. Thefocuswill be on the criteriafor andcha-
acteristicsof knowledge criteriathat may setlimits to whatwe canknow, andcharacte-
istics that may mark off knowledgefrom merebelief. The chief questionsthat will en-
gageour attentionare:definition of valid knowledge criteriafor testingthe proposedra-
lidity, instrumentsf valid knowledge andtheir respectiveaccounts.

EssentialReadings

1. Ny Oy a sfiGautamaandV Ut s y UB Ial-&n,aSoI st -4 1 Ganganathalha
(tr),Ny O y a sithB h’ WaofVUt sy, LPyoaanOauental Book Agency, 1939.
Also,inNy Uy awith B h'HhofV Ut s y,translaticnandexpositionby Mrinal
Kanti Gangopadhyayd Vols., Calcutta,IndianStudies.

2. Tarkasalgraha of Annad bhéa, on Pratyaki, A n u mUand$ a b, dnaAthalye,
Y.V. andBodas,M.R. (ed. & tr.), Tarkasa@ graha, reprint, Bombay,1974,pp. 211-
292,327-359,364-368. Also, in GopinathBhattacharydtr. & ed.), Tarkasa@ graha
d 0 p onKadtkasaxgraha Calcutta,Progressivéublishers1994.

3. Pr aAmsamuccaya)f Di g n Ghapteron Perception,in MasaakiHattori (tr. &
annotated)D i g n du Beaception Harvard, HarvardUniversity, 1969.

4. Introductionto S WkhyaYogaPhilosophyandKaivalyapadaf YogaST t r a's .

Further Readings

24



25

1. Potter,Karl (ed.) (19771993). Encyclopediaof Indian philosophiesIntroductionto
Vols. Il & VI ( Ny Wyaei/il&)a Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass.

2. ChatterjeeS.C.(1941).N y Uthemryof knowledgeCalcutta.

3. Datta,D.M. (1950).Sixwaysof knowing.Calcutta.

4. Matilal, B.K. (1986).Perception:An essayon classicallndian theoriesof knowledge.
Oxford: ClarendorPress )

5. HayesRichard.(1988).Di g n dntheinterpretationof signs.D. Reidel& Co.

6. Mookerjee, S. (1975). Buddhist philosophy of universal flux. Delhi: Motilal
Banarsidass.

7. Perrett,Roy W. (2001). Indian philosophy:A collection of readings(Vol. |, Epist-
mology).New York & London:GarlandPublishing,2001.

8. Crane, Tim and French,Craig (eds.).(Spring 2017 Edition). i P r o bdf peme-
ti onla. N. Zalta(ed.), Stanford encyclopedia Retrieved from
<https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/spr2017/entries/perceptaisiems

9. Bijalwan, C.D. (1977). Indian theory of knowledge based upon Jayant ads
Ny Uy a m&H ljl)aDeldi: HeritagePublishers.

10. Prabhavanand&wami and Isherwood,Christopher(1953). The yoga aphorismsof
Patafijali (ChapterlV). Madras:Sri Ramakrishnaviath.

11.Verma,G.L. (2009).P Ut a fyggad lat NewsDelhi: ChowkambhaSanskritSe-
ries.

12.Ballantyne J.R. (1995).TheS E_x'l_khyaaphprismsnf Kapila. New Delhi.

13.SharmapDr. Har Dutt (1933).S &khyaK U r ,iP&oba.

Phil 202: MODERN WESTERN PHILOSOPHY

Modernwesternphilosophy,startingwith Descarteshasa certainepistemologicaturnto
it. While somephilosopherdike Descartesand Leibnitz tracedthe origin andvalidity of
knowledgeprimarily to reasonptherslike Locke andHumetracedit to senseexperience.
Kant criticized both approache$ placingemphasison the contributionof the knowing
mind. But hewasalsoskepticalof reasorreachingout of experienceandgraspingat ob-
jects that we have no experienceof. This paperwill deal with the question of how
knowledgeof reality becomegpossible andwhatcanandcannotbe known.

EssentialReadings

1. DescartesR. (1996).Meditationsland2. Cottinghaml (Trans.)[with anintroduction
by BernardWilliams]. U.K.: CambridgeUniversityPress.

2. Locke,J.,& GeorgeFabyanCollection(1690).Neitherprinciplesnorideasareinnate
(Book I). An essayconcerninghumanunderstandingp.37 115) London: Thomas
Bassett.

3. Leibniz, W. (1973).Monadology (till section83). Necessaryand contingenttruths.

In G. H. R. Parkinson(ed.) Leibniz Philosophicalwritings. Dent:Ev er y rhian 6 s
brary.

4. Hume, David. (1975). An enquiry concerninghuman understanding(3"® edition),
with introductionby L.A.Selby-Bigge,.Sectiond to V, VII andXIl.
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5. Kant, I. (1998). Critique of pure reason Guyer Paul& Wood Allen (Trans.).U.K:
CambridgeUniversity Press. Introduction (2" ed of Critique) pp. 136152, Tran-
scendentalesthetic: (2" edition of Critique): p172184, TranscendentaDeduction
of pure conceptsof Understandingp 24571 264, On the Schematisnof Pure Con-
ceptsof Understandingpp.271-77.

Further Readings

1. Larmore,C. (2014).The first meditation:Skepticaldoubtand Certainty.In D. Cun-
ning (ed.).Cambridgecompaniorto Descartegpp.48-67). Cambridge CUP.

2. Alanen,L. (2014).The secondmeditationandthe natureof the humanmind. In D.
Cunning(ed.), Cambridgecompanionto Descartegpp. 88-106). Cambridge:Cam-
bridgeUniversity Press.

3. Brown, Deborah.(2014). The sixth meditation:Descartesand the embodiedsef. In
D. Cunning (ed.), Cambridgecompanionto Descartes(pp. 240-257). Cambridge:
CambridgeUniversity Press.

4. Strickland, L. (2014). LeibnizZs monadology:A new translation and guide. Edin-
burgh:EdinburghUniversity Press.

5. StrawsonP.F.(1964).Monads.In Individuals(pp.117-136) London:Methuen.

6. Bennett,J. (2001). Leibniz arrivesat monads.Learning from six philosophers\Val-
ume2 (Chapterl2, pp.224-239).Oxford: Oxford University Press.

7. BeebeeH. (2007).Hume on cawsation:the projectivistinterpretation.In Huw Price
& RichardCorry (eds.),Causation physics,and the constitutionof reality: Russell's
republicrevisited(pp. 224-249). Oxford University Press.

8. BeebeeH. (2011).Hume'simpacton causationThephilosophersmagazing54), pp.
75-79.

9. Owen,D. (2009).Humeandthe mechanic®f mind: impressionsideas,andassoci-
tion. In David FateNorton & JacquelineAnne Taylor (eds.),Thecambridgecompan-
ion to Hume(pp. 70-104). Cambridge CambridgeUniversity Press.

10.Kant, I. (1998).Deductionof PureConceptf UnderstandingCritique of pure pea-
son.GuyerPaul& WoodAllen (Tr) U.K: CambridgeUniversityPressp 21944,

11.Cleve,J.Van. (1999). Necessityanalyticityandthe a priori. In Problemsfrom Kant
(pp. 15-33). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

12.Falkenstein,Lorne. (2010). K a n tramscendentahesthetic.in GrahamBird (ed.),
Blackwellcompaniorto Kant (pp. 140-153) Blackwell Publishing.

13.PereboomD. (2010).K a rs m&aphysicahndtranscendentaleductionsin Graham
Bird (ed.),Blackwellcompaniorto Kant (pp. 154-168).Blackwell Publishing.

PHIL 203: META ETHICS

Metaethicsis that branchof ethicaltheorythat asks,not aboutthe contentof morality,

but aboutits status.ls morality a humaninvention?A divine creation?Somethingelse?
Canwe havemoral knowledge,and,if so how? Are moral requirementsationally com-

pelling? Do we alwayshaveexcellentreasondo do what morality commandsusto do?
Forthe presentourse the centralmetaethicafjuestionwould be aboutthe truth of moral
claims,i.e.,abouttheir objectivity.
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EssentialReadings

1. Hume,D. (2007) Of the influencing motivesof the will; Moral distinctionsnot de-
rived from reasonln R. ShaferLandau(Ed.) Ethical theory: An anthology( pp.817).
Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

2. Ayer A.J. (2007).A critique of ethics.In R. ShaferLandau(Ed.) Ethical theory: An
anthology(pp. 18-24). Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

3. Mackie, J.L. (2007). The subjectivity of values.In R. ShaferLandau(Ed.) Ethical
theory: An anthology(pp.2535). Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

4. Harman,G. (2007). Moral relativism defended.In R. ShaferLandau(Ed.) Ethical
theory: Ananthology(pp.4150). Oxford: Blackwell publishers..

5. Midgley, M. (2007).Trying out on&s new sword.In R. ShaferLandau(Ed.) Ethical
theory: An anthology.Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

6. Moore, G.E (2007). The subjectmatterof ethics.In R. ShaferLandau(Ed.) Ethical
theory: Ananthology(pp.5861). Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

7. Landau,R. Shafer(2007).Ethicsasphilosophy:A defenseof ehicalnon-naturalisml
In R. ShaferLandau(Ed.) Ethical theory: An anthology (pp.6271). Oxford: Black-
well publishers.

8. Smith, M. (1993). Realism.In PeterSinger(Ed.), A companionto ethics. Oxford:
Blackwell publishers.

9. Dancy,Jonathan(2007).An unprincipledmorality. In R. ShaferLandau(Ed.) Ethi-
cal theory: An antholay ( pp.7276). Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

*All readingsare convenientlyavailablein LandauRussShafer(Ed.) (2007). Ethical

theory:Ananthology Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

Further Readings

1. Miller A. (2003. Anintroductionto contemporarynetaethicsCambridgePolity.

2. Landau,Shafer,R. (2007).Moral rationalism In R. ShaferLandau(Ed.), Ethicalthe-
ory:An anthology.Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

3. Foot, P. (2007). Morality as a systemof hypotheticalimperatives.In RussShafer
Landau(Ed.), Ethical theory: An anthology Oxford: Blackwell publishers.

4. McDowell, J. (2007).Valuesandsecondaryjualities.In R. ShaferLandau& T. Cu-
neo(Eds.),Foundationof ethics: An anthology.Oxford: Blackwell publishes.

PHIL 204:CRITICAL PHILOSOPHICAL TRADITIONS OF INDIA

This courseis focusedon alternativeandliving philosophicatraditionsof which arecrit-
ical aboutdominantconstructionsof Indian philosophy.The philosophyhasredefined
throughtheseselectivewritings againstorahminicalandidealisticnotionsof Indian phi-
losophy.

I. Whatis Philosophy?
Philosophys Religion
Marxist andFeministcritique of Philosophy
Feministcritique of Philosophy
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Ethicalprecedeneto MetaphysicgEthicsasfirst Philosophy)

Il. Problematizatioof Dominanttradition of IndianPhilosophy
Whatis IndianPhilosophy?
BrahminicalCharacterizatioof Indian Philosophy(Radhakrishnartliriyanna,
P.T.Raju)
Marxist/Materialistcritique of IndianPhilosophy(M.N. Roy, RahuSankrutyayan,
DebiprasadChattopadhyaya)
Contestatiorof DominancePowerandSocioi culturalpractices

lll. PhilosophyRedefinedn Indiancontext
Dogmasof IndianPhilosophy(S.N. DasguptapndMyths of IndianPhilosophy
(Dayakrishna)
ContestingdominancePowerandsocialcultural practices
Critical Philosophicaktudies(Critical Theoryof Frankfort) Philosophyascritical
studyin the contextof living praxis
PhilosophyassocialexpressiorandRole of Organicintellectuals

IV. Critical IndianPhilosophy
Sramaniandfolk traditions
MedievalSubalterrBhakti traditions(Kabir, Veerabrahmendrswamy,Vemana)

V. Philosophyin the ContemporaryContextof India
IndianRenaissance/EmergenaieContemporaryndia andimplicationsfor Philosophy

VI. Traditionof SocialRationality
lytheethassPhule,Periyar,NarayanaGuruandLakshmiNarasu

VII. Reconstuctionof IndianPhilosophy
Philosophyasexpressiorof ordinary/Jussociety/Moralcommunity/Humanistiand
RationalisticReligion
A mb e d knathodaadvision of IndianPhilosophy

EssentialReadings

1. Dayakrishna(1991). Threemythsaboutindian philosophy.In Indian philosophy:A
counterperspectiveDelhi: Oxford University Press.

2. DasguptaS.N. (1982).Dogmasof Indian philosophy.In PhilosophicalessaysNew
Delhi: Motilal Banarsida$’ublications

3. PratimaBowes,(1983).Whatis Indian aboutindian philosophy.In S.S. RamaRao,
Pappuand R. Puligandia(eds.), Indian philosophy: Past and future. New Delhi:
SouthAsianBooks.

4. Levy, Albert William. (1974).Introduction In Philosophyas social expression.Chi-
cago:Universityof ChicagoPress.

5. Roy, M.N. (2007).Introduction.In K. Satchidanadurty (ed.), Evolutionof Indian
philosophyDelhi: DK PrintWorld.
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6. Roy,M.N. (1982).Materialism Delhi: AjantaPublications

7. Chattopadhyayd)ebi Prasad(1976). Excerptsfrom Whatis living and deadin In-
dian philosophy Mumbai: PeopledPublishingHouse.

8. Pande,G.C(1978).Sramanaradition. AhmedabadL.D. Instituteof Indology.

9. Mehrotra,AravindaKrishna. (2011). Selectedexcerptsfrom Songsof Kabir. Delhi:
Everyman.

10.Kesava Kumar, P. (2008). Subaltern philosopher Saint
PotuluriVeerabrahmendraswamyournal of Dravidian studies5 & 6 (3-4 & 1-2),
19-21.

11.DeshpandeG.P. (Ed.) (2002). Gulamgiri. From Selectedwritings of Jothirao Phule
Delhi: Leftword Books.

12.Aloysius, G. Dalit-Subalternself-identifications. lyothee Thassarand Thamizhan
Delhi: Critical Quest.

13.LakshmiNarasu,P. (2002).In G. Aloysius (ed), Selectedexcerptsfrom Religion of
modernBuddhist Wordsmiths.

14.VeeramaniK. (2005).(Comp.).Selectedexcerptsfrom Collectedworks of Periyar
EVR.ChennaiPeriyarSelf RespecMovementPropagandénstitution.

15. Guru, SreeNarayanaJati Mimamsa.In Works of SreeNarayanaGuru. Retrieved
from http://www.gurudevan.info/forum/jathimamsaa-critigue-of-castet34.html

16. Ambedkar B.R. Selectedexcerptdrom Philosophyof hinduism,Riddlesof hinduism,
Annihilation of caste,Buddhaand his dhammaMumbai: Governmenbf Maharas-
tra.

Further Readings

1. Omvedt,Gail. (2009).SeekingBegumpuraThesocial vision of anti-casteintellecu-
als. Delhi: Navayana.

2. Mani, Braj Ranjan. (2014).Knowledgeand powerdiscourseof transformation Del-

hi: Manohar.

HorkheimerMarx. (2002).Critical theory: SelectedgssaysNew York: Continuum.

Riepe,Dale M. (1961).Naturalistictradition in Indian thought.Seattle:University of

WashingtorPress.

5. Riepe,Dale M. (1979). Indian philosophysince independenceCalcutta: Research
India Publications.

6. Rao,A. P.(1984. Politics of philosophy:A Marxian analysis.HumanitiesPress.

7. JanetA. Kourany(Ed.) (1998).Introduction:Philosophyin afeministvoice?.In Phi-
losophyin a feminist voice, critiques and reconstructions(pp 3-16). Princeton:
PrincetonUniversity Press.

8. Levinas, Immanuel. (1989). Ethics as first philosophy.In SeanHand (ed.), The
Levinasreader(pp.7%87). Oxford: Blackwell.

9. Tempels,Placide (2010).In searchof Bantu philosophy.Bantu philosophy(ppl3
37).0rlando:HBS Publishing.

10. Radhkrishnan,S. (2009). Introduction. Indian philosophy Vol.L Delhi: Oxford
University Press.
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11.Aloysius,G. (1998). Religion as an emancipatoryidentity: A Buddhistmovement
amongthe Tamilsundercolonialism.New Delhi: New Age International.

12.DharwadkerVinay. (2003).Kabir. Selectedexcerptdrom Kabir: The weaverssongs.
New Delhi: Penguinbooks.

13.Vemana(2008).In C.P. Brown (trans.) Versesf VemanaForgottenBooks

PHIL 301:ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

Metaphysicaldiscoursecalls forth a linguistic treatmentn the shapeof the fundamental
guestionasto how languagerelatesto reality. The courseaimsto show how this trarns-

parencyand determinacyof meaningwas soughtto be ensuredn both logical atormism

(early Wittgensteinand Russell) and logical positivism (Ayer or Carnap)through a

unique analysisof eachindividual propositioninto a set of presemanticsimples.The

secondphaseof the courseis an attackon this essentialisegendaof an ideal language
and its supposedlytransparentelation with reality, covering principally the views of

QuineandlaterWittgenstein.

EssentialReadings

1. RussellB. (1971).Problemsof philosophy New York: OUP,Chapterd,V, IX, X.

2. Carnap,Rudolf. (1959).The elimination of metaphysica In Ayer A.J. (ed), Arthur
Pap(trans.),Logical positivism.Macmillan: New York.

3. Moore,G.E.(1925). A defenceof commonsenseln J. H. Muirhead(ed.), Contan-
porary British philosophy(2nd series).U.K: GeorgeAllen and Unwin Reprintedin
G. E. Moore, (1959)Philosophicalpapers.New York: Macmillan

4. QuineW.V.0. (1965). Two dogmasof empiricism.In Ammerman(ed.), Classicsof
analyticphilosophy Bombay,New Delhi: TataMcGrawHill.

5. Ryle, Gilbert. (1932). On systematickly misleadingexpressionsin Proceedingsof
the Aristoteliansociety NewSeries 32, 139-70.

6. WittgensteinL. (1922).In Pears& McGuinesqTrans.),Tractatuslogico philosoph-
cus London:RoutledgeandKeganPaul,pp. 1i 4.

7. WittgensteinL. (1984).In G.E.M. Anscombe(ed.),R. RheesandG.H. Von Wright
(trans.),Philosophicalinvestigationged.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell, Sections1-88.

Further Readings

1. Russell,B. (1994). Philosophyof logical atomism.In R. C. Marsh (ed.), Logic and
knowledgeNew York: Routledgelecturedli,lll, VI, VIII.

2. BakerG. P.andHacker,P. M.S. (1980). Wittgenstein:Understandingand meaning:
An analytical commentaryon the philosophicalinvestigationsvol. 1. Oxford: Basil
Blackwell.

3. Carnap,Rudolf. (1994). Testabilityandmeaning.In AmmermanR.R. (ed.), Classics
of analyticphilosophyLondonandNew York : Routledge.

4. Frege,G., (1967).Thought:A logical enquiry.In P. F. Strawson(ed.), Philosophical
logic. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
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Glock,H. J.A. (2005).A Wittgensteirdictionary.USA, UK: Blackwell.

Lycan,W.G. (2008).Philosophyof languageNY, London:Routledge.

Monk, R. (2005).How to read WittgensteinLondon: GrantaBooks.

Quine,W. V. 0. (1953).On what thereis. In From a logical point of view. USA:

HUP.

9. Quine,W. V. 0. (1960).Wordandobject.USA: HUP, Chapter andll.

10. RaatikainenPanu.(2013). What was analytic philosophy?Journal for the history of
analytical philosophy?2 (1).

11.Russell,Bertrand.(1994). In R.C.Marsh(ed.), Logic and knowledge New York :
Routledgeand,Lecturell, 11l andVI.

12.SteniusE., (1960).Wittgensteifs Tractatus:A critical expositionof its mainlines of

thought.U K: Basil Blackwell.

© N O

PHIL 302: CONTINENTAL PHILOSOPHY I

In this paperwe look at the works of someof the philosophersvho havehad a lasting
impacton philosophizingin the continent.Thoughthe list of suchthinkersis very long,
the following selectionhasbeenconfinedto only thosephilosopheravho not only inau-
guratednewdirectionsin philosophybut havecontinuedto havelastingimpacton subs-
guentphilosophers.

EssentialReadings

1. Hegel,G.W. F. (1966).Prefaceo Thephenomenologgf spirit, Sectionsl, 2 & 4. In
WalterKaufmann(ed.& trans.),Hegel: Text® commentaryNew York: Anchor.OR
Yovel, Y. (2005).Hegebs prefaceto the phenomenologgf spirit, Sectionsl, 2 &4.
YirmiyahuYovel (tr. and running commentary).Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

2. Husserl,E. (2006).In Ingo Farin & JamesG. Hart (trans.), The basic problemsof
phenomenologyChaptersl & 7. Dordrecht:Springer.

3. Heidegger, M. (1993). What is metaphysics?in David Farrell Krell (ed.), M.
Heidegger:BasicWritings (2" edition). New York: Harper& Row.

4. Freud,S. (1975).Theegoandtheid (Chaptersl to 3). In Thestandardedition of the
completegpsychologicalvorksof Sigmund-reud. London: The HogarthPress.

Further Readings

=

Kojeve,A. (1969).Introductionto thereadingof Hegel.New York: BasicBooks.

2. Hyppolite,J.(1979).Thegenesisand structureof Hegets phenomenologyEvanston:
Northwesterrlniversity Press.

3. SchachtR. (1972).A commentaryon the prefaceto Hegets phenomenologyf spir-
it. Philosophicalstudies23, 1-31.

4. De Boer, T. (1978). The developmentof Husserts thought. The Hague: Marti-

nusNijhoff.
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o

SpiegelbergH. (1982).PhenomenologicahovementT he Hague:MartinusNijhoff.

Mehta,J. L. (1967). The philosophyof Martin Heidegger.Varanasi:Banaraddindu

UniversityPress.

7. Freud,S. (1975).0n narcissismin Thestandardedition of the completepsycholog
cal worksof Sigmundrreud. London: TheHogarthPress.

8. Freud,S. (1975).The UnconsciousIn The standardedition of the completepsyctlo-
logical worksof SigmundFreud. London: The HogarthPress.

9. LaplancheJ. & Pontalis,J. B. (1974). Thelanguageof psychoanalysisNew York:
W. W. Norton.

10.Ricoeur,P.(1977).FreudandphilosophylLondon:Routledge.

11.Mills, J. (n.d.). Origins: On the genesisof psychicreality. Montreal: McGill-Queens
UniversityPress.

12.Mills, J.(2014).Underworlds:Philosophiesof the unconsciousrom psychoanalysis

to metaphysicdNew York: Routledge.

o

PHIL 303:SOCIAL AND POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY (Western)

The natureof man, societyandthe state,andthe relation betweenthem, canbe said to
constitutethe centralconcernof socialandpolitical philosophy.This courselooks at how
this questionhasbeenaddressedrom different perspectives/ideologietn particular, it
focuseson key conceptsthat inform crucial debateselatedto the nation stateand the
political economytodaysuchas,SovereigntyNationhood PropertyandEquality.

EssentialReadings

1. Hobbes,Thomas.(1985).Leviathan (Partll, of CommonwealthCh. 17-22), C. B.
Macphersor{ed.).London PenguinClassics.

2. Rousseau). (1947).Thesocial contract(BK. Il), C. Frankel(trans.revisedanded.).
New York: HafnerPublishingCo.

3. Locke, J. (1937). Treatise of civil government(Ch 5), C. L. Sherman(ed.). New
York,: D.Appletonr Century.

4. Marx, K. (1967). Capital Vol. | (Part IV, Ch 15, Sec.16). Moscow: Progress
Publishers.

5. Rawls, J. (2005). Political liberalism (Ch. IV). New York: Columbia University
Press.

6. Berlin, I. (2012).Doespolitical theorystill exist? In The proper studyof mankind.
Vintage New York.

7. SandelM. (1998).Liberalismandthelimits of justice(ch 1). CambridgeCambridge
UniversityPress.

8. NussbaumM. (2000). Women and cultural universals.In M. Baghramianand A.
Ingram (eds.),Pluralisnt The philosophyand politics of political diversity.London
Routledge.

9. lllich, 1. (1982).Vernaculargender.AlternativesVlll, 293-362.

Further Reading
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1. Foucault, M. (1980). Two lectures (lind Lecture). In C. Gordon (ed.),

Powea/knowledge SussexHarvestePress

AndersonB. (2006).ImaginedcommunitiegCh. Ill). London Versa

3. Arendt,H. (1958). The humancondition (Ch i lll). Chicago:Universityof Chicago
Press.

4. Cohen,G. A. (1979). Capitalism,freedomandthe proletariat In A. Ryan(ed.),The
ideaof freedom:Essaysn honourof Isaiah Berlin. London OUP.

5. Gray,J.(2000).Wherepluralistsandliberalspartcompany.ln M. Baghramian& A.
Ingram (eds.),Pluralismt The philosophyand politics of political diversity.London
Routledge.

6. Berlin, . (2001). Nationalism: Pastneglectand presentpower. In H. Hardy(ed.),
Againstthe current: Essaysn the history of ideas.Princeton PrincetonUniv. Press.

7. Engels,F. (1977). The theory of family, private property and the state (Ch. V).
Moscow:Progresg’ublishers.

8. Habermas,J. (1996). On the relation betweenthe nation, the rule of law, and
democracyln Theinclusionof the other.CambridgeMIT Press.

9. Dallmayr, F. (1978). Political theory at crossroadsln From contractto community
(pp- 1-28). New York: MarcelDelmar, Inc.

10.Herder,J. G. von. (1968).Reflectionson the philosophyof history of mankind (Ch.1,
Bk. VII andVIIl), F. E. Manuel(abridgedandwith introduction).Chicago:Chicago
UniversityPress.

N

PHIL304: SOCIAL AND POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY (Indian)

This coursewill considerthe ideasof social and political philosophyfrom classicalto

contemporarytimes. From classicalageintroducessocial and political conceptiongrom

the sourceof Artha sastraand Buddhisttexts. This coursefurther proceedto the social
and political thinking of contemporaryindian thinkers suchas Sri Aurobindo, Tagore,
Gandhi,B.R. Ambedkar,M. N. Roy, and TarabhaiShide. This courseprovidesthe di-

versetraditionsof socialand political philosophyof India and multi cultural context of

nationandformationof nationstate.This exploresthe issuesof modernnationstateand
modernindian debateson the natureof societyand the state,sovereignty,nationalism,
rights,democracygequalityanddistributivejustice.

EssentialReadings )

1. Kaut 2008)aA.r t h a,SBbektl rsection1-3, Book 6, section96-7, Book 8,
section12728 in TheKaut) | A& mt h a-SParsik R.&. Kangle (trans). Bombay
University: 1972, reprint,Delhi: 2003, Motilal BanarasidasBublishers.

2. Chakravarthi,Uma. (2004). The social philosophyof Buddhismand the problem of
inequality New Delhi: Critical Quest

3. Sri Aurobindo.(1997).Political Writings and Speeches19031910,Vol. 8 (p. 84-86,
92-95, 137-141) from Thecompleteworksof Sri Aurobindo karmayogaPondicherry
Sri AurobindoAshramPubl.Dept.

4. Tagore,R. (1917). Nationalismin India (p. 95-130). In Nationalism New York:
Macmillan
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5. Gandhi,M. K. (1967).Political and national affairs, Vol I, (sec.2&3). Ahmedabad:
NavjeevanTrust.

6. Roy,M.N. (1981).Newhumanism A manifesto New Delhi: AjantaPublications.

7. Ambedkar B. R. (2014). Annihilation of caste(ChapterXIV onwardsincluding Ap-
pendices),pp 5896. Stateand minorities, pp.38%430, VasantMoon (comp.) Dr.
BabasahebAmbedkarwritings and speeches(Vol.1). New Delhi: Dr.Ambedkar
FoundationMinistry of SocialJusticeandEmpowermentGol.

8. Shinde, Tarabhai.(n.d.). Stri purushatulana.In Taru, Susieand K, Laltha (Eds.),
Womenwriting in India: 600 B.C to the present(vol.1). New York: FeministPress,
pp.221235.

9. Shiva,V.(2002).Theworld bank,the WTO,and corporatecontrol overwater, (Ch.1
andCh.4).New Delhi: India ResearchPress.

Further Readings

1. Bhattacharyak. C. (Oct.- Dec.1984)Swarajin Ideas In Indian philosophicalquar-
terly, (SpecialNumber)(4).

2. BharghavaRajeev.(2010).Whatis political theoryand why do we needit ? Delhi:
Oxford University Press.

3. ShahK. J. (1982). Artha and A r t h a.9r)Way of éife: King, householderye-
nouncer(Essaysn honourof LouisDumont).New Delhi: Vikas PublishingHouse.

4. $0nt i,pdj adhar mOn ySedisnsl to26) Sectiones9-60,in Vol. Il
TheM a tbhilrata, Kisari MohanGanguli(trans.).MunshiramManoharlalpublishers

5. Dharampal2000).Panchayataj andl n d pditd (€hs.3&4). In Dharampal: Cal-
lectedwritings, Vol. IV. MapusaGoa:Otherindia Press.

6. Parel,A. (ed.) (1997). Introduction. Gandhi: Hind swaraj and other writings. New
Delhi: CambridgeUniversityPress.

7. Dirks, N. B. (2002). Introduction. Castesof mind: Colonialism and the making of
modernindia. Delhi: Permaent Black.

8. KesavaKumar, P.(2014).Political philosophyof Ambedkar:An inquiry into the the-
oretical foundationsof the dalit movementDelhi: Kalpaz

9. Wadron,Jeremy.(Winter 2016). Propertyand Ownership.In EdwardN. Zalta (ed.),
The stanford encyclopaedia  of philosophy.  Retrieved  from
http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/property/

PHIL 305: PHILOSOPHY OF MIND (Western)

The aim of this introductorycourseis to acquaintstudentswith different approacheso
the studyof humanmind, viz., PhysicalismFunctionalism Eliminativism, Panpsychism,
Emergentismetc.

EssentialReadings

1. Melnyk, A. (Dec.1997). How to keepthe ‘physical’'in physicalism.The journal of
philosophy, 94, (12), 622-637. OR Ney, A. (2008). Physicalismas an attitude

34


http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/property/

35

Philosophical studies, 138 1i15. OR Wilson, J. (2006). On characterizingthe
physical.Philosophicalstudies13161i 99.DOI 10.1007/s1109806-59848.

. Lycan,W. (2009).Giving Dualismits due Australasianjournal of philosophy,87 (4),

551-563.

. Putnam,H. The nature of mental states(Chalmers# 11). OR H. Putnam,Brains &

behavior(Chalmers# 7).

. Kim, J. (2000). The many problemsof mental causation.In J. Kim (ed.) Mind in a

physicalworld. Cambridgg(MA): MIT Presspp.28-56.

. Churchland,P. (2007). The evolving fortunesof eiminative materialism.In B. P.

McLaughlin and J. Cohen(eds), Contemporarydebatesin philosophyof mind, pp.
160-181.

. Goff, P. (2017).Panpsychismin M. Velmans& S. Schneider(eds), The Blackwell

companionto consciousnes®©xford: Blackwell, pp. 106-124.

. Vision, G. (2017).Emergentismin M. Velmans& S. Schneideleds), TheBlackwell

companionto consciousnes©Oxford: Blackwell, pp.337#348.

. Atmanspacher. (2017). Quantumapproachego brain and mind: An overview with

representativeexamples. In M. Velmans & S. Schneider(eds), The Blackwell
companionto consciousnes©Oxford: Blackwell, pp.298-313.

Further Readings

6.

7.
8.

9.

1. Plato.Soulsandbodies(FromPhaedoln Heil #1).

2. Aristotle. Thesoul asbodily or g a(framDe Anima. In Heil #2).
3.
4
5

DescartesRR. Minds andbodiesasdistinct substancegHeil #3).

. Kim, J.(1996).Philosophyof mind. Oxford: WestviewPress.
. Stoljar, Daniel. (Winter 2017). Physicalism In EdwardN. Zalta (ed.), The stanford

encydopaedia of philosophy

BraddonMitchell, & Jackson,D. & F. (2007). Philosophyof mind and cognition
Oxford: Blackwell.

Crane.T. (2001).Elementf mind. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Kim, J. Epiphenomenaand supervenientausation(Rosenthalt27) OR Cruse H. &
Schilling, M. (2015). Mental states as emergent properties: From walking to
consciousnessn T. Metzinger& J. M. Windt (eds), OpenMind. 336-373.
Guttenplan,S. (ed.). (1994). A companionto the philosophyof mind. Oxford: Basil
Blackwell.

10.ChurchlandP. Eliminativematerialismand propositionalattitudes (Heil #23).
11.Epstein,Robert.Your brain doesnot processnformation,retrieveknowledgeor store

memories.In short: your brain is not a computer.https://aeon.co/essays/yelirain
doesnot-processinformationandit-is-not-a-computer

12.RosenthalD. M. (ed.). (1991). The nature of mind. New York: Oxford University

Press.

13.Chalmers,D. J. (ed.). (2002). Philosophy of mind: Classical and contemporary

readings Oxford: Oxford University Press.

14 Heil, J. (ed.) (2004). Philosophyof mind: A guide and anthology Oxford: Oxford

UniversityPress.
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All the # marked readingsare available from the following anthologies

PHIL 306: PHILOSOPHY OF MIND (INDIAN)

The main aim of courseis to bring forth with the conceptof Mind, its natureand scope
today.Thisis anintroductorycourseon Problemof Mind in Indian Philosophy Contents
of the coursewill focusedon the Heterodoxandorthodoxschoolswith somegreatindian
textslike YajurvedaandYogavasishtha

Essentialreadings

1. SaraswatiAkhanadanandtrans.).Findingmind in Vedas Shivasankalpaf Y g-
urvedaChap.34, Mantral-6.

2. CaliforniaLibraries(1891). TheYogaVasishthaMaharamayanaf Valmiki. Cd-
ifornia Pressch.on Mind.

3. KuppuswamiB. (1990). Functionsof mind. Elementof ancientindian psychd-
ogy.Delhi: Konark PublicationDelhi.

Further readings

1. Bodhendre&baraswatiSwami.Sri YogaVasisihthavolumel-4. GitaPress.

2. Chakrabarti,Kisor Kumar (2001). Classical Indian philosophyof mind: Nyaya
Thedualistmethod Delhi: MLBD.

3. CharlesMoore A. Aldyth Morris V. (2008).Indian mind essentialsf the Indian
philosophy& culture.Delhi: MLBD.

4. Sinha,Jadunatt{2008). Indian psychologyvolumel-3. Delhi: MLBD.

5. Chennakeshavé&arasvati(1960). Conceptof mind in Indian philosophy.Delhi:
MLBD.

6. Kuppuswami,B. (1993). Hindu psychologysourcebook of ancientIndian psy-
chology.Delhi: Konark Publication.

7. Ramakrishn&®ao,K. & AnandParanjape& C. Ajit DalalK. (ed.).Handbookof
Indian psychologyDelhi: Foundation.

8. SafayaRaghunatli{1976).Indian psychologyMRML.

PHIL 401: PHILOSOPHY OF LANGUAGE

This courseis anintroductionto the Philosophyof Languagdakingup issuesn theareas
of meaningandreferenceof propernamesdefinite descriptionsand generalterms.Our

studywill takeusthroughthe early works of J.S.Mill, Gottlob Frege,BertrandRussell
andup to morerecentdebate®n the CausalTheoryof Reference.
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EssentialReadings

1. *Mill, J.S.AOf names.

2. *Frege, G., (1949).0On senseand nominatum.In HerbertFeigl and Wilfrid Sellars,
(eds.),HerbertFeigl (trans.),Readingsn philosophicalanalysis.New York: Apple-
ton-CenturyCrofts, pp.851 102.

3. *Russell,B., (1956).0n denoting In R.C.Marsh(ed.), Logic and knowledge Lon-
don:Allen andUnwin, pp.4171 56.

4. *Strawson,P. F. (1956) On referring.In Anthony Flew (ed.) Essaysn conceptual
analysis.London:MacmillanandCompanyLtd. pp.21i 52.

5. Russell,B. (2008).Mr. Strawsonon referring.In A.P. Martinich (ed.), The philoso-
phyof languageNew York: O.U.P.

6. StalnakerR. (1973).Presuppositionslournal of philosophicallogic 2, pp.447-457.

7. *Donnellan,K. (1966) Referenceanddefinite descrigions. Philosophicalreview75,
pp.281-304.

8. *Kripke, S. (1980). Namingand necessityCambridge:Harvard University Press,
Lecturel.

9. * Evans,G., (1973).The causaltheoryof namesAristoteliansociety:Supplementary
Volume47,pp.187i 208.

10.*Putnam, H. (1973).MeaningandreferenceJournal of philosophy70, 6991 711.

11.SearleJ.R. (1958). PropemamesMind vol. 67, pp.166i 173.

12.Kaplan,D. (1970).Thelogic of demonstrativedn Peter A. French,T. Uehling,Jr. &
H. Wettstein(eds.),Contempaary perspectivesn the philosophyof language.Min-
neapolis:Universityof MinnesotaPresspp.401-410

Further Readings

1. *Russell,B. (1919) Descriptions Introductionto mathematicaphilosophy.London:
GeorgeAllen andUnwin Ltd., pp.167-180.

2. *Searle,J. R. (2008). Propernamesand intentionality. In A.P. Martinich (ed.), The
philosophyof language New York: O.U.P.

3. EvansG. (1982).Varietiesof reference Oxford: Oxford University Press,.

4. Donnellan,K. (1982) Propernamesand identifying descriptions.In Donald Da-

vidson and Gilbert Harman(ed.), Semanticof natural languagesNew York: Hu-

manitiesPresspp. 356-379.

Linsky, L. (1977).NamesanddescriptionsChicago:Universityof ChicagoPress.

Hale,B. andC. Wright (eds.)(1999). The Blackwellcompaniorto the philosophyof

language Oxford: Blackwell.

7. StrawsonP.F. (2005).Individuals.USA: Routledge Chapterd andVI (selectecpor-
tions)

8. Kiripke, S.(1980).Namingand necessityCambridgeHarvardUniversity Press,Lec-
turesll andlll

9. Kripke, S.(1977).S p e a keterericeandsemantiaeference)n Midweststudiesin
philosophy11.

oo
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10.Kaplan. D. (1989). Demonstrativesin J. Almog, J Perry and H. Wettstein (eds)
Themedrom Kaplan.New York: Oxford University Press,pp.481-564

11.*Kaplan, D. (1978). Dthat. In P. Cole (ed.) Syntaxand semantics.New York:
AcademicPressyol. 9.

12. Wittgenstein L. (1985).PhilosophicalinvestigationsG.E.M. AnscombeR. Rheesand
G.H. Von Wright (eds.),G.E.M. Anscombe(trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell, sectionsl-57,
pl175,187-8

13. . (2007). The blue and brown books.U.S.A: Blackwell Publishers.
(SelectedPortions)

* Readingsare availablein Martinich A. P. (ed.). (2008). The philosophyof language

(5thedtion). New York: Oxford UniversityPress.

PHIL 402: CONTINENTAL PHILOSOPHY I

In this follow up coursewe reflecton the contemporaryevelopmentsn continentalphi-
losophysurroundingissuesrelatedto the natureof phenomenologicahquiry, theoriza-
tion aboutthe natureof the humansubjectand its othernessThe other main concepts
treatedare: Thestructuralunity of the subjectandits fragmentationselfidentity.

EssentialReadings

1. de SaussureF. (1959). Coursein generallinguistics ( i | ndtion:oCthapter3 o
A P &One:Chapterl, WadeBaskin(trans.).New York: ThePhilosophicaLibrary.

2. Sartre,J. P.(1962).Beingand nothingnesgChapterl: i T tparsuitof b e i nNpw ) .

York: PhilosophicaLibrary.

3. MerleauPonty, M. (2004). Other selvesand the humanworld. In ThomasBaldwin
(ed.), Maurice MerleauPonty: Basic writings. London: Routledge pp. 154165 OR
(2007). What is phenomenology?n Ted Toadvine& Leonard Lawlor (eds.), The
Merleau-Pontyreader. Evanston:Northwesterriniversity Presspp.5568.

4. Levinas,E. (1989).The phenomenologicaheoryof being.In SeanHand (ed.), The

Levinasreader. Oxford: Basil Blackwell, pp. 11-28.

Lacan,J.(2002).Themirror stageln Ecrits. New York: W.W. Norton.

6. Foucault,M. (2000).The hermeneutiof the subject.In Essentialworksof Foucault,
Vol.1.London Penguin OR Ricoeut P.(2007).Oninterpretationin From textto ac-
tion. EvanstonNorthwesterriniversity Press.

7. Derrida,J. (1990).Structure signandplay in the discourseof the humansciencesin
Writing and difference.London: Routledge& KeganPaul. OR Zizek, S. (Autumn
2007).ToleranceasanideologicalcategoryCritical inquiry.

8. Irigaray,L. (1989).Thelanguageof man.In Cultural critique 13, 191-202. OR Kfris-
teva, J. (1985). The speakingsubject.In M. Blonsky (ed.), On signs.Oxford: Basil
Blackwell.

o

Further Readings

1. Sartre J.P.(1985).War diaries.London:Verso.
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BarnesH. E. (1961).Theliterature of possibility London:TavistockPub.
SundararajarRR. (1990).Studiesn phenomenologyhermeneuticsand deconstrg-
tion. New Delhi: ICPR.

Gutting, G. (ed).(2006).Thecambridgecompaniorto Foucault. CambridgeCam-
bridgeUniversity Press.

FoucaultM. (2005).Structuralismandpoststructuralismin Aestheticsmethods,
andepistemologyiNew York: TheNew Press.

Cohen,T. (ed).(2002).JacquedDerrida andthe humanitiesA critical reader.
CambridgeCambridgeUniversity Press.

Zizek, S.(2007).Howto readLacan.New York: W.W. Norton.

Fink, B. (1996).TheLacaniansubject.Princeton:PrincetonUniversity Press.
Lee,J.(1990).Jacqued.acan.Boston:Twayne.

O Irigaray, L. (1993).An ethicsof sexualdifference New York: CornellUniversity

Press.

PHIL 403:CRITICAL READING OF WESTERN PHILOSOPHY

This courseis offers the critical understandingf modernwesternphilosophyfrom di-
verse vantagepoints such as postmodernismfeminism, and postcolonialism. These
thinkers were not only contesed the canonsof westernphilosophybut also make us
awareof otherwaysof readingwesternphilosophy.The methodologiesndtools provid-
edby thesethinkershaveits own philosophicalkignificanceandpolitical implication.

1. Canonsof WesternPhilosophy

Foundation®f WesternPhilosophy

Modernity, StructuralismCritical theoryandPostmodernism
2. Philosophyof the Praxis/PosMarxist Philosophy

Gramsci Praxisof Philosophy

Alain Badioui PoliticsandPhilosophy
3. Againstmethodf westernPhilosophy

RichardRorty- AgainstEpistemology

Emmanuelevinas Ethicsasfirst philosophy
4. Postmoderm\pproach

DerridaLogocentricismi Deconstruction

Michel FoucaultDiscourseon Language KnowledgeandPower Bio power
5. PostcoloniaApproach

NgugiwaThian@ -oDecolonizingMind

EdwardSaid Orientalism
6. FeministCriticism

JudithButler- GenderTrouble

EssentialReadings

Badiou, Alain. (2012). The enigmaticrelationship betweenphilosophyand politics,
philosophyfor militants.Bruno Bosteelqtrans.).New York: Verso.
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Gramsci, Antonio. (1999). Praxis of philosophy, Selectionsfrom the prison note
books.  London: Ele Books, pp 624-656. Retrieved  from
http://abahlali.org/files/gramsci.pdf

Rorty, Richard.(1979).Philosophyand mirror of nature.New JerseyPrincetonUni-
versityPresspp3-15and357-394

Levinas,Emmanuel(1979).Totality and infinity. London: MartinusNijhoff Publish-
ers,pp.3352.

Derrida,J. (1978).Structure sign,andplay in the discourseof the humansciencesin
Writing and difference Alan Bass(trans.).London:Routledgepp 278294
Foucault,Michel. (1986. The discourseon language.ln HazardAdams and Leroy
Searle(eds.),RupertSwyer (Trans.).Critical theorysince1965 TallahasseeJP of
Florida, pp. 148162 andFoucault,M. (1980).Two lectures, In Collin Gordon(Ed.),
Power/KnowledgeNew York: PantheorBooks,pp.77%108.

Ngugi, waThiango, (1986). Decolonizingmind: The politics of languagein African
literature. London:HeinemanrEducationalpp.384393.
Said,Edward.(1980).Introduction.Orientalism.London:RoutledgeandKeganPaul,
pp.1-30.

Butler, Judith.(2000).Restaginguniversality:Hegemonyandlimits of formalism.In
JudithButler, ErnestoLaclau and SlavojZizek (eds.),Contingencyhegemonynd
universality.New York: Vesro,pp.1144

Further Readings

1.

2.

Skinner,Q. (1969).Meaningandunderstandingn history of ideas History and theo-

ry 8, (1), 3-53.

Rorty, R. (1984). The historiographyof philosophy:Four genres.In RichardRorty,

,J.B.Schneewindand Quentin Skinner (eds.), Philosophyin history. Cambridge:
CambridgeUniversity Presspp. 49-76.

Gramsci,Antonio. (1999). The intellectuals.Selectiondrom the prison note books.
London:Ele Books,pp13%161.Retrievedirom http://abahlali.org/files/gramsci.pdf
Zizek. S. (1999). Introduction: A spectrehauntingwesternacademia.The ticklish

subject. NewYork: Verso,pp.1-6.

Bergo,B. (1999).Levinas:Betweerethicsand politics. Kluwer AcademicPublishers,
pp.37-51.

Deleuze G. andGuittari Felix. (1996).Whatis a concept?Whatis philosophy New
York: ColumbiaUniversity Press.

Fanon, Frantz. (n.d.). On violence The wretchedof the earth. New York: Grove
Presspp.1-21.

Witt, Charlotteand Shapiro,Lisa. (Spring2017). Feministhistory of philosophy.In

Edward N. Zalta(ed.), Stanford encyclopaediaof philosophy. Retrieved from

http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/feminisembhist.

PHIL 404: PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION
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This coursewill focuson theissuesof truth and objectivity with respectto religionsand
discusssomeof the key issuesthat concernthe modernmind regardingreligionsin a
crosscultural perspectivelssuesof creationismversusevolutionism,humansuffering,
freewill & karma,religiousexperiencefaith & interpretationyeligiouspluralismandre-
ligious & secularmorality will be dealtwith. Specialemphasisvould be on clarifying
theimplicationsof religiouspluralismfor religiousfaith.

EssentialReadings

1. Dawkins,R.(1999).G o ddiilgy function.In E. StumpandM. J. Murray (eds.),
Philosophyof religion. USA: Blackwell.

2. Culakammavibhangasut{al995), (no.135)in Nanamoli(trans.)andBhikkhu Bo-
dhi (ed.andrevised)Themiddlelengthdiscourse®f the Buddha(MajjhimaNikayg.
Boston:WisdomPublications,.

3. Stoddart,Willam( 2012).Islamic esoterismQutline of sufism:Theessentialof I s-
lamic pluralism Bloomington:Worldwisdominc.

4. Hick, J.(1997).Religiouspluralism.In Phillip QuinnandCharlesTaliaferro(eds.) A
companiorto philosophyof religion. Oxford: Blackwell, [alsoavailablein Charles
TaliaferroandGriffiths (eds.)Philosghy of religion: An anthology. USA: Blackwell
PublishingLtd, 2003].

5. VivekanandaSwami.(1986).Lectureson universal religion. In Thecompletewvorks
of SwamiVivekanandVol.Il (17" edition). Calcutta:AdvaitaAshram.

6. AndersonP.S.(2011).Genderandinfinity. Internationaljournal of philosophyof
religion 50 (1/3), Issuesn contemporaryhilosophyof religion, 191-212.

7. AmbedkarB.R. (2017).ReligionanddhammaBook IV, only Part1l and2), In The
Buddhaand his dhammaDelhi: KalpazPublication.

8. Smith,P.Nowell. (1974).Morality religiousandsecularin B. A. Brody (ed.)Real-
ingsin thephilosophyof religion: Ananalyticapproach.New JerseyEnglewood
Cliffs, PrenticeHall.

Further Readings

1. McCloskey,H. J.(1974).Godandevil. In B. A. Brody (ed.)Readingsn the philoso-
phyof religion: Ananalyticapproach.New JerseyEnglewoodCliffs, PrenticeHall.

2. PlantingaA. (1974).Thefree will defense.ln B.A. Brody(ed.),Readingsn the philosophyof
religion.New JerseyEnglewoodCliffs,Prentice Hall.

3. Martin, C.B. (1974).A religiousway of knowing.In B. A. Brody (ed.),Readingsn

the philosophyof religion. New JerseyEnglewoodCliffs, PrenticeHall.

Hick, J.(1974).Faith andknowledggChaptersl&2). London:FontanaBooks.

FaschingD. J.(2008).Authority andreligiousexperienceln William Schweiker

(ed.),Theblackwellcompaniorto religious ethics.Oxford: Malden;USA: Blackwell

PublishingLtd.

6. Grelle,B. (2008).Cultureandpluralism.Iln William Schweiker(ed.), Theblackwell
companiorto religiousethics.Oxford: Malden;USA: Blackwell PublishingLtd.

7. Coward,H. (1997).Pluralismandthefutureof religions.In ThomasDean(ed.),Rel-
giouspluralismandtruth (Reprint).Delhi: Sri SatguruPublications.
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8. Smart,N. (1997).Thephilosophyof religiontransformedin ThomasDean(ed.),Re-
ligious pluralismandtruth (Reprint).Delhi: Sri SatguruPublications.

9. Bilimoria, PurushottamPrabhuJoseprandSharmaRenukaeds.).(2007).Indian
ethics.New Delhi: Oxford University Press.

10.PrasadR. (1989).Karma, causationandretributive morality. Delhi: ICPR.

11.LangerakE. (2003).Pluralism,toleranceanddisagreementn CharlesTaliaferroand
Griffiths (eds.),Philosophyof religion: Ananthology.USA: Blackwell Publishing
Ltd.

12.PlantingaA. (1999).Is naturalismirrational?In E. StumpandM. J. Murray (eds.),
Philosophyof religion. USA: Blackwell.

13.StaceW. T. (1974).Theteachingf themystics.In B. A. Brody (ed.),Readingsn
the philosophyof religion: Ananalyticapproach.New JerseyEnglewoodCliffs,
PrenticeHall.

PHIL 405:PHILOSOPHY OF SCIENCE

The Courseintroducesstudentsto philosophical study of conceptslike fiNature of
Science, fExplanatio® and fiLaws of Natur®, AScientific Realismo
AUnderdeterminatioa etc. It attemptsto addresssome important questionslike: Do
scientifictheoriesrepresenthe true natureof the world, or aretheyjust convenientools
for making predictionsand developingtechnology?Vhat s the relation betweentheay
andobservatiorin science?Vhatis therole of so-calledGcientificrevolutiong? How do
socialfactorsandvaluesinfluencescientifictheorychoice?

EssentialReadings

A- Nature of Science

1. PopperKarl. (1998).Science:Conjecturesandrefutations.In Martin Curd andJ. A.
Cover(Eds.)Philosophyof scienceThecentralissueqpp. 3-10.). New York: W. W.
NortonandCompany.

2. Kuhn, Thomas(1998).Logic of discoveryor psychologyor research™ Martin
Curdand J.A. Cover(Eds.)Philosophyof scienceThecentralissueqpp. 11-19).
New York: W. W. NortonandCompany.

B- Explanation and Laws of Nature

1. Hempel, Carl. (1966). Philosophyof natural science(pp. 237-259) New Jersey:
Prentice Hall.

2. Lewis, David. (1993). Causalexplanation.n David-Hillel Ruben(Ed.) Explanation
(pp. 182-206).Oxford: Oxford University Press.

3. Cartwright, Nancy. (1980). The truth can't explain much. American philosophical
quarterlyl7,159-163.

4. Salmon,Wesley.(1998). Scientific explanation:How we got from thereto here."In
Causationandexplanation Oxford: Oxford University Press.

5. Dretske Fredl. (1977).Lawsof nature Philosophyof scienced4 (2), 248 268.
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C- Scientific Realism

1. Van FraassenBas.(1998). Argumentsconcerningscientific realism.In Martin Curd
andJ. A. Cover (Eds.), Philosophyof science:The central issues(pp. 10641087).
New York:W. W. NortonandCompany.

2. Lyons, Timothy D. (2016). Scientific realism.In PaulHumphreys(ed.), The Oxford
handbookof philosophyof science(pp. 564584). New York: Oxford University
Press.

Further Readings

1. Bird, Alexander.(1998).Thephilosophyof scienceLondon:UCL Press.

2. LadymanJames(2002).Understandingphilosophyof scienceLondon:Routledge.

3. Kuhn,Thomas(1962).Thestructureof scientificrevolutions.Chicago,IL: Univers-
ty of ChicagoPress.

4. PopperKarl. (1972).0ObjectiveknowledgeOxford: ClarendorPress.

VanfraassenBasC. (1977).The pragmaticof explanaion. Americanphilosophical

quarterly14,143150.

6. StathisPsillos,andCurd,Matrtin. (2013).Theroutledgecompaniorto philosophyof
scienceAbingdon:Routledge.

7. Armstrong,D. M. (1983).Whatis a law of nature?CambridgeCambridgeUnivers-
ty Press.

8. MusgraveA. (2012).Theultimateargumenfor scientificrealism.In RobertNola
(ed.),Relativismandrealismin sciencgpp.253291).London:Kluwer Academic
Publisher.

9. Worrall, John.(July 1982).ScientificrealismandscientificchangeThephilosophcal
quarterly32(128),201-231.

o

CORE ELECTIVE AND OPENELECTIVE COURSES

PHIL 211: ARISTOTLE 6 METAPHYSICS

Aristotle'stheoryof beingis fundamentato understandingnuchthathashappenedn the
history of westernphilosophyand metaphysicsThe selectionsfrom Aristotle's Meta-
physics includedin this courselook at his theoryof beingandthe methodproperto an
investigationof the questionof being. A closetextual readingof the relevantand pre-
scribedsectionswill enablestudentsto becomeconversantwvith the conceptualframe-
work thatwasto hold swayin philosophicaldiscussiongintil the 17th Century.

EssentialReadings

1. RossW.D. (trans.& ed.).(1934).Aristotle’'smetaphysic$2 vols). (SelectionsBooks
2, 3,4,7 and8). Reprintedirom the editionof 1934.

Further Readings
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1. Bostock,D. (1994). Aristotle'smetaphysicsOxford: ClarendonPress(Commentary
on Booksvii-viii).

2. Kirwan, C. (1993).Aristotle metaphysicsGamma,delta and eta. Oxford: Clarendon
Press.

3. Irwin, T. (1988).Aristotle'sfirst principles.Oxford: OxfordUniversityPress.

PHIL 212: GANDHI AND LIBERTARIAN SOCIALISM

This coursewill attemptan in-depthstudy of two basicconceptsn Ga n d ntirdgs:
AhimsaandSatya.l t é@pldrethe significanceof anekantavadan the contextof these

two conceptsand also examinethe relevanceof theseconceptsin promoting a norn
coercivesocialorder.We will alsoattempta comparativereadingof G a n d thoughss

with that of Mill andKant in orderto highlight the non-Eurocentric natureof Gand hi 0 s
thought.

EssentialReadings

1. Gandhi,M. K. (Jan.21,1926).Threevital questionsCollectedworks29. New Delhi:

PublicationDivision, Govt. of India. p.410.

Gandhi,M. K. (2001).Hind swaraj. AhmedabadNavajivanPress.

Gandhi,M. K. (1989).Constructiveprogramme AhmedabadNavajivanPress.

4. Gandhi,M. K. (1987). Towardsa statelessociety.In R. lyer (ed.), Themoral and
political writings of MahatmaGandhij vol. 3. Oxford: ClarendorPress.

5. Clark, J. (2005).Anarchism.In B. Taylor (ed.), The encyclopaediaof religion and
nature New York: New Age.

6. Chomsky,N. (2003).Noteson anarchismin For reasonof state.London Pantheon.

7. Bilgrami, A. (Sept. 27, 2003). Gandhi, the philosopher.Economicsand political
weekly

8. Sen,A. (2006).Equality of what?In InequalityreexaminedOxford: Oxford Univer-
sity Press.

9. Mill, J.S.(1869).0Onliberty (Chapter2). London:Longman,Roberts& Green.

w N

Further Readings:

=

Gandhi,M. K. (1954).SarvodayaNavajivan.

2. Gandhi,M. K. (1970). My theory of trusteeshipNew Delhi: GandhiPeaceFound-
tion.

3. Murti, V.V.R. (ed.) (1970). Gandhi: Essentialwritings. New Delhi: GandhiPeace
Foundation.

4. Parel,J. A. (Ed.) (2005). Hind swaraj and other writings. Cambridge:Cambridge

UniversityPress.

Sen,A. (2005).Developmenasfreedom Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Gupta,R. K. (1999).A dictionary of moral conceptan Gandhi Delhi: Maadhyam.

7. FanonF. (1968).Thewretchedof theearth.London Penguin.

o 0

44



45

8. DusselE. (1993).Eurocentrismandmodernity. Boundary2 (3).

9. Bose,A. (1967). A historyof anarchism Calcutta TheWorld Press.
10.Woodcock,G. (1972).Gandhi London Fontana.

11.OstergardG. andC.Melville. (1971).Thegentleanarchist Oxford: ClarendorPress.

PHIL 213: PHILOSOPHICAL REFLECTIONS ON LITERATURE

There are many questionsthat we can ask about literature. What is an author?Why
shouldanyonewrite? Why write novelsandpoems™ow arewe supposedo tell the dif-
ferencebetweena goodwork of art anda badwork of art?1s the history of art merelya
pile of works of art? What happensvhenwe reada novel? Whatis it to enteranother
p e r simagidayworld? This coursewill look at three acclaimedauthorswho have
thoughtabouttheseissuesand have written aboutthe experiece of the art of writing.
Theemphasiss in trying to answerthe questiongy looking at whatauthorssayaboutit
themselves.

EssentialReadings

1. SartreJ.P.(2001).Whatis literature? RoutledgeClassics.

2. KunderaM. (2007).TheCurtain: An essayin severparts.translatedrom the French
by Linda Asher.London:FaberandFaber.

3. Pamuk,O. (2012).Thenaive andthe sentimentahovelist. New Delhi: Penguin India.

Further Readings

1. Calvino,l. (2009).Six memodor the next millennium.Patrick Creadp (trans.).Pen-
guin Classics.

Cooper,D. andHopkins,R. (Eds.)(1992).A Companiorto aestheticsBlackwell.

3. Eileen,J.andMclver, D. L. (2008). Thephilosophyof literature: Contemporaryand
classicreadings:An anthology.Blackwell.

SchroederS. (2010). Philosophyof literature. Ratio, Speciallssue.

Tolstoy, L. (1995).Whatis art. PenguinClassics.

no
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PHIL 214:THE FEMINIST THOUGHT

The coursewill introducebroadtrendsin Feministthought.The focuswould be on theo-
retical analysesand critiques of womerés oppressiorand subjugationwith specialem-
phasison recognitionof womenas personsagentsand citizens.While focusingon the
contemporaryssuesthis coursealsodiscussesomeimportantclassicareadings.

EssentialReadings
1. WollstonecraftM. (1992).A vindicationof the rights of women,S. Mukherjee& S.

RamaswamyEds.).New Delhi: DeepPublications.
2. Pateman(. (1988).Thesexualcontract Stanford:StanfordUniversityPressch. 1.
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Young, Iris. (1990). Throwinglike a girl. In Throwinglike a girl and other essaysn

feminist philosophyand social theory (pp. 27-45). Indianapolis:Indiana University
Press.

Beauvoir,Simonede. (1988). The mother.In Thesecondsex(pp. 502-596). London:
PanBooks.

Abu-lughod,Lila. (Jan.2002).Do Muslim womenreally needsaving?:Anthropolag-

ical reflectionson cultural relativismandits others.Americananthropologist1043),

783-790.

Collins, P. H. (2005).Black sexualpolitics: African Americansgenderand the new
racism (pp.53-86). New York: Routledge.

Rege,Sharmila.(Oct. 31- Nov. 6 1998).Dalit womenspeakdifferently: A critique of

60di f f andtewadsa dalit feminist standpointposition. Economicand political

weekly3344), WS39WS46.

Rich, Adrienne. (Autumn 2003). Compulsoryhetergexuality & lesbian existence.
Journalof women'sistory15(3), 11-48.

Further Readings

1.

no

9.

10.
11.
12.
13.

14.

King, MargaretlL. (1991).Womerof therenaissanceChicagoandLondon:Univers-
ty of ChicagoPress.

Mitchell, Juliet.(1984).Women:Thelongestrevolution.London:Virago.
Yaman,Mai (ed.).(1996).FeminismandIslam: Legalandliterary perspectiveaNew
York: New York UniversityPress.

Lewis, ReinaandSaraMills (eds.).(2003).Feministpostcolonialtheory A reader.
Edinburgh:EdinburghUniversity Press.

Kemp, SandraandSquires Judith(eds.).(1997).Feminism Oxford: Oxford
UniversityPress.

Price,JanetandShildrick, Margrit (eds.).(1999).Feministtheoryandthe body: A
reader.Edinburgh:EdinburghUniversity Press.
NussbaumMartha.(2000).Womerand humandevelopmentThecapabilitiesap-
proach.CambridgeNY: CambridgeUniversityPress.

FoucaultM. (1976).Thehistoryof sexuality R. Hurley (translator) New York: Pan-
theonBooks.

Young, Iris Marion. (1997).Houseandhomefeministvariationson atheme.n Inter-
sectingvoices(pp. 134i 165).PrincetonPrincetonUniversity Press.
Irigaray,Luce.(1991).Thelrigaray reader.MargaretWhitford (ed.).Cambridge:
Basil Blackwell.

Hooks,Bell. (2000).Feminismis for everybodyPassionateolitic. London:Pluto
Press.

Firestone Shulamith.(1970).Thedialecticof sex.New York: William Morrow.
Mahmood,Saba(2008).Feminism,democracyandempire:lslamandthe war of
terror.In JoanW. Scott(ed.), Womenrstudiesontheedge(pp.81-114).London: Duke
UniversityPress.

Mohanty,C. T. (2003).Feminismwithoutborders:Decolonizingtheory,practicing
solidarity. Durham:Duke University Press.
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15. PutnamTong,Rosemarig¢2013).Feministthought:A morecomprehensiventroduc-
tion. Colorado:WestviewPress.

16. Butler, Judith.(1990).Womenasthe subjectof feminism.In Gendeittrouble.Lon-
don:Routledge.

PHIL 215:APPROACHES TO ENVIRONMENTAL ETHICS

This coursewill beginby looking at someimportantnon-anthropocentri@pproacheso
environmentakthicsthateithervaluenaturein a holistic way or valuesomeor othercal-
lectionsof entitiesin nature.lt aimsto examinethe boundarieof moral concerndrawn
up in eachapproachcritically. The coursewill alsointroducesomealternativeways of
approachingan ethicsof environmentthat are becomingquite centralin environmental
literaturetoday. The sectionon ecco feminismwill particularlydraw our attentionto rela-
tion betweerdominationof womenanddominationof nature,andradicaldevelopmenof
newideain historical,social,economicandculturalasthe newbeginning.In thelastsec-
tion we studywhat hasbeenthe popularmovementsn this areaandwhat arethe main
concerns alsotry to seea morepracticalaspecby carvingouttheroadmapahead.

EssentialReadings

DeepEcology

1. Naess,A. (1995). The deepecologicalmovemenh In GeorgeSessionged.), Deep
ecologyfor the twentyfirst century(pp. 64-84). Boston& London: Shambhaldubl-
cations.

2. Roadman,] ((1995).Fourformsof ecologicalconsciousneseconsideredn George
Sessionged.), Deep ecologyfor the twentyfirst century (pp. 121-130). Boston &
London:Shambhaldublications.

3. SessionsG. (1995). Deepecologyandthe new agemovement.In GeorgeSessions
(ed.), Deep ecologyfor the twenty first century (pp. 292310). Boston & London:
Shambhaldublications.

EcologicalFeminism

1. King, Roger J.H. (1991). Caring about nature: Feminist ethics and the
environmentiypatia 6 (1), Ecological Feminism, 75-89. Publishedby Wiley on
behalfof Hypatia,Inc. Retrievedfrom URL.: http://www.]stor.org/stable/3810034

2. Shiva,V. (1988).Women,ecologyanddevelopmentin Stayingalive: Development,
ecologyandwomen(pp.1-13). London:Zed Books.

3. Warren, Karen, J. (2002). The power and the promise of ecologicalfeminism. In
David Schmidtz & Elizabeth Willott, (Eds.), Environmental ethics what really
matterswhatreally works(pp.234-247).New York: Oxford University Press.

Environmental Movements

1. George,JamesA. (2001). Ethical and religious dimensionof chipko resistanceln
ChappleChristopherKey and Mary Evelyn Tucker (eds.), Hinduism and ecology:
Theintersectionof earth,skyandwater (pp.499-531). New Delhi: Oxford University
Press.
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2. Khondker, H.H. (2001). Environmentalmovement,civil society and globalization:
An introduction.Asianjournal of social science29 (1), 1-8. Publishedby Brill, Re-
trievedfrom URL :http://www.jstor.org/stabl@B3653975

Further Readings

1. NaessA. (1995).Theshallowandthe deep,long-rangeecologymovement A sun-
mary. In GeorgeSessionged.), Deepecologyfor the twentyfirst century (pp. 151-
155).Boston& London:Shambhaldublications.

2. Sessionss. (1995. Ecocentrismandthe anthropocentridetour.ln GeorgeSessions
(ed.), Deep ecologyfor the twentyfirst century (pp. 156-184). Boston & London:
Shambhaldublications.

3. NaessA. (1995).The deepecology:Eight pointsrevisited.In GeorgeSessionged.),
Deepecologyfor thetwentyfirst century(pp.213-221).Boston&London : Shambla-
la Publications.

4. Naess,A. (1995). Equality, samenessand rights. In GeorgeSessionged.), Deep
ecologyfor the twentyfirst century (pp. 222-224). Boston & London: Shambhka
Publications.

5. Ruether,R.R. (1996). Ecofeminism,symbolic and social connectionsof the oppres-
sionsof womenandthe dominationof nature.This sacredearth, religion natureand
environmen{pp. 322-333).New York: Routledge.

6. Primavesi,A. (1996). Ecofaninism and cannon.This sacredearth, religion nature
andenvironmentpp. 334-345),New York: Routledge.

7. LongeneckerM. (1997). Women, ecology, and the environment:An introduction.
NWSAJournal 9 (3), 1-17. Publishedby The JohnsHopkins University Press.Re-
trievedfrom URL:http://www.jstor.org/stable/4316527

8. Omvedt,G. (1984).EcologyandsocialmovementsEconomicand Political Weekly
19(44),18651867.Retrievedirom URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/4373716

9. Agarwal,B. (Spring1992).The genderandenvironmentdebate Lessondrom India.
Feminist  studies 18 (2), 119158. Retrieved  from URL:
http://lwww.jstor.org/stable/3178217

PHIL 216:EXPLORING PHILOSOPHY THROUGH FILMS

This introductionto philosophyrevolves around selectedfilms and related texts that
provoke classical philosophical questionsconcerningknowledge, truth, mind, bodies,
personsmorality, religion andthe meaningof life. The mainobjectiveof the courseis to
provide anintroductionto the natureof philosophicalinquiry and analysis.By focusing
on film asthe visual and narrativemediumin which theseproblemsandissuesemerge,
the studentwill alsoconsiderthe waysin which art (focus herebeingon cinematicart)
canrepresenandembodyphilosophicalquestionsideasandpositions.

EssentialReading

O Text: Litch, Mary M.; Karofsky, Amy. (2014).Philosophythroughfilms (3" edition).
Routledge.
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Topics

Syllakus: Discussioronwhatis Philosophy?

Skepticism( RealityandAppearancej TheMatrix, Inception

Truth, Relativismi Hilary andJackie,Rashomon

Personaldentityi BeingJohnMalkavich,Momento

FreeWill, DeterminismandMoral Responsibilityf Momento, Minority Report
Ethicsi CrimeandMisdemeanors

TheProblemof Evil i TheRupture, TheSeventiSeal,Godon Trial
Existentialismi TheSeventtSeal ,Crimesand Misdemeanors

©ONO O~ WNE

Further Readings

1. Falzon,Christopher(2014).Philosophygoesto the movies: An introductionto phi-
losophy(3™ edition). RoutledgePublication.

2. Shaw, Daniel. (2008). Film and philosophy: Taking moviesseriously. Wallflower:
LondonandNew York.

3. Gilmore, A Richard.(2005).Doing philosophyat the movies.New York: StateUni-

versityof New York Press.

PopkinRichard.(1979).History of skepticismUniversityof CaliforniaPress.

Meiland, Jackand Krausz Michael (Ed.). (1982). Relativism:Cognitive and moral.

Notre DameUniversity Press.

6. Hume,David. (1978).A treatiseof humannature (Book 1, Part4, SectionVIl). Ox-
ford: Oxford University Press.

7. PereboompPirk. (2001).Living without free will. Cambridge:CambridgeUniversity
Press.

8. Perry,John.(1999). Dialogue on good, evil and the existenceof god. Indianapolis:
Hackett.

9. KaufmanWalter (Ed.). (1975).Existentialismfrom Dostoevskyo Sartre.New York:
Meridian.

10.Kowalski, A. (2012). Moral theory at the movies: An introductionto ethics.U.K.:
RowmanandLittlefield Publication.

a s

PHIL 217: THE MEANING OF LI FE

What is the meaningof life? For many, it seemsto be defined primarily in terms of
wealth, status,power attainingwhich remainsthe primary drive for themto do actions,
alongwith the significant concernfor good physicaland mental health,good relation-
ships,amplefree time for entertainmenthobbiesandfamily membershelpingothersin
need,enjoying sensorypleasuresgetc. to makethe overall life as balancedhappyand
harmoniousFor some,meaningof life maylie in a fanaticaldedicationtowards certain
religiousor socicpolitical ideology.For a few, probably,the meaningof life seemdo be
decidedby the dedicationtowardsthe intrinsic joy in certainintense absorbingactivities
like painting,archery,music,dance philosophy,etc,andso on. What canbe the criten-
on/criteriato decidethe ovalidd meaningof life? Is it oneor manyfor the whole of man-
kind? Is the meaningof life alreadydecidedor fixed by someexternalagencylike Godor
state,or it is primarily decidedby one&s own individual choice?But is thereanylimit to
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onds choiceor oneis absolutelyfreein choosingwhatevercaptureshis/herfancies?This
coursetries to raiseand exploresuchquestionghroughexistentialist,psychologicaland
spiritual insights and literary works embodyingsuch musingsthroughtheir characters
andplotsaroundthem.

EssentialReadings

1. Flynn, T. (2006). Existentialism:A very short introduction. NY: Oxford University
Press.

2. Oaklander,L. N. (1992). Existentialist philosophy: An introduction. New Jersey:
PrenticeHall.

3. KrishnamurthiJ.(1954).Thefirst andlastfreedom London:Harper& BrothersPub-
lication.

4. Rogers,C. (1961). A therapist'sview of the goodlife: The fully functioningperson

(ch.9). Onbecominga person.Boston:HoughtonMifflin .

Maslow,A. (1968).Towardsa psychologyf being.NY: Van Nostrand.

HesseH. (1951).SiddharthaNY: New Directionspublication.

Bach,R. (1970).JonathanLivingstonSeagull.NY: Macmillanpublication.

Seligman,M. (2000). Positive psychology:An introduction. Americanpsychologist

55(1),5i 14.

9. Fromm,E., Suzuki D.T.& Martino, R.D. (1960).ZenBuddhismand psychoanalysis
NY: Harper& Row.

10.Suzuki, D.T. & Jung C.G(fwd.) (1948). An introduction to Zen Buddhism NY:
GrovePress.

©~No O

Further Readings

11.Kaufmann W. (1975).EXxistentialismirom Dostoevskyo Sartre.Penguinbooks.Sa-
tre, JeanPaul. (1948). In Philip Mairet (trans.),Existentialismand humanism Lon-
don:Methuen.

12. Sartre,JeanPaul. (1957). Existentialismand humanemotions.New York: Kensing-
ton PublishingCorporation.

13. SeligmanMartin. (2009).AuthentichappinessNew York: FreePress.

14.SeligmanMartin. (1998).Learnedoptimism(2nded.).New York: PocketBooks.

15.Bach,Richard.(1977).lllusions: The adventuref a reluctantMessiah.Barnesand
Noblepublication.

16.0sho0(1987). The rebellious spirit. Talks given from 10/02/87to 25/02/87 English
Discourseseries 30 Chapters.

PHIL 218:LOGICAL THINKING IN EVERYDAY LIFE

This paperfocuseson topicsof transferabldogical andanalyticalskills thatareusefulin
our daily life andwould be rewardng for anyonepracticingthe material,for asthe clas-
sical Indianphilosopherdavesaid,logic is thelampof all sciences!
Coursematerialsyelevantlinks, relatedsoftware etc.will beadded.
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CourseContent:

1.

Generalntroduction:

1.1l ogic asthekeyto all learning

1.2.NoteontheHistory of Logic

Logic/Anvikshikj thelampof all sciencesin Classicalndia#1.
2.1.Nyayal ogic

2.2.BuddhistLogic

2.3.Jain Logic

2.4.NavyaNyayalogic

Informallogic: Basicconcepts

3.1. Arguments Premisesand Conclusions
3.2.Recognizind\rguments

3.3.Deduction,Inductionand Abduction

3.4.Validity, Truth, SoundnessStrength,Cogency

3.5. ArgumentForms:Provinglinvalidity
3.6.Refutation,Counterexampleand ReductioAd Absurdum#2
3.7.ExtendedArguments

Informal Logic: Language

4.1.Languagd-unctions#3
4.2.EmotiveLanguageNeutralLanguageandDisputes#3
4.3.Disputesand Ambiguity#3

4.4 Varietiesof Meaning
4.5.CognitiveandEmotiveMeanings andPersuasiomndRhetoricalDevices#4
4.6.DefinitionsandTheir Purposes

4.7.Criteriafor Lexical Definitions

Informal Logic: Informal Fallaciesin Detail

5.1.Fallaciesn General

5.2.Fallaciesof Relevance

5.3.Fallaciesof WeakInduction

5.4.Fallaciesof PresumptionAmbiguity, andlllicit Transference
5.5Fallaciesn Ordinarylanguage

FormalLogic: CategoricaPropositions

6.1. The Component®f CategoricaPropositions

6.2. Quality, Quantity,andDistribution
6.3.VennDiagramsandthe ModernSquareof Opposition
6.4.ConversionObversionandContraposition

6.5. TranslatingOrdinaryLanguageStatementato CategoricaForm

. CategoricalSyllogisms

7.1Standard~orm,Mood, andFigure
7.2.VennDiagrams
7.3.RulesandFallacies
7.4.0rdinaryLanguageArguments
7.5.Enthymemes

7.6.Sorites
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8. Propositionalogic
8.1.SymbolsandTranslation
8.2.Truth Functions
8.3.Truth Tables
8.4.NecessarandSufficientConditions
8.5. ArgumentFormsandFallacies

9. InductivelLogic
9.1.AnalogicalReasoning
9.2.LegalReasoning
9.3.Moral Reasoning
9.4, StatisticalReasoning
9.5. Hypothetical/ScientifilReasoning

EssentialReadings

1. Hurley, PatrickJ. (2015).A conciseintroductionto logic. Cengagd.earning12" Edi-
tion. (All chaptersarefrom this book,unlessmentionedtherwise.)

2. Copi, Irving M.; Cohen,Carl; and McMohan, Kenneth.(Eds.).(2014). Introduction
to logic. Pearsori4™ Edition.

3. CavenderNancy,andKahaneHoward(Eds.).(2010).Logic and contemporaryhet-
oric. Wadsworth11™ Edition.

4. Armstrong, Walter Sinnottand Fogelin, RobertJ. (Eds.) (2010). Understandingar-
gumentsAn introductionto informal logic. Wadsworth8™ Edition.

5. Matilal, Bimal Krishna.(1998). Thecharacterof logic in India. JonardorGaneriand
HeeramamTiwari (eds.).StateUniversityof New York Press.

6. Mohanty, J.N.; Saha, S.R.; Chatterjee, Amita; Kanti Sarkar, Tushar; and
BhattacharyyaSibajiban.Indianlogic. In Leila Haaparantded.), Thedevelopmenof
modernlogic. Oxford: Oxford UniversityPresspp.903-961.

7. Ganeri,Jonardon(2004).Indianlogic. In Dov M. GabbayandJohnWoods,Elsevier
(eds.),GreeekIndianandArabic Logicvol. 1, pp. 309-395.

8. SinnottArmstrong, Walter; and Fogelin, RobertJ.; Wadsworth.(2010. In Unde-
standingarguments:An introductionto informal logic (8" Edition).

9. Copi, Irving M., Cohen,Carl,andMcMohan,Kenneth.(2014).Languageanddefini-
tions. Introductionto logic (14" Edition). Pearson.

10. CavenderNancyand Kahane,Howard. (2010). Chapter7. Logic and contemporary
rhetoric (11" Edition). Wadsworth.

Further Readings

1. Priest,Graham(2000).Logic: A veryshortintroduction.Oxford University Press.

2. VidyabhusanaSatis Chandra.(1920). A history of Indian logic: Ancient,medieval
and modernschools Motilal Banarsidas.

PHIL 219:EPISTEMOLOGY
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Epistemologydealswith the source hature,extentandvalue of knowledge. It alsotries
to deal with the problemof whetherwe haveany knowledgeat all, andif we do have
knowledge thenwhetherit hasanyfoundationsor not. The subjecthasancientrootsand
moderndiscussions rich andvaried. Thereare manybranchesof epistemologyaswell
from classicalepistemologyo virtue epistemologyto knowledgefirst epistemology. In
this coursewe will coverjustafew of the questionghatareraisedin the subject.Our ap-
proachwill try to coversomeof theclassicaissues.

EssentialReadings

1.

Stroud,B. (2008).The problemof the externalworld. In E. SosaJ. Kim, J.Fantland
M. McGrath (Eds.) Epistemology:An anthology (pp. 7-25). Malden, MA, USA:
Blackwell.

Moore, G. E. (2008).Proof of an externalworld. In E. Sosa,J. Kim, J. FantlandM,
McGrath (Eds.) EpistemologyAn anthology(pp. 26-28). Malden,MA, USA: Black-
well.

Moore, G. E. (2008).Certainty.In E. Sosa,J. Kim, J. Fantland M, McGrath (Eds.)
EpistemologyAn anthology(pp. 31-34). Malden,MA, USA: Blackwell.

Gettier,E. (1963).1s justified true belief knowledgeAnalysis23 (6), 121-123.
Nozick, R. (2008). Knowledgeand skepticism.In E. Sosa,J. Kim, J. Fantland M,
McGrath (Eds.) Epistemology:An anthology (pp. 255279) Malden, MA, USA:
Blackwell.

Sellars,W. (2008).Doesempiricalknowledgehavea foundation?n E. Sosa,J. Kim,
J. Fartl and M, McGrath (Eds.) Epistemology:An anthology(pp. 94-98). Malden,
MA, USA: Blackwell.

BonJour,L. (1978). Can empirical knowledgehave a foundation?Americanphilo-
sophicalquarterly 15 (1), 1-14.

Goldman,A. (2008). What is justified belief? In E. Sosa,J. Kim, J. Fantl and M,
McGrath (Eds.) Epistemology:An anthology (pp. 333-347) Malden, MA, USA:
Blackwell.

Quine,W. V. O. (2008). Epistemologynaturalized.In E. Sosa,J. Kim, J. Fantland
M, McGrath (Eds.) Epistemology:An anthology(pp. 528537). Malden,MA, USA:
Blackwell.

10.Ganeri,J. (2017).Srdharkés dissidentepistemology:Of knowledgeas assuranceln

The Oxford handbookof Indian philosophy.Oxford: Oxford University Press.Re-
trieved on 10 May.2018, from

http://www.oxfordhandbooks.com/view/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780199314621.001.0001
loxfordhb978019931462:E-49.

Further Readings

1.

2.

SosaE., Kim, J.,Fantl,J.,& McGrath,M. (Eds.).(n.d.). EpistemologyAn anthob-
gy.Malden,MA, USA: Blackwell.

Pritchard, D. & Neta, R. (eds.) (2008).Arguing about knowledge New York:
Routledge.

PHIL 220: MODAL LOGIC
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Modal logicsrelateto thelogic of possibility andnecessity. This coursewill look at the
formal part of someaspectof modallogic. We will go throughNormal Modal Logic,
Non-Normal Modal Logic and ConditionalLogic. We will useboththe tree methodand
thenaturaldeductivetechniqueso do derivations. Theemphasisn this coursewill beon
gettingadeptwith derivations.

Essentialreadings

1. Girle. R. (2009).Modal logics and philosophy(2™ edition). Acumen. (Chapterl to
Chapter6 will becoveredin thesyllabus).

Further Readings

1. Girle,R.(2003).Possibleworlds Mcgill-Queen'dJniversity Press.

2. Priest,G. (2008).An introductionto non-classicallogic: From if to is. Cambridge
UniversityPress.

3. GarsonJamesN. (2006).Modal logic for philosophersCambridgeUniversityPress.

4. Garson,JamesW. (2013).Whatlogics mean:From proof theoryto modeltheoretic
semanticsCambridgeJniversity Press.

5. Williamson,T. (2013).Modal logic as metaphysicgOxford University Press.

PHIL 221: QUESTIONING NORMATIVITY

Overthe years,philosophyasaninstitution hastried hardto establishitself synonymous
to 6 g u e s t mowns. But gpewheresomehowphilosophyhas still missedout on
guestioningd w hisagti v with Gespecto bodies.This in pasthaspavedway to the de-
batesaroundfeminismandis generatingsomediscontentin many othersmaking space
for manynewdiscoursesroundthe socialandhistoricalconstrucofé6 b o d y 6 .
This courseexamineswvhatis it that philosophyalsotendsto take for-granted And will
discuss6 Wh s h o r nmeamd will lay out the importanceof questioningnormativity;
thus,the courseis expectedo providetools for conceptualizingNormativity by way of
investigatingNormativity of the Body which is disabled .engendeed, andwhich is con-
fined by SexualityandEthnicity.

The coursewill enableStudentgo furtheranalyzethe Systemsbuilt uponthe no-
tion of Normativity like the pedagogicakystemsCultural Practiceqincluding literature,
media, performance Goverrance (Including policies) and Constructionof Criminality
(Policing-socialor otherwise LawsandActs)

Partl: InvestigatingNormativity of the "Body"
[.  Disability
[I.  Sexuality
[ll. Caste/Ethnicity
IV. Gender
Part2: Systemduilt uponthe notion of Normativity
I.  Pedagogicasystems
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Il.  CulturalPracticeqincludingliterature,media,performance)
lll. GovernancéIncludingpolicies)
IV. Constructiorof Criminality (Policing-- socialor otherwise LawsandActs)

Readinglist:

1. BarnesE. (2016).Thevalue neutralmodel.In The minority body: A theoryof disa-
bility, pp.78-118

2. BarnesE. (2016).Takingtheir world for it. In Theminority body: A theory of disa-
bility. pp.119-142.

3. Classen(C. (1998).A feel for the world: lessonsan aesthetic§rom the blind. In the
color of angels: Cosmology,gender and the aestheticimagination New York:
Routledgepp.138160.

4. Classen(. (1998).Thescentedvombandthe seminaleye:Embodyinggendercodes
throughthe sensesln Thecolor of angels:Cosmologygenderand the aesthetiam-
agination. New York: Routledgepp.138-160.

5. Ruth, H. (1983).Haveonly menevolved?In Discoveringreality: Feministperspe-
tives on epistemologymetaphysicsmethodologyand philosophyof science.Vol.
161, pp.45-70.

6. Spivak, G. (1988). Can the subaltern speak® In Cary Nelson and Larry Grossberg,

(eds.).Marxismand the interpretationof culture Chicago:University of lllinois Presspp.271-
313

7. Butler, J. (1990). Foucoult, Herculine, and the politics of sexualdiscontinuity. In
Gendertrouble: Feminismand the subversionof identity. New York: Routledge,
Chapmar& Hall,Inc.

Further Readings:

1. Greer,G.(1970).ThefemaleeunuchNew York: McGraw-Hill.

2. Butler,J.(1990).ldentity, sex,andthe metaphysic®f substanceln Gendertrouble:

Feminismand the subversionof identity. New York: Routledge,Chapman& Hall,

Inc.

Smedly,A. (1929).Thedaughterof earth.

Dirie , W. (1998).Desertflower: Theextraordinaryjourneyof a desertNomad.

Richard,Sh. (2009).Body consciousnesand performancesomaaesheticseastand

west.Journal of aestheticandart criticism 67 (2), 133-145.

6. Galli.w andJeffrey.J.C.(2012).Thinkingthelimits of thebody.NY: StateUniversity
of New York Press.

a ks ow

PHIL 222: TOPICS IN COGNITIVE SCIENCE
Cognitive scienceis an interdisciplinary enquiry concerningmind usingthe tools, theo-
ries,andtechniquef humanitiesandscience gspeciallyof philosophy,psychology/in-
guistics,computerscience and neurosciencer his introductorycourseon someselected
topicsin cognitive sciencetouchesuponsomefoundationalissuesof mentalstatesmen-
tal processesand mentalarchitecturelt starts,chronologically,with someaccountsof
the mentalasgivenin YogaS 1 t ackassicallndiantext. Then, it segueinto someof the
finest seventeenthand eighteenthcentury philosophicalwritings on the topic, through
someimportantconceptf the mentalasdiscussedn philosophy.After the readingson
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mentalstatesthe coursemoveson to the cognitiverevolutionin the lastcenturyandfo-
cuseson the topic of mentalprocessThe final partof the coursedealswith somerecent
accounton mentalarchitecture.

An up to datereadinglist, live seminar/webinalinks, andotherrelevantinformationwill
be sharedn a continuousasisasthe courseprogresses.

EssentialReadings

1. Gaarder,J. (1991/1994).Sophi& svorld: A novel about the history of philosophy
Moller, P.(Trans.) New York: Farrar,StrausandGiroux; Sectionsl- 17, pp. 1-213.

2. DescartesR. (1641/2003).Meditations Cottingham,J. (Trans.). Cambridge:Cam-
bridgeUniversityPress[Ch. 2 & 6].

3. Hume,D. (1748).An enquiry concerninghumanundestanding(Sectiondl, andlll).

OR FodorJ. A. (2003)Humevariations.Oxford: Oxford University Press[Ch. 2 &

3].

Patafijali.YogaS | t [Era1l]

Maslow, A. H. (1943).A theoryof humanmotivation.Psychologicakeview50, 370

396.

6. Turing,A. M. (1950). Computingmachineryandintelligence Mind 49,433-460.

7. Chomsky,N. (1959).A review of B. F. Skinner'sverbal behavior.Language35 (1),
26-58.

8. Marr, D. (1982).Vision SanFranciscoCA [Ch.1].

9. Fodor,J.A. (1980).Themind-bodyproblem.ScientificAmerican244 (1), 114-123.

10.Fodor,J. A. (1983).Precisof The modularityof mind. Behavioraland brain sciences
8,1-42.

11.Chomsky,N. (2017).Two notionsof modularity.In On conceptsmodulesand lan-
guage(de Almeida,R. G. andGleitman,L. R. (Eds.)Oxford University Presspp. 25
40.

a ks

Further Readings

1. Miller, G. A. (2003). The cognitive revolution: a historical perspective Trendsin
cognitivesciencesr, 141 144.

2. Boolos,G. (1994).Godel'ssecondncompletenestheoremexplainedin wordsof one
syllable.Mind 103, 1i 3.

3. Fodor, J. (1992). The big idea: Can there be a scienceof mind? Times literary
supplementd567, 5-7.

4. Karmiloff-Smith, A. (1994). Precis of beyond modularity Behavioral and brain

sciencesl?, 693-745.

Pylyshyn,Z. (1984).Computatiorand cognition CambridgeMA: MIT PresqCh.2].

6. Carey,S.(2011).Theorigin of conceptsA précis. Behavioraland brain sciences34,
113167.

7. ZeimbekisJand RaftopoulosA (Eds). (2015). Thecognitivepenetrabilityof percep-
tion: NewphilosophicalperspectivesOxford University Press.

o

PHIL 223: THE PHILOSOPHY OF VEDIC WOMEN
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This courseintendsto introduce Vedic Women and their PhilosophisesMany Indian

classicalscripturesand their sub-divisions are known after womenrishis, suchas, Ro-

masha, Lopamudra, Visvavara, Shashvati, Gargi, Maitreyi, Apala, Ghosha, Aditi,

Sulabhaetc., They are called in SanskritBrahmavadinisthe speakersand revealersof

Brahmanln the daysof Vedic culture, womenstoodas a decisiveforce in spirituality
and the foundationof moral developmentThere were also womenrishis who revealed
theVedic knowledgeto others.For example the 126thhymn of thefirst book of the Rig-

Vedawasrevealedby a Vedic womanwhosenamewas Romashathe 179 hymn of the
samebook wasby Lopamudra anotherinspiredVedic woman.TherearemanyBrahma-

vadinisin medivielto moderneralike Andal, Akka Mahadevi,Lal Ded etc. This course
will focusandestablishedhewparadigmfor unknownphilosophief Vedic Women.

CourseContent

Introductionto Vedic Womenandtheir Philosophises.
Positionof Womenin Vedic Rituals
TheRig Veda Hymnrevealedoy Romasha
TheRig Veda Hymnrevealedy Lopamudra
Philosophicadebates:

1 Maitreyi andYajnavalkyan the BrihadaranayakaJpanishad.

1 Gargi andYajnavalkyan the BrihadaranayakadJpanishad.

1 TheKenaUpanishad How knowledgeappearsasUma,to dispeltheig-

noranceof Indra.

1 Debateof UbhayaBharatiandAdi Shankaracharya
6. TheFeminineFormsof Wordsin Ashtadhyayiof Patanjali
The ShaivaSiddhantaTradition: Philosophyof Women Saints(Womensuchas
Kaaraikkaal Ammaiyaar, Thilakavathiyaar, Mangaiyarkkarachiyaar, Para-
vaiyaar,Changiliyaar,ChembiyarMadheeviyaarAuvaiyaaretc.)
8. Womenphilosopherandtheir Philosophisesn medieval era:

1 AndalandherMystical philosophy

Akka Mahadeviandherphilosophy
Lal DedandherphilosophicaVakh or theascenof Self
Mira andherphilosophyof Devotion
Kanhopatraandherphilosophy
Muktabai,BahinaBai, JanabaiA brief noteon their Philosophises

abrwnpeE

~

= =4 -4 -8 2

Essentialreadings
ClassicalSources:

1. TheRig-Veda, Book 1, hymn126"
2. TheRig-Veda, Book 1, hymn179"
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w

Yajurvedab.17; 3.44-45 (Sacredmantrasspecifically meantfor recitationby women
from theVedas)

KatyayanaShrautasuta.5.183Manualsof Vedicrrites.
BrihadaranayakadJpanishad

KenaUpanishad

Ashtadhyayiof Patanjali3.3.21,4.1.14
ShaivaSiddhanta

9. Shankaradigvijaya

10.  Andal: Nachiar Tirumozhi

11. Meera:SudhaSindhu

12. KanhopatraAbhang

© N O

SecondarySources:

TiruppavaiAndal SublimePoetryof Mysticism Rajagopalan,Vankeepuram.

TiruppavaiAndal & NachiyarTirumoli SundarampP.S.

SunyaSampadan8hoosnurmatts.S.ArmandoMenzesL.M. Part4, p.261267

ChaitanyayVinaya (2017).Songdor Siva: Vacanasof AkkaMahadevi

Parimoo,B.N. (1987).LalleswariNBT.

Chaudhari)J. B. (1945).Positionof womenin Vedicritual. Calcutta.

Governmenbf India (1929).Indian Women:Marriage and social status.Calcutta.

ChakrapaniC. & Vijaya Kumar, C. (ed.) Changingstatusandrole of womenin Indi-

an society New Delhi.

Maharaniof Barodaand Mitra, S. M. (1911). The position of womenin Indian life.

London.

10.  Chabria,PriyaSarukkai& Ravi ShankalTrans.2016)Andal: Theautobiography
of a Goddess

11. HoskoteRanjit(2013).1, Lalla: ThePoemof Lal Ded.PenguinClassics.

©ONO O~ WNE

©

Further readings

7. Raqg Mukunda(2018). Skyclad: The extraordinarylife and timesof Akka Ma-
hadevi

8. Lalla, Theascenbf selfthe mysticalpoetryof Lal Ded,MLBD.

9. Akka Mahadeviin Encyclopediaf India (2006).

10. ThomaspP. (1939)Womerandmarriagein India

11.Panchapakesayyar, A. S. (1929). Sensein Sexand Other Storiesof Indian
WomenBombay.

12.Gandhi,Mahatma(1941).Tothewomen Allahabad:LJ press.

13. MaharaneeSunity Devee(1919).Nineideal Indian women Calcutta.

14.Macnicol,Margaret(1923).Poemddy Indianwomen London.

15.Verma,H. N. EminentindianwomenNew Delhi.

16. Sopori,B. N. Voiceof Experiences al VaakhPart-2 KashmirSeries.
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https://www.amazon.in/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_book_1?ie=UTF8&field-author=Vinaya+Chaitanya&search-alias=stripbooks
https://www.amazon.in/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_book_1?ie=UTF8&field-author=Priya+Sarukkai+Chabria&search-alias=stripbooks
https://www.amazon.in/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_book_2?ie=UTF8&field-author=Ravi+Shankar&search-alias=stripbooks
https://www.amazon.in/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_book_1?ie=UTF8&field-author=Ranjit+Hoskote&search-alias=stripbooks
https://www.amazon.in/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_book_1?ie=UTF8&field-author=Mukunda+Rao&search-alias=stripbooks
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PHIL 224:INDIAN LOGIC

The themeof this courseis a n u m,Whieh aimsat creatinga debateamongthreedifferent but

mutually contestingclassicalviewsi representeddy Gu a t aMg@ ssi twithaV tsyJy ana 6 s
BhUHykaa 4 Ud &¥@s$s S Hit kveth Prastd)d a 6Bsh U Hyamd Di gnUgaé s
Pr amUAa s awittuRicbaedli a y explénationlt is importantto notethata n u mid noa

logic in the Westernsensebecauseit hasits own way of doinglogic, which is technicallycalled

anu mb n a m @He eoursewill focuson suchissuesasthedefinition, nature factors(p r a,mU
prameya p r a matr ip mUsAdap r a ephalg, process, kinds, linguistic-psychological
syllogistic characteristicsgriteria(r 1 Jpofreasororsign(l i dhgtd, andsign(l i §gigaified

(I i 9 elationwhile discussingtheinferentialmeansof knowledgefa n u mpn a MU A a

EssentialReadings

1. NyOy-sal twitaB h Ulef\atsyJ y a ®Paona,Oriental Book Agency. Text and
Translation:NyU y-sa T tof Gautama(Original in Sanskrit) A n u mU m a Avitha
translationby Ganganathdha,1939.

2. Vai Se'Hit k@ u méma Alith Prastd)d aBisUOHand $r dhar a' s
NyUy a k a Bethaads(1895).

3. Pr amUAa s aomDic ¢ ra & g & mapariccheda(Sanskrittext not available),
translatedoy RichardHayesfrom Tibetanversion,Di g n dhdhe Interpretationof
Sign Chapter6: On reasoning,Dordrecht,Kluwer AcademicPublishers,1988, pp.

231 251.

Further Readings

1. Matilal, B.K. (1986).Perception:An essayon classicallndian theoriesof knowledge.
Oxford: ClarendorPress.

2. Matilal, B.K. andEvans,RobertD. (1986).Buddhistlogic and epistemologyStudies
in the Buddhistanalysisof inferene@ and language.Dordrecht:D. Reidel Publishing
Company.

3. Matilal, B.K. (1985).Logic, language andreality. Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass.

4. ChatterjeeS.C.(Reprint,2017).NyU y theoryof knowledgeA critical studyof some
problemsof logic and metaphysis. Calcutta.

5. Datta,D.M. (Reprint,1998)Thesix waysof knowing.Calcutta.

6. Potter,Karl (ed. 1977%1993). Encyclopediaof Indian philosophies,introductionto
Vols. Il & VI ( Ny Wyaa &g Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass.

7. Prets,Ernst(2000). Theoriesof debate proof and counterproof in the early Indian
dialecticaltradition.pp. 369 382.

8. Walton, Douglas(1998). The new dialectic: Conversationalcontextsof argument
Toronto:Universityof TorontoPress. )

9. ColebrookeH. T. (1824).0n the philosophyof the Hindus:[Partll]: OntheNy Uy a
andV a i i&&ystemsTransaction®of theroyal Asiaticsociety pp. 92 118.

10. Oetke,Claus(1996). Ancient Indian logic as a theory of hon-monotonicreasoning.
Journalof Indian philosophy24.447 539.
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11.PrasadH.S.(2007).Understanding@uddhistepistemologyThecentrality of ethicsin
Buddhism(Chapterl0). Delhi: Motilal Banarsidasgp. 397 429.

PHIL 225APPLIED ETHICS
CourseDescription:

This courseendeavourso examinethe applicationof majorethicaltheoriesn Western
ethicsaswell asmoralconceptof Indianethicsto socialandpracticalissueghathavean
ethicalbearing.lt introducesstudentgo the natureof appliedethics,its objectivesand
methodologyandconsiderghe applicationof ethicaltheoriesto threeareasof applied
ethics,viz., busines®thics,climateethicsandethicsof governancelt furtherdelvesinto
theapplicationof conceptdrom Indianethicssuchasdharmaandnishkamakarma,mul-
tiplicity andinterconnectednessdholistic approachmethodgo betterunderstanassues
in war, socio political conflict, medicineandsustainablelevelopmengoals.

Course Objectives To integrateandexplorecommonethical groundsof understanding
andattemptingo resolveissuedn practicallife.

CourseOutcome Ability to havea comprehensiveleaaboutsomeglobalethicalissues
andhow the applicationof ethicaltheoriesandconceptsanhelpunderstandndresolve
them.

EssentialReadings
Introduction

BeauchampJom. L. (2003) The Natureof Applied Ethics.In A Companiorto
AppliedEthicsMalden,MA: Blackwell PublishingLtd. pp 1-16

BusinessEthics

Solomon,Robert.C. (1993)CorporateRoles,PersonaVirtues:An AristotelianAp-
proach

to Busines<thics.In AppliedEthics: A ReaderCambridgeMA: Blackwell Publishers,
pp.201-221

Climate Ethics

JamiesonDale.(1993) Ethics,PublicPolicy, andGlobalWarming.In AppliedEthics: A
ReaderCambridgeMA: Blackwell Publisherspp.313- 328
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Ethics of Governance

Boxill, B. & Boxill, Jan.(2003) Affirmative Action. In A Companiorto
AppliedEthicsMalden,MA: Blackwell PublishingLtd. pp 118- 127

Indian Contexts

PeetustAshwani.(2015)HumanRightsand Political Tolerationin India: Multiplicity,
Selfandinterconnectedneskr HumanRights:India andthe West New Delhi: Oxford
UniversityPresspp.205-228

MajumdarMalabika.(2010)6 Mo ©h | i g @ Fightdontbe Preventiorof Greater
Calamity:A DebatebetweerSadharaibharmaandSvaDharma.ln AppliedEthicsand
HumanRights:ConceptualAnalysisand ContextualApplicationsLondon: AnthemPress,
pp.293 313.

Motilal Shashi(2015)Sustainabl®evelopmeniGoalsandHumanMoral Obligations:
The EndsandMeansRelation, Journal of Global Ethics. Volumell, Issuel, pp.24-31

Further Readings

Rachelslames(2007)A Shortintroductionto Moral PhilosophyIn TheRightThingto
Do: BasicReadingsn Moral Philosophy4th edition,Boston:McGrawHill, pp 1- 19.

PrasadRrajendra(2010)Applying Ethics:Modes,MotivesandLevelsof Commitment.
In AppliedEthicsand HumanRights:ConceptualAnalysisand ContextualApplications
London:AnthemPresspp 3-32.

CrawfordCromwell.(2005) The Goalsof Medicine- SettingNew Priorities: A Hindu
Perspectiveln Dharma: TheCatergoral ImperativeNew Delhi: D.K. Printworld (P)
Ltd., pp.165- 191

Motilal Shashi(2015)CanEthical Theorybe Opposedo Moral Practice, Journalof In-
dian Councilof PhilosophicalResearchVolume32, Issue3, pp.289- 299

Shiva, V. (2015)Excerptfrom Soil Not Oil: Environmentalusticein an Ageof Climate
Crisis in AlternativeJournal 35:3,pp. 19-23.

Retrieved from https://www.amherst.edu/media/view/184096/original/$&lt-Oil -
Article-andquestions.pdf

61


http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/rjge20?open=11%23vol_11
http://www.tandfonline.com/toc/rjge20/11/1
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PHIL 311ENVIRONMENTAL ETHICS

When moral concernis extendedo animals,plantsand ecosystemss a whole, several
challengesemerge.This courseaimsto examinesomewaysin which morality hasbeen
extendedo the nonrhumanworld andthe problemsanddilemmasthathavearisenthere-
of. Somearchetypalreadingswill be judiciously assessetb determinethe methodology
andrationalepresented.

EssentialReadings

1.

2.
3.

Leopold,A. (1966).Thelandethic.In A sandcountyalmanac:Andsketchesereand
there Oxford: Oxford UniversityPress,pp.217-241.

Taylor, P.(1981).Theethicsof respecfor nature.Environmentakthics3, 197-218.
Callicott, J. B. (1983).Animal liberation: A triangularaffair. In D. Schere& T. Attig
(eds.),EthicsandtheenvironmentNew JerseyPrenticeHall. pp 54-72.

Baxter, W. F. (1994). Peopleor Penguins:The Casefor Optimal Pollution. In J.
White (ed.),Contemporarymoral problems Minneapolis:WestPublishingCompany.
pp.142-446.

Guha, R. (1994). Radical environmentalismand wildernesspreservation:A third
world critique. In L. May andS. C. Sharratt(eds.),Applied ethics: A multicultural
approach.New JerseyPrenticeHall, pp.123-133.

Singer,P. (2002).All animalsareequal.In D. Schmidtzand E. Willott (eds.)Enwu-
ronmentalethics: Whatreally matters,whatreally works.New York: Oxford, Oxford
UniversityPresspp.17-27.

Regan,T. (1985).Thecasefor animalrights.In P. Singer(ed.),In defenceof animals.
Oxford: Blackwell Publisherspp. 13-26.

Donovan,J. (Winter 1990). Animals rights and feminist theory. Signs15 (2), 350
375.

Further Readings

1.

2.

Hw

O 6 N ed. (RO03). Varietiesof intrinsic value.In A. Light & H. Rolstonlll (eds.),
Environmentakthics:An anthology.Oxford: Blackwell Publishing.pp. 131-142.
Varner, G. (2002). Biocentric individualism. In D. Schmidtzand E. Willott (eds.),
Environmentalethics: Whatreally matters,what really works. Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versityPresspp. 108-120.

Rolstonlll, H. (1985).Dutiesto endangeredpecis. BioScience35,718-726.
Naess,A. (1990). The basicsof deepecology.In J. Button (ed.), The greenfuse.
London:QuartetBooks.pp.130-137.

Plumwood,V. (1995).Nature,self andgender:Feminism,environmentaphilosophy
andthe critique of rationalsm. In R. Elliot (ed), Environmentalethics.Oxford: Ox-
ford UniversityPresspp. 155164.

Sober,E., (1995). Philosophicalproblemsfor environmentalismin R. Elliot (ed.),
Environmentakthics.Oxford: Oxford UniversityPresspp.226-247.
Gardiner,S.andThompsonE. (eds.)(2017).The Oxford handbookof environmental
ethics Oxford: Oxford University Press.
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8. Rolston lll, H. (2003). Value in nature and the nature of value. In A. Light &

H.Rolstonlll (eds.),Environmentakthics: An anthology.Oxford: Blackwell Publish-
ing. pp.143153.

PHIL 312:ETHICS IN BUDDHISM

The developmenbf morality in early Buddhismwill be examinedin this course.Ques-

tions regardingthe statusof morality within Buddhistsoteriologyand relatedmethoa-

logical andphilosghical concernswill beaddressethrougha systematicstudyof ethical

thoughtin Buddhism.In additionsomeareasvheresuchmorality hasbeendrawnon and

developedto ascertainBuddhistattitudesto ethical mattersof contemporaryrelevance
will beinvestigated.

EssentialReadings

1.

Walshe M. (trans.)(1987).Thelong discourse®f the Buddha:A translationof the
D ghaNikU y Boston:WisdomPublications(Suttal, 2,5, 8,16,17,22,26,27 and
31)

E.B. Cowell (ed.)(1990,reprint). J Ut @régetherwith its Commentary)Trans.by
varioushandsundertheTheJ Ut ar StariesoftheB u d dsfoanérbirths. Delhi:
Motilal Banarsidass3 Volumes.(Storiesl8,43,62,75,91,196,278,314,316)
Horner, I.B. (trans.)(1969,Reprint). Thebookof discipline (VinayaPitaka), Part1
and2. London Pali Text Society.(Parajika lll andPacittiyal, I, XI, XXl and
XXXIV.)

Verma,V. P.(1963).Theoriginsandsociologyof the early Buddhistphilosophyof
moraldeterminismPhilosophyeastandwestXIll (1), 2547

Keown,D. (Fall, 1996).Karma,characteandconsequentialismlournalof religious
ethics,329-350

Appleton,N. (2010).J Ut stdeiesin T h e r aBuddibismNarrating the Bodhi-
sattapath England:Ashgate (Chapter2)

Keown,D. (1999).Attitudesto euthanasian the VinayaandcommentaryJournal of
Buddhistethics6, 260-270. (Seehttp://www.buddhistethics.org/6/keown993.pdf
Stewart,J.J. (2010). Thequeston of vegetarianisnanddietin P U Buddhism.Jour-
nal of Buddhistethics17,101-140.(See
http://blogs.dickinson.edu/buddhistethics/files/2010/07/Stewar}. pdf

Further Readings

1.

2.

3.

a s

Harvey, P. (2000). An introductionto Buddhistethics Cambridge,UK: Cambridge
UniversityPress.

ChristopherW. Gowans(2015).Buddhistmoral philosophy:An introduction Oxon:
Routledge.

Goodman,C. (2009). Consequencesf compassionOxford and New York: Oxford
UniversityPress.

Keown,D. (2001).Thenatureof Buddhistethics HampshirePalgrave.
KalupahanaD.J. (2008).Ethicsin early BuddhismDelhi: Motilal Banarsidass.
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6. Aronson,H. B. (1980).Love and sympathyin T h e rdaBudlthism Delhi: Motilal
Banarsidass.

7. De Silva, P. (1993). BuddhistEthics. In PeterSinger(ed.), A companionto ethics
Oxford: Blackwell Publisherspp 58-68.

8. PrasadH. S. (2007). The centrality of ethicsin Buddhism:Exploratory essays
Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass.

9. Misra, G.S.P.(1955).Developmenof Buddhistethics Delhi: MunshiramManoharlal.

PHIL 313:PHILOSOPHY OF HUMAN RIGHTS

Tracingthe historicaldevelopmenbf the conceptof humanrightsthe coursewill analyze
anddiscusghe formal andsubstantivedistinctionsphilosopherdhiavedrawnbetweervar-
ious forms and categorief rights like positive and negativerights, individual and cal-
lective rights, primary and secondaryrights, rights and duties, etc. The questionof how
philosophersiavesaughtto justify the conceptof humanrightswill be examinedLastly,
the contemporarycritique of the conceptof humanrights from the Cultural Relativists
andFeministspoint of viewswill bereviewed.

EssentialReadings:

1. Cranston,M. (1990) What are humanrights?.In Lacquer.W & Rubin, B. (Eds)
Humanrights reader.New York: Meridian Books

2. Motilal, S. (2013).Rightsandduties.In V. Chaturvedi(et.al) (eds.)Understanding
ethics(pp 177 -185). New Delhi: Macmillan. Lyons, D. (1970).The correlatvity of
rightsandduties.Nous4 ().

3. Baxi, U. (2002). Two notionsof humanrights: fiModerrd andi Cont e mgnor ar y 0 .
Thefuture of humanrights. Oxford: O.U.P.

4. Gewirth, A. (1984) Are thereany absoluterights. In Waldron, Jeremy(ed.), Theo-
ries of rights. Oxford: O.U.P.

5. Rorty, R. (1993) Humanrights, rationality andsentimentalityln Shute,S. and Hur-
ley S (eds.),On humanrights: TheOxfordamnestyectures.New York: BasicBooks.

6. Alexander,J.M. (2004).Capabilities humanrightsandmoral pluralism, Theinterna-
tional journal of humanrights 8/3.

7. Held,V. (2000) Rights.In Alison JaggaandMarion Young (eds.),A companiorto
feministphilosophy Oxford: Blackwell.

Further Readings:

1. JonesP.(1994) Rights.BasingstokeMacmillan

Dworkin, R. (1978).Takingrights seriously.London:Duckworth.

3. Waldron, J. (1984, Reprinted1989). Theoriesof rights. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

4. Kymlicka, W. (Ed.). (1995).Rightsof minority cultures.Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

N
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o

Sen,A. (14-21July1997).Humanrightsandasianvalues.In Newrepublic.

Macintyre, A. (1985). A critique of Gewirth and the notion of rights. In Louis P

Pojman (ed.), Ethical theory: Classical and contemporaryreadings (2" edition).

WadsworthPublishingCo.

White, A. R. (1984) Rights(Chaps5 and6). Oxford: O.U.P.

8. Panikkar,R. (1982).Is the notion of humanrights a westernconcept?Diogenes 30
(75),75102.

9. Matilal, S.(2015).Humanmoralobligations, dharmaandhumanrights.In Peetush,

AshwaniandDrydyk, Jay (Eds.)Humanrights: India andthewest(pp 12371 145).

New Delhi: OUP. http://www.amazon.in/Book§Shash

Motilal/s?ie=UTF8&page=1&rh=n%3A976389031%2Cp_27%3AShashi%20Motilal

o

~

PHIL 314:IMAGINATION AND SYMBOLIZATION

The ability to symbolizerestson our ability to imagine.Experienced r e aitcluding 6
our perceptionf artistic/ createdd a p p e a or metaposodxpressiongre given to
understandingt severalevels,theirimportis goly- semantié This paperattendsnain-

ly to creative,non discursiveand metaphoricsymbolizationbringing out the inevitably
importantrelationshipbetweerthefaculty of imaginationandthe faculty of reason.

EssentialReadings

1. Kant, I. (1952). Critique of judgment(SelectedSection: The first two dMoment®
fromthefi A n a lofyheb ea u t Iin 3.Q. Méredith(Trans.), In Encyclopediaori-
tannicaKant volume.Chicago:ChicagoUniversityPress.

2. Cassirer,E. (1944). An essayon man. New Haven and London: Yale University
Press(Partll- ChaptenX).

3. Langer,S.K. (1967).Mind: An essayon humanfeeling,Vol. 1 (Chapter2). Chicago:
JohnH o p k iUnige®ig/ Press

4. Goodman,N. (1976). Languagesof art (ChapterVL.). Indiana: Hackett Publishing
Co.

5. Warnock,M. (1994).Imaginationandtime (Chapter3 & 4). Oxford: Blackwell.

Further Readings

1. Ferretti,S. (1984).Cassirer,Panofskyand Warburg: Symbol,art, history. New Ha-
venandLondon:Yale University.

2. Eagleton,T. (1991).Theideologyof theaestheticOxford: Basil Blackwell.

3. Lyas,C. (1997).AestheticsLondon:UCL Press.

PHIL 315:INDIAN PHILOSOPHY OF LANGU AGE
This courseaimsat the debatebetweerBuddhistD i g nddM) mBakaKk u mUori | a

variousissuesconcerningphilosophyof language hamely, meaningand reference co-
referentiality, languagethoughtandreality, ontology of universal, unit of language

65


http://www.amazon.in/Books-Shashi-Motilal/s?ie=UTF8&page=1&rh=n%2525252525252525252525252525252525252525252525253A976389031%2525252525252525252525252525252525252525252525252Cp_27%2525252525252525252525252525252525252525252525253AShashi%25252525252525252525252525252525252525252525252520Motilal
http://www.amazon.in/Books-Shashi-Motilal/s?ie=UTF8&page=1&rh=n%2525252525252525252525252525252525252525252525253A976389031%2525252525252525252525252525252525252525252525252Cp_27%2525252525252525252525252525252525252525252525253AShashi%25252525252525252525252525252525252525252525252520Motilal
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(word or sentence)¢onditionsof meaningfulsentencemethodof identificationof mean-
ing, levelsof meaningandstatusof scriptureasthe sourceof meaning.

EssentialReadings
1. Pr aAadamuccayafDi g n ¢haptetv,Any U poaribcheda
(i) RichardP. Hayes,(Tr. from Tibetan).(1988).In Di g n dhghainterpretation
of signs chapterVIl, Dordrecht,Kluwer AcademicPublisherspp. 252
308.
(i) Pind, Ole Holten, D i g noltpilwsophyof Language:Di g ndhhay Up o h a
P r aAmasamuccayd/: Text, TranslationandAnnotation.

2. $1 ok avobk u mU rehaptarxVll, ApohavUda
(i) Jha,Ganganatiha(Englishtranslation)s | o k a v With thé Qorkraentaries
KUSakiNly Uy a r a (repridtk ZethiaSri SatguruPublication.
(i) Jha,Durgadhar(Hindi Translatior). (1979).DarbhangakameshwafSingh
SanskritVishvaVidyalaya,pp. 677 745.

Further Readings

1. HerzbergerRadhika.(1986),Bhartrhari and the Buddhists:an essayin the develg-
mentof fifth and sixth centurylndian thought.Dordrecht,D. ReidelPublishingCom-
pany.

2. HerzbergerHansG. (1975).Mouble negationin Buddhistlogicd Journal of Indian
philosophy3, 37 16.

3. Dreyfus, GeorgeB. (reprint, 1997), Recognizingreality: Dharmalgti& philosophy
andits Tibetaninterpretatons. Delhi: Sri SatguruPublications.

4. Perret,Roy W. (2000). Logic and philosophyof language In Indian philosophy:A
collectionof readingseries,Vol. 2. New York: GarlandPublishing.

5. Raja,K. Knjuni. (1977).Indian theoriesof meaning.Madras:The Adyar Library and
ResearclCentre reprint.

6. Matilal, B.K. (1990). The word and the world: India& contributionto the study of
language Delhi: Oxford University Press.

7. Dwivedi, R.C. (ed.) (1994). Studiesin MgnltisU Dr. MandanMishra Felicitation
Volume.Delhi: Motilal Banarsidas®ublishers.

8. Dravid, Raja Ram (1972). The problem of universalsin Indian philosophy.Delhi:
Motilal Banarsidass.

PHIL 316:APPROACHES TO COGNITIVE SCIENCE

Cognitive Scienceaimsto studythe structureand dynamicsgoverninghumancognitive
architecturejncluding the phenomenologicabackgroundconditionsenablingcognition,
innate evolutionaryendowmentsand developmentalnteractionsof the cognitive agent
with his/herphysicalandsocialenvironmentsConceptsarecentralpartsof this architec-
ture. But how arethey representedn the mind/brain:in the abstractamodelform or in
modality specificsystems? this questionis alsoconsideredn this course.Underdevé-
opmental,embodiedenactiveand dynamicalsystemperspectiveshe presentcourseex-
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ploresinteractionsat severallevels, betweenbrain, body and environmentand between
perception,thought and action for the construction(or shapingup) of human cogri-
tion/mind, perceptiorandlanguage.

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

Clark, A. (2013).Mindware: An introductionto the philosophyof cognitivescience.
Ch.1,2,3 Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Harnad,S. (2003). The symbol groundingproblem.In Encyclgaediaof cognitive
scienceNaturePublishingGroup/Macmillan.

Barsaloul. W., SimmonsW. K., BarbeyA. K. andWilson C. D. (2003).Grounding
conceptuaknowledgein modality-specific systems.Trendsin cognitive sciences’/
(2.

Gelder,V. (1995). What might cognitionbe, if not computation.The journal of phi-
losophy92 (7), 345-381.

Smith, L. and EstherThelen(2003). Developmentas a dynamicsystem.Trendsin
cognitivescienced (8).

Borrett,D., Kelly S., Kwan H. (2000).Bridging embodiedcognitionand brain func-
tion: therole of phenomenologyPhilosophicalpsychology132).

Rizzolatti,G.& Arbib, M. (1998). Languagewithin our grasp.Trendsin neurose¢
ence1(5,1),188194.

FreananW.J. & andNufez R. (1999).Restoringto cognitionthe forgottenprimacy
of action,intentionandemotion.Journal of consciousnesstudies6 (117 12), ixT XiX.
Carman,T. (2005).0On theinescapabilityof phenomenologyin D. W. SmithandA.
L. Thomasso (Eds.),Phenomenologgnd the philosophyof mind New York: Ox-
ford UniversityPresspp.67i 89.

10.Taylor, C. (1993). Engagedagencyand backgroundin Heidegger.In CharlesGui-

gnon (Ed.), Cambridgecompanionto Heidegger.New York: CambridgeUniversity
Pres.

Further Readings

=

Clark,A. & Toribio, J.(1994).Doing without representing®ynthesd 01, 401-431.
Dreyfus, H. (2002). Intelligencewithout representationMerleauP o n tcytiue of
mentalrepresentatiorPhenomenologgndthe cognitivescienced (4), 367 383.
Rey, G. (2002).Problemswith D r e y dialestié, phenomenologgnd the cognitive
scienced, pp.403 408.NetherlandsKluwer AcademicPublishers.

Cappuccio,M. (2009). Mirror neuronsand skilful coping: motor intentionality be-
tweensensorimotoandideo-motor schematan goaldirectedactions.In RicardoPie-
trobon(Ed.), TheresearchonresearchUK: SussexXPress.

Gallagher,S. (2008).Are minimal representationstill representationsihternatioral
journal of philosophicalstudiesl6, 351-69.

Wheeler,M. (2008). Minimal representingA responseo Gallagher.International
journal of philosophicalstudiesl6, 371-76.
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7. Rutter, M. (2007). GeneenvironmentinterdependenceDevelopmentakcience,10
(1), 12-18.

8. Kelly, S.(2001).Therelevanceof phenomenologto the philosophyof languageand
mind New York: Routledge.

9. Grush,R. (2003).In defenseof somed C a r t assum@iong&oncerningthe brain
andits operation Biologyand philosophy18, 53 93.

10.Van Gelder, T. (1997). Dynamical systemsin Cognitive Science Behavioral and
brain sciences.

11.Anderson,M. (2003). Representationsymbols,and embodimentArtificial Intelli-
gencel49 1511 156.

12.Hutto, D.D. & Myin, E. (2014).Neuralrepresentationaot needed no more pleas,
pleasePhenomenologgnd cognitivesciencel3, 241 256

13.Colombo, M. (2014). Neural representationalisnthe hard problem of contentand
vitiated verdicts:A reply to Hutto & Myin. Phenomenologgnd cognitivesciencel3,
257 274.

14.Prinz, J.J.(2002). Furnishing the mind: Conceptsand their perceptualbasis Cam-
bridge,Mass.:MIT Press.

PHIL 317: FOUNDATIONS OF COGNITIVE SCIENCE

Oneof themostexcitingandfoundationalffields of studyin presentday cognitivescience
andphilosoply revolvesaroundthe notionof conceptAs a popularclaim hasit, the heart
of contemporarycognitive scienceis its theory of concept.This introductorycourseat-
temptsto explorethe nature,structure acquisition,origin, anddevelopmenbf concepts,
the constituentsof thought. Building on theoreticaland empirical findings, the course
opensup awindow to the mechanic®f themind.

EssentialReadings

1. Fodor,J. A. (1985).Fodor'sguideto mentalrepresentationT he intelligent Auntie's

VadeMecum. Mind 94, (373, 76-100. Retrieved from,

http://www.jstor.org/stable/2254700

LaurenceS.andMargolis, E. ConceptandCognitiveScience#

Rey,G. ConceptsandStereotypes#

Carey,S.(2011).Theorigin of corcepts:A précis.Behavioralandbrain sciences34,

113167.

5. Fodor,JA. andPylyshynZ. (2015).MindswithoutmeaningsAn essayon the content
of conceptsMIT PresgChapterl, 3].

6. Millikan, R G. (2017).BeyondconceptsOxford: Oxford University Press, [Chapter

3& 13].

NeanderK. (2017).A markof themental. MIT Press,[Chapters4 & 8].

8. SheaN. (forthcoming)(2018).Representatiom cognitivescience Oxford Univer-
sity PresdChapter2 & 8.

Hwn

~

Further Readings
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Margolis, E and Laurence,S. (Eds) (1999). Concepts:Core readings Bradford
Books.MIT Press[The readingsmarkedwith i # the readings2&3, are from this
anthology.]

Bhartrhari.(1965).V U k y a pChapt@ry. Ayer, K A S.(tran9. Poona/ndia.
Carey,S. (2009).Theorigin of concepts.Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Fodor,J. A. andPylyshyn,Z. (2015).Minds without meanings:An essayon the con-
tentof conceptsMIT PressCambridgeMassachusetts.

Margolis, E andLaurence S. (Eds.)(2015). The conceptualmind: Newdirectionsin
the studyof conceptsMIT Press.

Murphy, L. (2002).Thebig bookof conceptsBradfordBooks,MIT.

Millikan R G. (2017).Beyondconceptaunicepts,language,and natural information.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

NeanderK. (2017).A markof the mentalin defenseof informationalteleosemantics,
MIT Press.

Raja,K. (1963).Indian theoriesof meaning Adayar,India.

10.Shea,N. (forthcoming)(2018). Representatiomn cognitivescience Oxford: Oxford

UniversityPress.

PHIL 318:INDIAN AESTHETICS

Theaim of the courseis to acquaintstudentswith Indian AestheticsThe Main purposeof
this option will intendto analyseghe Natureof Art, andto understanchow Aesthetic
Experiencanetamorphosigmto Mystical experiene, accordingto Indian AestheticsThis
courseexploresphilosophicalaccountf the natureof art, creativeactivity, imagination,
expressioninterpretationandaesthetievaluation.

Main Topics

1.
2.

3.

Introductionto Indian Aestheticawith the NOyaS $ira

The concepbf Indianpoetics:Rasa BhUva, Dhvani Alad k(ta, Ri, Gula-Nirl pada,
KOvryaandKryadd

Main conceptsand problemsof Indian aestheticsArt experienceart object, beauty,
sublime,aestheticreativity, aesthetigudgmentsandaesthetiexperience

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

o oA

Ghosh,Manmohan(1950). The NUyadktra of Bharata Muni Vol.1. Calcutta: The
Asiatic Society pp. 1-147.

Tripathi, Ramshanka(1916). The KOvyangnaii sU of RajeSekhara Delhi: MLBD.
Chap.1-3

Coomaraswamy,Ananda (1994). The transformation of nature in art. Delhi:
MunshiramManoharlalPublisherspp.1-34

BhattacharyaSri Bishnupadq1981).Dhvanydoka. Calcutta:FirmaKlim Pvt. Ltd.
JohnstonE H. (1928).TheSaundathdaof A&aghd4. London:Oxford Press.
Pushpendrakumar(ed.& Trans.2006).NCtyaS &ira of Bharatamuni:Text,commae-
tary of AbhinavaBhUrati by AbhinavagugitCrya. Delhi: New BharatiyaBook Cor-
poration.
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Further Readings

1.

2.

8.

9.

Weitz, Morris (ed.1970) Problemsof aestheticsMacmillan: Universityof Michigan.
pp.1-35

Schiller, Friedrich (1954).0n the aestheticeducationof man. London: Routledge&
KeganPaul pp.27%47

Graham,Gorden (2005). The philosophyof arts. London: Routledge,pp.373 for
Topics:1,2,7& 8

Zuckert,Rachel.(2003).Awe or envy: HerdercontraKant on the sublime.Journal of
aestheticandart criticism, 217-232.

Masson and Patwardhar(1969).$ btarasaand Abhinavaguptés philosophyof aes-
thetics.Pune: BhandarkaOrientalResearchnstitute.pp.73.

Honeywell, J.A. (1969). The poetic theory of Vi&anha. The journal of aesthetics
andart criticism XXVIII (2), 168.

Gnoli, Raniero(1968). The aestheticexperienceaccordingto Abhinavagupta2nd
edition) Varanasi:Chowkhamb&sanskritSeriesOffice, pp.78.

Deutsch,Eliot. (1975). Sudiesin comparativeaestheticsMonographsof the society
for Asianand comparativephilosophy,(2). US: University of Hawaii Presspp. 34.
Kelly, Michael (2014, secondedition). Encyclopaediaof aestheticsNew York: Ox-
ford UniversityPress.

10.PandeyK. C. (1950).ComparativeaestheticsVol.1. BanarasChowkhambzasanskrit

Series.

PHIL 319: UNDERSTANDING MULTICULTURALISM

The coursefocuseson the conceptsandtheoreticalfoundationghat underliemulticultur-
alism. It stresse®n the possibility of maintaininga pluralistic culture of manyidentities
andsub-cultureswhile retainingthe civil andpolitical practicesthat sustainnationallife
in the classicalsenseln orderto understandhow this canbe, the coursediscussesssues
relatedwith citizenship, cultural rights andtoleration,politics of recognition, religious
rights.

EssentialReadings

1.

BhargavaRajeev.(2007).Introduction.In RajeevBhargava,Amiya Kumar Bagchi,
and R. Sudarshan(eds.), Multiculturalism, liberalism and democracy.New Delhi:
Oxford University Presspp. 1-57.

Kukathas,Chandran(1992). Are thereany cultural rights? Political Theory20 (1),
pp.105-39.

Kymlicka, Will. (1992).Therights of minority cultures:Replyto Kukathas Political
Theory20(1), 140-46.

Rawls,John.(n.d.).Political Liberalism(Introductions | ecturel, Lecturell, pp.134).
Political Liberalism Lecturelll.

Kymlicka, Will. Multicultural Citizenship(Introduction,chaps1-4,5-7, 8-10).
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6. ParekhBhikhu. (2000).Rethinkingmulticulturalism: Cultural diversityand political
theory. New York: Palgrave.

7. Horton,John.(July 1998) Tolerationasa virtue. In Toleration.PrincetonUniversity
Press28-43.

8. Taylor, Charles. Multiculturalism and "The Politics of Recognition.” Retrieved
fromwww.jstor.org/stable/2381584

9. Nandy,Ashis.(1998).The politics of secularismandthe recoveryof religioustolera-
tion. In RajeevBhargava(ed.), SecularismAnd its critics. New Delhi: Oxford Uni-
versityPresspp . 321-344.

10. Bilgrami, Akeel. (2007).Secularism, liberalismandthe mord psychologyof ident-
ty. In RajeevBhargava Amiya Kumar Bagchi,andR. Sudarsharfeds.),Multicultur-
alism, liberalismanddemocracyNew Delhi: Oxford UniversityPresspp. 164-211.

11.Slavoj, Zizek. (SeptembeOctober1997). Multiculturalism or the culturd logic of
multinationalcapitalism?Newleft reviewl/225, 28-51.

Further readings

1. Mill, JohnStuart.(1973).Civilization (pp.32) andA few wordson non intervention.
In GertrudeHimmelfarb(ed.), Essayon politics and culture. GloucesterMA: Pete
Smith.

2. Acton, Lord. (1948).Nationality. In Essayson freedomand power. Boston:Beacon

Press.

Kymlicka, Will. Liberalism,communityandculture.chaps.7-9 (71 pp).

Margalit, Avishai andRazJoseph(1990).NationalselfdeterminationThejournal of

philosophy87 (9).

RawlsJohn.Atheoryof justice 1-4, 11,29, 32-35,77,85.

Dworkin, Ronald.Takingrights seriously chap.6.

7. KukathasChandran(1994).Culturalrightsagain:A rejoinderto Kymlicka. Political
theory20 (4), 674-80.

8. Raz,Joseph(1994).Multiculturalism:A liberal perspectiveDissent41,67-79.

9. TomasiJohn.(1995).Kymlicka, liberalism,andrespecfor culturalminorities.Ethics
105,580-603.

10. Rawls,John.Political liberalism LecturelV, LectureV (79 pp.).

11. Galston William A. (1995).Two conceptof liberalism.Ethics105.

12.Kukathas,Chandran(1997). Cultural toleration.In lan Shapiroand Will Kymlicka
(eds.),NOMOSXXXIX: Ethnicityand grouprights. New York: New York University
Press.

13.Carens,JosephH. (1995). Aliens and citizens: The casefor openborders.In Will
Kymlicka (ed.), Therights of minority cultures.New York: Oxford University Press,
pp.17.

14.Macedo Stephen.(2000). Diversity and distrust Cambridge: Harvard University
PressPartll, pp.80pp.

15.Kymlicka, Will. (2001).Educationfor citizenship.In Politics in the vernacular: Na-
tionalism,multiculturalism,andcitizenship New York: Oxford University Press.

16. GreenawaltKent. (1998). Freedomof associatiorandreligiousassociationln Amy
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Gutmann(ed), Freedomof association.Princeton:PrincetonUniversity Press.pp.
29.

17.Swaine, Lucas. (2003). The liberal conscienceNew York: Columbia University
Presschap.3.

18.Taylor, Charles. The Politics of Recognition Retrieved from plandefi
ram.org/documentos/.../Politics_of Recdipmi.pdf

19. Parekh Bhikhu. (May/Junel999).Political theoryandthe multicultural society.Cop-
yright RadicalphilosophyL.td 19727 2003.

PHIL 320: PHILOSOPHY OF BIOLOGY

Philosophyof biology initially emergedasa distinct branchof philosophyin 1960sand
1970slargely as a consequencef increasinginfluence of naturalismin both biological
sciencesandphilosophy.This courseaimsat investigatingwhetherbelief in the distind-
nessof biological processess maintainablen light of currentphilosophcal debatesTo-
wardsmeetingof this goal, the courseendeavorgo introducestudentgo suchbasicbio-
logical conceptsasthe natureof evolution,naturalselection adaptationpiologicaldesign
andgene.The debateverthe possibility of adoptingreduwctionismin biology aswell as
ethicalandsocialconsequencesf adoptionof evolutionarytheoryarealsoexamined.

EssentialReadings

1. GodfreySmith, P. (2014).Philosophyandbiology. In Philosophyof biology. Prince-
ton: PrincetonUniversity Presspp. 1-10.

2. Darwin,Charles(1876).Theorigin of speciegChapter4). London:JohnMurray.

3. Mayr, E. (1986).Natural selection:The philosopherandthe biologist. Paleobiology,
12 (2), 23-39. OR StephensChristopher(2007). Natural selection.In Mohan Mat-
then & ChristopherStephengeds.),Philosophyof biology. Amsterdam:Elsevier,pp
111- 127.

4. Okasha,S. (2008). The units and levels of selection.In SahotraSarkar& Anya
Plutynski (eds).A companionto the philosophyof biology. Oxford: Blackwell, pp.
138156.

5. Lewontin, R. C. (1978). Adaptation. Scientific American 239 (3), 212-30. OR
Amundson,Ron. (1998). Two conceptsof constraint:Adaptationismand the chd-
lengefrom developmentabiology. In David L. Hull & Michael Ruse(eds).Thephi-
losophyof biology. Oxford: Oxford University Presspp.91116.

6. Lewens,T. (2005).The problemsof biologicaldesign.In Anthony O'Hear(ed.).Phi-
losophy biologyandlife. CambridgeCambridgeUniversityPresspp. 177192

7. Griffiths, P.andKarola Stotz.(2007).Gere. In David L. Hull & MichaelRuse(eds.),
Thecambridgecompaniorto the philosophyof biology. Cambridge CambridgeUni-
versity Press,pp. 85-102. OR Dupre, John. (2005). Are there genes?Iin Anthony
O'Hear(ed.) Philosophy,biology and life. Cambridge:Cambridge University Press,
pp.193210.0R HansJorg Rheinberge& StaffanMller-Wille. Geneconceptspp.
3-21.

8. Stephens(C. (2008).PopulationgeneticsIn SahotraSarkar& Anya Plutynski(eds).
A companiorto the philosophyof biology. Oxford: Blackwell, pp.119-137.
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9. RuseM. (2008).Evo-devo:A newevolutionaryparadigmIn SahotreSarkar& Anya
Plutynski (eds.),A companionto the philosophyof biology. Oxford: Blackwell, pp.
105124.

10.RosenbertA. (2007).Reductionism(and Antireductionism)in biology. In David L.
Hull & MichaelRuse(eds.).TheCambridgecompaniorto the philosophyof biology.
CambridgeCambridgeUniversityPresspp.120-138.

11.RosenbergA. (1998). Altruism: Theoreticalcontexts.In David L. Hull & Michael
Ruse(eds.). The philosoply of biology. Oxford: Oxford University Press,pp. 448
458.

Further Readings

1. Elliot, Sober(2000).Philosophyof biology. Oxford: WestviewPress.

2. RosenbergA. and Daniel W. McShea.(2008). Philosophyof biology: A contemp-
rary introduction.New York: Routledge.

3. DavidL. Hull & MichaelRuse.(2007).TheCambridgecompaniorno the philosophy
of biology. Cambridge CambridgeUniversity Press.

4. Elliott Sober(ed.). (2006). Conceptualissuesin evolutionarybiology. Cambridge:
MIT Press.

PHIL 321 VIRTUE EPISTEMOLOGY

Virtue epistemologyis an approachto philosophicalstudy of knowledgethat gives a

privileged placeto reflectionon intellectualvirtue. It triesto answerquestionsaboutthe
natureof knowledgeandthe value of knowledgetogetherby concentratingon centering
knowledgein intellectualability. Knowledgeis successttributedto ana g e raliliéy.s
And we value an act performedwith competencehencewe value knowledgeover true

belief. This coursewill studythe key writings of the protagonist®of Virtue Epistemology,
viz. ErnestSosa,JohnGrecoandLinda ZagzebskiJ. Kvanvig, apartfrom otherphiloso-

phersWe will alsostudyintellectualhumility, a specificintellectualvirtue.

EssentialReadings

1. Battaly, H. (2012).Virtue epgstemology.In JohnGrecoandJohnTurri (Eds.)Virtue
epistemologgontemporaryeadings ( pp. 3-27). London:MIT Press.

2. Greco,J. (2012) The natureof knowledge.ln JohnGrecoandJohnTurri (Eds.)Vir-
tue epistemologygontemporaryeadings(pp.97-115). London:MIT Press.

3. Sosa,E. (2012). Selectionsfrom, A virtue epistemology:Apt belief and reflective

knowledgeVolume 1, In JohnGrecoandJohnTurri (Eds.)Virtue epistemologyon-

temporaryreadings(pp. 73-96). London:MIT Press.

Lackey,J. (2009).Knowledgeandcredit. Philosophicalstudies142(1), 27 - 42.

Pritchard,D. (2015).Anti-luck epistemologyandthe Gettier problem.Philosophical

studiesl72(1),93-111.

6. Sosa,E. (2012).Knowing full well: The normativity of beliefs as performancesin
JohnGrecoand JohnTurri (Eds.) Virtue epistemologycontemporaryreadings(pp.
171-184).London:MIT Press.
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7. Zagzebskil. (2012).Thesearchor the sourceof epistemicgoad. In JohnGrecoand
JohnTurri (Eds.)Virtue epistemologgontemporaryeadings(pp. 151-164).London:
MIT Press.

8. Zagzebskil. (2012).Recoveringunderstandingin JohnGrecoandJohnTurri(Eds.)
Virtue epistemologygontemporaryeadings(pp 351-374).London:MIT Press.

9. Fricker, M. (2012).Epistemicinjusticeanda role for virtue in the politics of know-
ing. In JohnGrecoandJohnTurri (Eds.)Virtue epistemologgontemporaryeadings
(pp329350).London:MIT Press.

10. Kvanvig, J. (2012).Selectiondrom, Theintellectualvirtuesandthe life of the mind:
On the place of the virtuesin contemporaryepistemologyln JohnGrecoand John
Turri (Eds.)Virtue epistemologyontemporaryreadings(pp.375392). London: MIT
Press

11.Roberts,R. &Wood, J. (2007). Love of knowledge.In RobertsC, Roberts& Jay
Wood (eds.), Intellectual virtues: An essayin regulative epistemology(1* edition,
pp153182).Oxford UniversityPressNew York.

Further Readings

1. Crisp,R. (2010).Virtue ethicsandvirtue epistemologyln HeathemBattaly (Ed.), Vir-
tueandvice,moral and epistemicWiley Blackwell Publishing.

2. Baehr,J.(2012).Fourvarietiesof charactebasedvirtue epistemologyln JohnGreco
and John Turri (Eds.) Virtue epistemologyconemporary readings. London: MIT
Press.

3. Turri, J.(2012).Manifestfailure: The Gettierproblemsolved.In JohnGrecoand
JohnTurri (Eds.)Virtue epistemologgontemporaryeadings.London:MIT Press.

4. Hookway,C. (2003).How to beavirtue epistemologist™ Michael DePaulandLin-
da Zagzebski(Eds.) Intellectual virtue: Perspectivegrom ethicsand epistemology,
(pp. 182-202).Oxford ClarendorPress

5. Pritchard,D. (2009).The value of knowledge The Harvard review of philosophyl6
(1), 86-103.

6. Fricker M. (1998).Rationalauthorityandsocial power: Towardsa truly socialepis-
temology.Proceeding®f the Aristoteliansociety98 (newseries) 159-177.

7. Whitcomb,D., Battaly,H. , Baehr,J. andHoward&Snyde, D. (2017) Intellectualhu-
mility: Owning our limitations. Philosophyand phenomenologicalesearch94, 509
539.

PHIL 322:POLITICAL LIBERALISM AND COMMUNITARIANISM
This coursefocuseson the communitariarcritique of JohnRawl<s political conception
of justice. It presentssomeimportantideasdiscussedn Rawl seminalwork Political
Liberalism and attemptsto find out what sort of questionshave beenraised against

Rawlgs positionby someof the majorcommunitariarcritics.

EssentialReadings
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Rawls, John.(1999). Justiceas fairness;Justiceas fairness:Political not metaphys
cal. In SamuelFreeman(ed.), John Rawls: Collectedpapers(pp. 47-72, 388-414).
New Delhi: Oxford University Press.

Macintyre, Alasdair. (1998). Politics, philosophyand the commongood. In Kelvin
Knight (ed.), The Macintyre reader (235-254). Notre Dame: University of Notre
DamePress.

Sandel,Michael. (2005). Liberalism and the limits of justice (15-65). New York:
CambridgeUniversity Press.

Kekes,John.(April 1992).Theincompatibility of liberalismandpluralism.American
philosophicalquarterly29(2), 141-151.

Taylor, C. (1989).CrossPurposesTheliberalcommunitariardebateln N. Rosen-
blum (ed.),Liberalismandthe moral life (159-182). Cambridge Mass:HarwardUni-
versityPress.

Walzer,Michael.(Feb.1990).The communitariarcritique of liberalism.Political
theory18(1), 6-23.

Further Readings

1.

2.

8.

9.

Berlin, Isaiah. (1969). Two conceptsof liberty. Four essayson liberty. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Dagger,Richard.(Spring1999).The Sandeliarrepublicandthe encumberedelf. The
reviewof politics61(2), 181-208.

Gaus,Gerald F. (2003). Contemporarytheoriesof liberalism: Public reasonas a
postenlightenmenproject New Delhi: SagePublications.
Alejandro,Roberto.(Feb.1996).Whatis political aboutR a w Ipdiitizal liberalism?
Thejournal of politics 58 (1), 1-24.

Bell, Daniel A. (2005). A communitariancritique of liberalism. Analyse& Kkritik27,
21538.

Mulhall, Stephanand Swift, Adam. (199%). Liberals and communitarians Oxford:
Blackwell Publishing.

Kymlicka, Will. (2002). Liberalism, communityand culture Oxford: Clarendon
Press.

SandelMichael J. (Feb.1994). The proceduralrepublicand the unencumberedelf.
Political theory12(1), 81-96.

Rawls, John. (1999). John Rawils: Collected papers SamuelFreeman(ed.). New
Delhi: Oxford University Press.

10. Macintyre, Alasdair. (2007). After virtue: A studyin moral theory (Third Edition).

Notre Dame:University of Notre DamePress.

11.Kant, Immantel. (1991). Political essays(Secondand enlargeded.) H. B. Nisbet

(translator),Hans Reiss (edited with an introduction and notes). Cambridge:Cam-
bridgeUniversity Press.

12.Kukathas Chandran(1996).Liberalism,communitarianisnandpolitical community.

Socialphilosophyandpolicy foundation13 (1), 80-104.

13.Kymlicka, Will. (Junel988).LiberalismandcommunitarianismCanadianjournal of

philosophy1§2), 181-203.
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14.Lukes, Steven.(Fall 1994).The singularandthe plural: On the distinctiveliberalism
of IsaiahBerlin. Socialresearch61(3), 687-717.

15.Macedo,Stephen(Spring 1988). Liberal virtues, constitutionalcommunity. There-
viewof politics50(2), 215-40.

PHIL 323:PHILOSOPHY OF AMBEDKAR

This courseexploresthe philosophicalthoughtof B.R. Ambedkarby introducinghis es-
sentialphilosophicalwritings. Ambedkardevelopsan alternativereadingof Indian phi-
losophyby interrogatingdominantphilosophicalksystemsandits texts.He viewedphilos-

ophy as a social expression.This coursedivided his philosophicalthoughtinto social,
political, andreligioussystems.

1. Lifework of Ambedkar:SocioPolitical context

2. Interrogatingindian philosophy
Philosophyas scacial expressionin the light of philosophersNarayanaGuru,
Periyar,JyotibaPhulendVemana
Critical understandingf Indian Philosophy

3. Socialphilosophy
Critique of castesystemandHindu socialorder
Nexusbetweercasteandreligion
Philosophyof Hinduism
Annihilation of Caste

4. Political philosophy
Socialprecedeshe political
DemocracyStateSocialism RightsandConstitutionalism
Negotiatingliberal, radicalandcommunitariartraditions
SocialJustice

5. Philosophyof religion
Antiquereligionsandcivilized religions
Religionasasocialforce
Buddhaor Marx
Buddhismashumairistic andrationalisticreligion

6. Ambedkarandalternativesocialmovements

Strugglesof the oppressedMahadSatyagrahndian LabourParty,
ScheduledCasted~ederation
RepublicarPaty
Separatélectoratedor dalits
Constitutionalisma Safeguardinghe Rightsof Minorities, Hindu CodeBill,
Nationalizingtheagriculture

7. Relevancef A mb e dsiPhliloséphy
Critique of Brahminicalmodernity
GandhiandAmbedkar
Sourceof inspirationfor Dalit Movement
Wo m esiEancipation
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EssentialReadings

=

Gokhale Pradeep(2008).Philosophyof B.R.AmbedkamMumbai: SuguwaPrakasan.

2. Ambedkar,B.R. (1987).Castedn India, Annihilation of caste,Stateand minorities,
Mr. Russeland reconstructionof society. In Vasant Moon (Compiled), Dr. Ba-
basahebAmbedkamritings and speeche¥ol.1. EducationDepartmentGovernment
of Maharastra.

3. Ambedkar,B.R. (1987). Philosophyof hinduism, India and pre requisitesof com-
munism,Revolutionand counterrevolution, Buddhaor Karl Marx. In VasantMoon
(Compiled),Dr. BabasahebAmbedkarwritings and speeched/0l.3. EducationDe-
partmentGovernmentf Maharastra.

4. Ambedkar,B.R. (1987).Riddlesin hinduism,In VasantMoon (Compiled),Dr. Ba-
basahebAmbedkamritings and speeche¥ol.4. EducationDepartmentGovernment
of Maharastra.

5. Omvedt,Gail. (1994). Towardsa historical materialistanalysisof the origins andde-
velopmentsof caste,Ambedkarand the dalit movementin colonial India. In Dalits
anddemocratiaevolution.New Delhi: Sage pp.2158.

6. Teltumbde,Anand. (1997).6 A mb e dnkaadrfod the PostAmbedkardalit mowe-
ment.Pune:SugawaPrakashan.

7. Omwvedt, Gail. (2004). Liberty, equality,community;Dr. Babas ah e b Avnbedk ar 0
sion of a new social order. Dr. Ambedkar Memorial Lecture, organised by
Dr.AmbedkarChairin Sociology, JawaharlaNehruUniversity, New Delhi.

8. Rodrigues\Velerian.(1994).Making a tradition critical: Labourandmeaningof dalit

movementlIn PeterRobb (Ed.), Dalit movementsThe meaningsof labour in India.

Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Further Readings

1. Rodrigues,Valerian.(2002).The essentialwritings of B.R. Ambedkar.New Delhi:
Oxford Pres.

2. Gore, M.S. (1993). Social contextof an ideology; A mb e d lpdlitical and social
thought.New Delhi: Sage

3. NagarajD.R.(1993).Theflamingfeet: A studyof Dalit movemenin India. Bangalore:

SouthForumPress.

Ambedkar.B.R. (2003).Ambedkaautobiographicalnotes Delhi: Navayana.

Guru, Gopal. (April 3, 1993). Dalit movementin mainstreansociology. Economic

andpolitical weekly.

6. llaiah, Kanche.(Oct. 22, 1994). Casteand contradictions.Economicand political
weekly.

7. Patil, Sharad (Jan.24,1995).A newway of life : Towardsa synthesisof Marx and
Ambedkar Mainstream.

8. Shonalkar,Vandana.(January2-5, 1999). An agendafor genderpolitics. Economic
andpolitical weekly.

9. Zelliot, Eleanor.(1992).From untouchableto Dalit: Essayson the Ambedkammo\e-
ment.New Delhi: Manohar.
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10.Biswas.Oneil. (1998). What is social philosophy? Ambedkarand his critics. In A
phenomenomamedAmbedkarNew Delhi: BluemoonBooks,pp.173203,306333.

11.Kheer,Danajay.(1972).Ambedkalife and mission.Bombay: PopularPrakasan.

12.Raghavendr&ao,K. (1998).Babasahel®AmbedkarNew Delhi: SahityaAcademy.

13.KesavaKumar, P.(2008).Political philosophyof Ambedkar:A critical understanding.
Internationalresearchjournal of socialscienced (2), 193-210.

14.Kumar, Aishwarya.(2010).A mb e dsknharitancesModernintellectual history, 7
(2), 391-415.

PHIL 324:CONTEMPORARY REFLECTIONS ONVEDUNT A

This coursehighlights the contemporaryrelevanceof V e d U aspegiallyAdvaita Ve-
danta, by showingits (i) universalhumanisticface amidstsocial, cultural, andreligious
diversity at boththe nationalandglobal levels. (i) It exploresanddevelopsts ability on
the basisof ancientconceptuatesourceso be a philosophyof unity, harmony activetol-
eranceyespecftor the other(both humanandnonhuman),andpeace(ii)) In metaphys
cal sensejt tries to propoundnot only a commonhumanitybut also a unified interde-
pendentworld. (iv) In epistemologicakensejt focuseson the developmenbf the indi-
vidual self (atman)into the AbsoluteCosmicSelf (Brahman)hroughknowledge(j T U.n a
(V) In axiologicalsenseijt valuesthe spiritual developmenbf non-dual worldview (sat),
purified mind (cit), and bliss (U n a h dre presentcoursefocuseson the advaitic
though of four leadingcontemporarythinkers,namely, Swami, Vivekananda Aurobin-
do, RadhakrishnaandOsho.

EssentialReadings

1. VivekanandaSwami.(2006).Completeworksof VivekanandaVolumell (Practical
Vedanta\Vol. 11-pp288358).Kolkata: AdvaitaPublications.

2. Aurobindo, S. (1955). The life divine (Book one -XXVIlI 6 S e v e @hbrd df Be-
i n g(Book Twod XVIIIl 6 Ev ol u ProcessAacenyand!| nt e g r,dBooko n 6 )
Two- XXVIII 6TheDivineL i f Roaédicheri.

3. RadhakrishnanS.(1951)An idealistic view of life, (ChapterlV 6 | n t and Intei-c t
t i @pid7174).London:GeorgeAllen andUnwin Ltd. (FourthImpression)

4. Osho,Rajneesh(1980).1 amthat,talkson IshaUpanishadDeliveredon 11.10.1980

Further Readings

1. NarvaneV. (1964).Modernindianthought.Bombay:Asianpublishinghouse.

2. MahadevanT. M. P.Contemporaryndian PhilosophyMadras.

3. ChoudharyHaridas.(Ed.) (1960. Theintegral philosophyof Sri Aurobindo.London:
GeorgeAllen andUnwin.

4. Schilpp,P.A. (Ed.) (1951).Thephilosophyof SarvepalliRadhakrishnanNew York:

TudorPublishingCompany.

Radhakrishnan,%1997).Theprincipal upanishadsLondon:Harper.

Completeworksof SwamiVivekananda(2006).Kolkata: Advaitapublication.
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PHIL 325:THE INDIAN MODERNITY

This coursewill explorethedistinctivenotionof anindianmodernity,which, while being
unquestionablynfluencedby theideaof modernityin thewest,hasanindigenoudlavor.
Thelndianideaof modernitydevelopedy way of contestinghe colonialandhegemonic
spinoff of the Europearengagementith theideasof scientific rationality andindividu-
al liberty.

EssentialReadings

1. AmbedkarB.R.(2002).Theessentialvritings.V Rodrigueged),New Delhi: Oxford

University PressChapters3,5,8,19,20.

TagoreR. (1985).Nationalism New Delhi: Macmillan.

3. GandhiM.K. (1997).Hind swaraj. In Antony Parel(ed)Hind swarajand other writ-

ings,Cambridge CambridgeJniversity Press.

Gandhi,M.K. (1954)Womenrandsocialjustice. AhmedabadNavajivan.

Aurobindo, Sri. (2002). BandemataramPolitical writings andspeeche$1893.1908).

In Thecompleteworksof Sri AurobindoVol. 6. Pondicherry:Sri Aurobindo Ashram

Publication pp. 75-95,353356,833-836,977-979.

6. Bilgrami, Akeel. (2006).Gandhés integrity: The philosophybehindthe politics. In A.
Raghuramrajfed) DebatingGandhi: A reader.New Delhi: OUP.

7. Sen,A. (2005). Culture and communication In The argumentativendian, London
Penguin.

no
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Further Readings

1. Herder,J. (1968)Reflectionson the philosophyof the history of mankind.Chicago
&London The University of ChicagoPress(Chapterlpooks7and8).

2. Tagore,R. (1997)Selectedettersof RabindranathTagore.K. Dutta& A Robinson
(eds) CambridgeCUP.

3. Nandy,A. (1995).Theillegitimacy of nationalism:RabindranathTagoreandthe pal-
itics of theself.New Delhi: OUP.

4. Parekh,B. (1989)Gandhis political philosophy: A critical examination.London
Macmillan.

5. Said,E. (1994).Cultureandimperialism.London Vintage.

6. RamanujanA. (1989).1s therean Indianway of thinking: aninformal essayIn Con-
tributionsto Indian sociology,23(1), 41-58.

7. Kishwar, Madhu.(2006).Gandhi on women In A. Raghuramraju(ed), Debating
Gandhi: A reader.New Delhi: OUP.

8. Patel, Sujat. (2006).Constructiorand re-constructionof womanin Gandhi.In A.
Raghuramrajed),DebatingGandhi: A reader.New Delhi: OUP.

9. Berlin, I. (1998).Twoconceptsof liberty. In The proper studyof mankind.London
Pimlico.

8. Gandhi,M.K. (1945).Constructiveprogramme:lts meaningand place. Ahmedabad
Navajivan.
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PHIL326: PHENOMENOLOGY PART 1

Phenomenologys the study of structuresof experienceand/orconsciousnesom the
first-personperspectivelt studiesthe structureof varioustypes of experienceranging
from perceptionthought,memory,imagination,emotion,desire,and volition to bodily
awareness, embodied action, and social activity, including linguistic activi-
ty. Phenomenologyhasbeenpracticedin variousguisesfor centuriesbut it cameinto
its own in the early 20th centuryin the works of Husserl,Heidegger,Sartre Merleau
Pontyandothers. The methodsandcharacterizatiormf the disciplinewerewidely debd-
ed by Husserland his successorsand thesedebatescontinueto the presentday.In this
coursewe will have a broaderoverview of the field in the works of Husserland
Heidegger.

EssentialReadings

1. Moran, D. (2000). Introduction In Introduction to phenomenologyNew York:
Routledgepp.124163.

2. Moran,D. (2000).Husserl'sdiscoveryof the reductionandtranscendentghhenone-
nology (Chapter 4). Inlintroduction to phenomenolog\New York:
Routledgepp.124163.

3. Moran, D. (2000).Husserl and the crisis of the Europeansciences(chapter5).
In Introductionto phenomenologyew York: Routledgepp.164-191.

4. Moran, D. (2000). Heidegger'sbeing and time (chapter7). In Introduction to phe-
nomenologyNew York: Routledgepp. 222-247.

Further Readings

1. Heidegger,M. (1962).Being and time. John Macquarrie and Edward Robinson
(trans.) New York: Harper& Row.

2. Heidegger,M. (1982).The basic problemsof phenomenologyAlbert Hofstadter

(trans).Bloomington:IndianaUniversity Press.

Husserl E. (2001).Logical investigationsyols.Oneand Two.J. N. Findlay(Trans.).

Husserl, E. (2001).The shorter logical investigations London and New York:

Routledge.

5. Husserl,E. (1963. Ideas: A general introduction to pure phenomenologyW. R.
BoyceGibson(Trans).New York: Collier Books.

6. Husserl,E. (1989. Ideaspertainingto a pure phenomenologgnd to a phenomeo-
logical philosophy,SecondBook. Richard Rojcewiczand André Schuwer(Trans).
DordrechtandBoston:Kluwer AcademicPublishers.

B w

PHIL 327: PHILOSOPHY FROM PHYSICS

This coursedPhilosophyfromP h y si$ coméctedvith, butis alittle differentfrom, the
@Philosophyof P h y sin thessénsehatwhile the latteris a secondorderinquiry which
evaluateghe natureand meaningof the practiceof physics/sciencethe former canbe
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consideredorimarily as a first-order inquiry into the philosophicalquestionsregarding
the origin and nature of universe and consciousnes&nd the interrelations among
them.The coursegleansphilosophicalinsightsfrom the discoveriesof modernphysics,
i.e. Theoriesof Relativity (SpecialTheory of Relativity, GeneralTheory of Relativity)

andQuantumMechanicdor the conventionaphilosophicalproblemsregardingnatureof

reality, knowledgecausality,spacetime, and natureand origin of humanmind or con-

sciousnessndlife, andsoon. It alsodiscussegpistemologicatjuestionsan scienceand
in generalthat quantummechanicsaises.e.g.,whatit meango attributeprobabilitiesto

physicaleventswhatthe aimsof scientificinquiry are- doesit aim at somethingrue, or

merelyat somethinguseful?Further,whattherole of observations in constructinga sa-

entific theory,what it meansto saythat thereis an "objective" physicalworld, whether
somethingas basicaslogic canbe viewedasan empiricaldiscipline, whethertherecan
be meaningfulscientific questionswvhoseanswerscannotpossiblybe settledby exper-

ment,andsoon.

EssentialReadings

1. RussellB. (2009,0riginal 1925) ABC of relativity. RoutledgePublication.

2. Omres, R. (2002).Quantumphilosophy Understandingand interpreting contemp-
rary sciencePrinceton:PrincetonUniversity PressChapterst,5,6,7,89,10,12

3. Stapp,H. P.(2006).Quantummechanicatheoriesof consciousnessin A companion
to consciousnes&lackwell Publication.

4. Mukunda,N. (2000). Imagesof twentiethcentury physics Hyderabad:Universities
Press Ch. 4 (The Mathematicsand Physicsof QuantumMechanics),Ch. 5 (Aspects
of the InterplaybetweerPhysicsandBiology).

5. Myrvold, W. (2017). Philosophicalissuesin quantumtheory. In Edward N. Zal-
ta(ed.), Thestanfordencyclopediaf philosophy.

Further Readings

1. Tim Maudlin(2012).Philosophyof physics: Spaceand time.PrincetonPrinceton
UniversityPress.

2. Wallace,D. (2012).The emergenimultiverse:Quantumtheory accordingto the Ev-
erettinterpretation Oxford University Press.

3. Hameroff, S. R. and PenroseR. (1996). Orchestratedeductionof quantumcohe-

encein brain microtubules:a modelfor consciousnessl. ConsciousnesStudies3,

36-53.

Albert, D.Z. (1992).Quantummechanicand experienceHarvardUniversity Press

5. Einsten, Albert, Boris Podolsky,andNathanRosen(1935).Canquantummechanical
descriptionof reality be consideredompletePhysicalreview47, 777 78.

6. Einstein,A. (1954. Physicsand reality. In Ideas and opinions.New York: Crown
Publishers|nc., 290 323. Translationof Einstein1936

7. Everett,Hugh,lll, (2012).TheEverettinterpretationof quantummechanicsColled-
ed works 1955 1980 with commentaryJeffrey A. Barrett and PeterByrne (eds.),
Princeton:PrincetonUniversity Press.

>
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8. JohnS. Bell, (2004,1987).Speakableand unspeakablen quantummechanicsCam-
bridgeUniv. Press

9. David Bohm(1980. Wholenesandtheimplicateorder. Routledge.

10.Bohr, Neils (1934).Atomictheoryandthe descriptionof nature: Four essays

PHIL 328: PHILOSOPHY OF LOVE

Is love merelyaninstinctualdrive which just happensaturally, spontaneouslipetween
two compatiblepartners,sometimesn a sortof predestinednanneror it hasto be nur-
tured or practicedlike what we do while developinga skill, say, of archery?In other
words,doeslove requiresefforts? How is (romantic)love connectedvith lust andinfat-
uation?ls marriagea necessargulminationof loveAWhatarethe diverseobstacleso the
experiencef love, the consequencesf absencef love, andtheinsatiabledesirefor love
which propels,influencesand ultimately motivatesmuch of our behaviour.Further,is
love actuallypossibleor is it justanideal, a fantasy,anillusion, or a comfortingaspia-
tion which enablesa palliative denialanddistortionof the reality of humanbeing?Then,
doesromanticlove necessarilynvolve developinga ¢ j oi i dnet n(the 6t wyadéntity, or
0 s h aidemtity ldorn out of merging)Whataboutindividuality andpersonaldentity for
peoplein love? What canbe the relationshipbetweenindividuality, mergingandhe dy-
namicsystemtheory?How is love connectedvith spirituality?1s eros(romanticor sexu-
al love) different from agape (unconditionalor spiritual love)? Is devotionallove the
sameas compassionor love for humanity?ls compassioror loving-kindnessa strength
or a weakness™ow canlove be differentiatedfrom addiction?This courseapproaches
suchquestionghroughaninterdisciplinaryanalysistaking perspective$rom philosophy,
psychoanalysiandreligion, etc.

EssentialReadings

1. Fromm, E. (2013). The art of loving. New Delhi: Maanu Graphics Publishers.
Chapterl.

2. O0 D w yKe(R009).The possibility of love: An interdisciplinary analysis.Newcas-
tle: CambridgeScholarsPressChapterd,2.

3. Geier,A. (2002).Platod srotic thought: Thetree of theunknown RochesterUniver-
sity of RochestePressChapterl.

4. R.Halawani,(2010).Philosophyof love, sex,and marriage. RouteledgeChap.3, P.
60-88.

5. Branden,N. (2008). The psychologyof romanticlove. New York: Penguin.Chapter
2,3.

6. Merino, N. (2004). The problemwith fiwed Rethinkingjoint identity in romantic
love, Journalof social philosophy35 (1), 123132.

7. Dhammananday.K.S (2013).A happymarried life: A BuddhistperspectiveAccess
to Insight (BCBS Edition). Retrieved from
http://www.accesstoinsight.org/lib/authors/dhammananda/marriage.html

8. NussbaumM. (2000). Womenand humandevelopmentThe capabilitiesapproach
CambridegeCambridgeJniversity PressChap.
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9. Singer,| (2009).Philosophyof love: A partial summingup. Cambridge,MA: MIT
Press.

Further Readings

1. Foucaulf M. (1976).History of sexuality,vol. 1. Anintroduction.Translatedrom the
Frenchby RobertHurley, chapterl. New York: PantheorBooks.

2. Amir, L. (2001).P | a theodysf love: Rationalityaspassio. Practical philosophy,
2,22-38.

3. Secomblinnell. (2007).Philosophyand love: From Plato to popular culture. Edin-
burghUniversityPress.

PHIL 329:FEMINIST FILM THEORY

This paperdelvesinto the themesof how moviesand primarily mainstreanHollywood
movieshavebeenaffectedby the patriarchalmindsetof our societyat large.It dealswith
the conceptof spectatorshifin cinemaandhow this spectatorshigould/shoulde shifted
from beingfocussedn the maleaudienceo cateringto a femaleaudience The methods
of pyscheanalysis postfeminism etc.will betaughtin thesearticles.

EssentialReadings

A. FemaleSpectatorship

1. Mulvey, Laura.(1975). Visual pleasureand narrative cinema(pp. 14-16). London:
Macmillan.

2. Mulvey, Laura.(1981). Afterthoughtson "Visual Pleasureand Narrative Cinema",
inspiredby ¢ K i Midgr'sDuelin the Sun'(pp.29-37). London:Macmillan.

3. Kaplan,E. A. (1983). Womenand film: Both sidesof the camera(pp. 3547). New
York andLondon:Methuen.

B. Wo ma gfilén

1. Haskell,Molly. (2016).From reverenceo rape: Thetreatmentof womenin the mov-
ies(pp.153188).ChicagoandLondon: The Universityof ChicagoPress.

2. Hollinger, Karen. (2012). Feministfilm studies(pp. 35-66). London & New York:
Routledge.

C. Black Feminism
1. Hooks,Bell. (1996).Reelto real: Race,sexand classat the movies(pp. 197-213).
New York: Routledge.

Further Readings

1. Kakkar, Sudhir. (1990). Intimate relations: Exploring Indian sexuality. Chicago:
Universityof ChicagoPress.

2. Thornham,Sue.(1999). Feministfilm theory: A reader. Edinburgh:EdinburghUni-
versityPress.
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Smelik, Anneke. (1999). Feminist film theory. In Pam Cook and Mieke Bemink,
(eds.),Thecinemabook(pp. 353365).London:British Film Institute.

Kuhn, Annette.(1994).Women'ictures: Feminismand cinema.London:Routledge
andKeganPaul.

Rosen,M. (1973). Popcornvenus: Women,moviesand the Americandream. New
York: Avon.

Silverman,Kaja. (1988). The acousticmirror: Femalevoicein psychoanalysigand
cinema. Bloomington: Indiana University Press.

PHIL 411:SA4 KARA @GS ADVAITA VEDUNTA

This coursewill introducethe studentdo the mainfeaturesof the metaphilosophicalpo-
sition of the Classicatext,§ Ur @rhK& B r a h ma gikatarBahBl This studyof
thea d h y U'Bawitth ddmmentariego the first four Br a h ma $chtuGr Taxwillg
give the studentsaninsightinto classicalmethodsof analysesandsynthesisandrichness
embeddedn text and tradition. Two ingeniousinterpretationsof $ dk ar Adls U s
b higabyV Uc a svp & ia U i af 8 ccenturyandGaneswaMishraof 20" century
will alsobeintroducedn this paperto havedifferentoverviewsof thetext.

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

SharmaH.D. (1940).6 r GkataBhHas ahi t UBr al® maGridtalSea Cat u
riesno.70.Pune:Poona0rientalBook Agency.

GambhiranandaSwami. (Trans). (1993).BrahmaS | tBhifhof $ &k ar Uc Ur y a .
Calcutta:AdvaitaAshrama.

SuryanarayanaSast,S.,andRaja, C. Kunhan(Eds.And Trans.).(1992).B h Umat 0
of VUc a opsaékiar B & h ma s ya(Canduiri) Madras:The Adyar Li-
braryandResarchCentre.

Mishra, G. (1990).Languagereality and analysis:Essayson Indian philosophy.J. N.
Mohanty(ed.).E.J.Brill.

Swami Yogindranand(ed. And Tr.). (1996). Br a h massBktarr aigam & -
V Uc a svip SBradd tBeh U mBamvialita, Vol. 1. Varanai: Chaukhamba
Orientalia.

el

Further Readings:

1.

w

RamanujanA.K. (1999).Is therean Indian way of thinking? An informal essay.In
Thecollectedessay®f A.K. RamanujanOxford: OUP, pp. 34-51.

. NakamuraH. (1983).A historyof early V e d Uphilosophy Partone Delhi: Motilal

Banarsidass. i
DeutschE. (1969).AdvaitaV e d U Hatwai: Universityof Hawaii Press.
Alston, A.J. (1981).$ad kara onthe Absolute ShantiSadan.

PHIL 412: PHENOMENOLOGY: VASUBANDHU AND HUSSERL
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Thoughthe natureof experienceandstudy of its constitutiveelementghroughreflection
on the natureof cognitionandthe processefmvolvedin it hasbeena centralconcernof
both Buddhismand Husserlianphenomenologythe study of thesecommonaspectshas
largely remainedunexploredn a comparativeperspectiveThe needfor investigationof
thesethemesin a comparativeperspectivedoecomesall the more pressingvhenwe recall
efforts by Buddhist scholarsat viewing Y o g U casJBuddhist phenomenologyThis
coursetakesa closelook at the following themeswhile looking at the commonalityof
issuesand their treatmentin Y o g U Budhssmand HusserlianphenomenologyThe
natureandobjectof cognition;intentionalityof consciousnesandcentralityof its role in
cognition;the natureof objectsandinvestigationof its constitutiveelementstheoriesof
activeandpassiveconstitution;the natureof noesisandnoemaetc.

EssentialReadings ) o )
1. Kalupahana, D.J. (1992). Vi j fapt i mU@@riaa t kasdi éEait)iok U
Vasubandhu.In The principles of Buddhist psychology. Delhi: Sri Satguru

Publicationspp.173214.

2. LusthausD. (2002).Buddhistphenomenology.ondon& New York: Routledge pp.
iv-Xii, 1-166.

3. Husserl,E. (1982).Ideaspertainingto a pure phenemenologgnd to a phenomeo-
logical philosophy Vol. 1 (Sections84-86 & 97-98). In F. Kersten (trans.) The
Hague:MartinusNijhoff.

4, - . (1977). Cartesianmeditations(Secson active & passiveconstitution).The
Hague:MartinusNijhoff,

5. Solomon,R. C. (1977).Husserts conceptof the Noema.In F. Elliston & P. McCor-
mick (eds.), Husserl: Exposition & appraisals Notre Dame: University of Notre
DamePress.

6. Lingis, A. (1972).Hyletic Data AnalectaHusserliana,Vol 2. Dordrecht:D.Reidel,
pp.96-103.

Further Readings

1. Kochumutton, T. A. (1982). A Buddhist doctrine of experience.Delhi: Motilal
Banarsidass.

2. LarabeeM. J. (1981).6The one andthe many: Y o g U ®lbdhismandHu s ser | , 6
Philosophyeastandwest31, 3-15.

3. Lipman,K. Thec i t t aamdlts Maahyamikacritique Somephenomenological
reflections.Philosophyeastandwest32, 295-308.

4. Chattopadhyaya). P andL. Embree,andJ. N. Mohanty(eds.).(1992).Indian phi-

losophyandphenomenologyDelhi: Motilal Banarsidass.

Waldron,W. S. (2003).TheBuddhistunconscias.London& New York.

De Boer, T. (1978). The developmenof Hu s s ehougli. $he Hague: Martinus

Nijhoff.

7. Ricoeur,P. (1967). Husserl: An analysisof his phenomenologyEvanston:North-
westernUniversity Press.

8. Sokolowski, R. (1964). The formation of Hu s s econteptef constitution. The
Hague:MartinusNijhoff.

o o
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9. Gurwitsch,A. (1966).Studiesn phenomenologgnd psychology.Chapteron Inten-
tionality of ConsciousnessiEvanstonNorthwesterriniversity Press.
10. SpiegelbergH. (1982).PhenomenologidanovementThe Hague:MartinusNijhoff.

PHIL 413:KNOWLEDGE AND SCEPTICISM

This courseaims at clarifying the distinction betweenbelief and knowledge.It attempts

to answerquestiondike: What is/arethe difference/sbetweenmerebelief andthe more
stableandreliable cognition called true understandingMowis 6t nmel er stdaendi ng o
fined? Canit everbe achievedanwe everbe saidto know or is whatwe claim to be

knowledges in reality merebelief?

EssentialReadings

1. Ayer, A. J.Knowingashavingtheright to besure

2. Gettier,E. Isjustified truebeliefknowledge.

3. Clark,M. Knowledgeandgrounds A commenonMr Ge t t paper. 0 s
4. Lehrer,K andThomasPaxsonKnowledge:Undefeatedustified truebelief.
5. Nozick,R. Knowledge.

6. PutnamH. Brainsin avat.

7. HuemerM. Directrealismandthebrainin- avatargument.

8. Dretske F. Thepragmatiadimensionf knowledge.

9. Chisholm,R. Theproblemof criterion.

10.Moore,G. E. Proofof anexternalworld.

11.Moore,G. E.H u m etiie@ryexamined.

Thesereadings are available in Huemer, Michael. (2008) Epistemology:Contemm-
rary readings.London, Routledge.

Further Readings

1. Ayer, A. J.(1971).Theproblemof knowledgeLondon:Pelican.

2. Lehrer,K. (2000).Theoryof knowledgeLondon:WestviewPress.

3. Wittgenstien,L. (1969). On certainty. Oxford: Basil Blackwell. Hindi translation
(with English Version on facing pages)by Ashok Vohra, Ludwig WittgensteinOn
Certainty Indian Councilof PhilosophicaResearch]1998.

Stroud,B. (1984).Thesignificanceof philosophicalscepticismOxford: Clarendon.
Stroll, A. (1994).Moore and Wittgensteiron certainty.Oxford: University Press.
Vohra, A. (1993).Knowledge,scepticismand fallibilism. In R.V. Joshiet al (eds.),
Perspectives philosophyDelhi: Ajanta Publications.

o gk

PHIL 414:FROM LANGUAGE TO MIND
RationalistPhilosophersheld that languageis a mirror of the mind, and a vehicle of

thought. For Noam Chomsky,this hasbeenthe 6 mocermpellingr e a oo stualying
language.Chomsky initiated a range of researchknown as the generativeenterprise.
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What doesthe enterprisetell us aboutthe humanmind? Do the lessonsfrom language
extendto otherfacultiesof the mind?Is the humanmind uniquein the organicworld?

EssentialReadings

1. SamuelsR., Margolis, E. and Stich, S. (2012). Introduction: Philosophyand cogri-
tive scienceln Eric Margolis, RichardSamuelsand StepherP. Stich (eds.),The Ox-
ford handboolof philosophyof cognitivescience Oxford: OUP,pp. 1-12.

2. Chomsky,Noam. (1984). Modular approachedgo the studyof the mind. SanDiego
StateUniversityPress.

3. Chomsky,Noam.(1976).Languageandunconsciouknowledge(Edith WeigertLec-
ture, Novemberl9, 1976).ChapterSix of Rulesand representationsNY: Columbia
University Press.

4. Chomsky,Noam.(1986).Knowledgeof languageasa focusof inquiry. Chapterl of
Knowledgeof language New York: Praeger.

5. Crain,S.,GualminiA. andPietroski,P. (2005).Brasstacksn linguistic theory.In Pe-
ter Carruthers StephenLaurence& StepherStich (eds.),Theinnate mind: Structure
andcontentsNew York: Oxford University Press.

6. Hauser,Marc D; Chomsky,Noam; Fitch, Tecumseh\. (2002). The faculty of lan-
guageWhatis it, who hasit, andhowdid it evolve?Science298(22),15691579.

7. Berwick, R. C. and AngelaD. Friederici, Noam Chomsky,JohanJ. Bolhuis. (Feb.
2013).Evolution, brain, andthe natureof languageTrendsin cognitivesciences17
(2),89-98.

8. Fodor, Jerry. (2000). Chaptersl and 2 of The mind doesnot work that way. MIT
Press.

9. Ludwig, Kirk & SusanSchneider(2008).Fodor'schallengeto the classicalcomput-
tional theoryof mind. Mind andlanguage23 (1), 123 143.

10. Mukheriji, N. (2003).Is CHL linguisticallyspecific?Philosophicalpsychologyl 6 (2),
28971 308.

Further Readings

1. Margolis, E. Richard Samuels& StephenStich (eds.) (2012).Oxford handbookof
philosophyof cognitivescience Oxford: OUP.

2. CarruthersP. and StephenStich and StephenLaurence(2005). The innate mind (3
volumes)NY: OUP.

3. Mukherji, N. (2011).Theprimacyof grammar.CambridgeMass,MIT Press.

4. Stainton,R. (ed.) (2006). Contemporarydebatesin cognitive science.Malden MA:
Blackwell Publishing.

PHIL 415:MIND, MODULARITY, AND COGNITION
Thoughthe controversiessurroundingthe natureof mind are almostas old as human
history, a particular understandingof mind that has occupiedthe central position in
contemporarydiscussion®n the topic hasbeenthe modularity approach Whetheryou
arefor it or againstit, but you card ignoreit. In the presentcoursewe not only look at
the modularitythesisandits rejection,but we alsohavea look at variousversionsof the
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modularistthesis. That is, whetheronly peripheralaspectsof the mind are modular
leaving out central systens (eg. Fodor and his followers), or whethermind is entirely
(i.e., massively)modular(eg.Pinker,Sperberand Cosmides&Tooby)We alsofocuson
the issue of whether modularity of mind is a biological given (i.e. innate), or a
consequencef thedevelopnentalprocesgi.e. modularizeda la Karmiloff-Smith).

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

Fodor, J. (1985). Precisof the modularity of mind. Behaviouraland brain sciences
8,1-42.

Karmiloff-Smith, A. (1994). Precis of Beyondmodularity. Behaviouraland brain
Sciencs 17, 693-745.

StevenR. Quartz& Terrencel. Sejnowski(1997). The neuralbasisof cognitive de-
velopmentA constructivisimanifesto Behaviouralandbrain science0, 537 596.
Griffiths, P. E. & K. Stotz.(2000).How the mind grows: A developmentapergec-
tive onthebiology of cognition.Synthesd 22, 29-51.

Barrett,H. C. & R. Kurzban.(2000). Modularity in cognition: Framingthe debate.
Psychologicaleview113 628647.

E. Machery.(2007). Massivemodularity and brain evolution. Philosophyof sciene
74, 825-838.

. Westermanis, MareschaD, JohnsorM H, Sirois S, SpratlingM W, ThomasM S.

(2007).NeuroconstructivismDevelopmentascience 10, 75-83.

PMID 171817030I: 10.1111/j.14647687.2007.00567.x

GrossergS. (2000). The complementaryrain: Unifying brain dynamicsand modu-
larity. Trendsin cognitivesciencest, 233-245. OR GrossbergS. (2018in press).A
half centuryof progresgowardsa unified neuraltheoryof mind andbrainwith appi-
cationsto autonomousdaptiveagentsandmentaldisordersin R. Kozma,C. Alippi,
Y. Choe,andF. C. Morabito (Eds.). Artificial intelligencein the age of neural ne-
worksandbrain computing CambridgeMA: AcademicPress.

Further Readings

1.

no

SperberD. (1994). The modularity of thoughtand the epidemiologyof represers-
tions (pp. 39-67). In Hirschfeld & Gelman(eds), Mapping the mind. Cambridge:
CambridgeUniversity Press.

Pinker,S. (1998).Howthemindworks?London:Allen Lane.
Fodor,J.(2000).Themindd o e svorldtiatway.CambridgeMA: MIT Press.

PHIL 416: THEORIES OF CONSCIOUSNESS

Are humanadultsundoubtedlyconsciousbeings?Are stonesdoubtlesslynot so? What
aboutanimalsand young children?Is it havingof consciousnesthat allows us to raise
guestionsaboutour own natureandthat of others?Is it consciousnesthat allows us to
examinelife? Is consciousnesthat necessargvolutionarystepwithout which distinctly
humanphenomendike conscienceand religion will not be possible?Such questions
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aboutthe natureof consciousneslsavebeenaskedfor centuriesandacrosscultures. This
courseaimsat introducingstudentdo someof the leadingwesternproposalsand contro-
versiesaroundthe natureof consciousness.

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

JamesW. (1904). Does Consciousnes®xist? The journal of philosophy,psy-
chologyandscientfic methods1(18),477-491.

Block, N. (2009). Comparingthe major theoriesof consciousnesdn Michael
Gazzanigded.). Thecognitiveneuroscienceb/. Cambridgg(MA): MIT Presspp.
1112:1122.

Searle,J. (2017).Biological naturalism.In M. Velmans& S. Schneider(eds.),The
blackwellcompaniorto consciousnes©xford: Blackwell, pp. 327-336.

Baars,B. J. (2017). The global workspacetheory of consciousnes$redictionsand
results.In M. Velmans& S. SchneideKeds.),Theblackwellcompaniorto corscious-
ness Oxford: Blackwell, pp.229-242.

Tononi,G. (2004).An informationintegrationtheoryof consciousnes8MC Neu-
roscience5 (42), 1i 22. doi:10.1186/14722025-42. OR Tononi, G & Koch, C.
(2015). Consciousnesshere, there and everywhere?Phil. trans. R. Soc.B 370
20140167 http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2014.0167

DehaeneS. (2014). Theorizing consciousnesdn Consciousnesand the brain.
New York: Penguinpp.161-199.

Block, N. (2007).Consciousnessccessibility,andthe meshbetweenpsychology
andneuroscienceBehaviouralandbrain sciences30,481- 499.

Chalmers,D. J. (2017). The hard problem of consciousnesdn M. Velmans& S.
Schneider(eds.), The blackwell companionto consciosness.Oxford: Blackwell,
pp.3242.

GrossbergS. (2017).Towardssolving the hardproblemof consciousness:he varie-
ties of brainresonanceandthe consciousexperienceshatthey support(Sectionsl-
3,8,19-21). Neuralnetworks87, pp. 38i 95.

Further Readings

1.

SeagerW. (2009). History of philosophicaltheoriesof consciousnesdn W. P.
Banks (ed.), Encyclopaediaof consciousnesfOxford: AcademicPress,pp.339
350.

David Papineauand Howard Selina. (2000). Introducing consciousnessCam-
bridge(UK): Icon Books.

PapineauD. (2003). Theoriesof consciousnesdn Q. Smith & A. Jokic (eds).
Consciousness$\lewphilosophicalperspectivesOxford: ClarendorPresspp 353
383.

Frankish, Keith. (2017). Why panpsychisnfails to solve the mystery of con-
sciousiess.Retrievedfrom https://aeon.co/ideas/wipanpsychisnfails-to-solve
the-mysteryof-consciousness

Shultz,D. (2016).Consciousnessiay be the productof carefully balancedchaos.
Brain & behavior doi:10.1126/science.aae0275.
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6. Singh,R.M. (2017).The consciousnessonundrumlin Menon,S., Nagaraj,N. &
Binoy V. V. (eds.),Self,culture and consciousnes Interdisciplinary convergen-
eson knowingandbeing SingaporeSpringerNature.

PHIL 417:CURRENT ISSUESIN PHILOSOPHY OF BIOLOGY

After familiarizationwith someof the centralissuesin philosophyof biology in the pre-
vious coursethis courseaimsat introducingstudentdo currentdebatesn the philosophy
of biology. The discussionsurroundingthe following topics forms the focus of the
coursethedifferentstrandsof evolutionarythinking like probabilisticepigenesisandde-
velopmentalistthe natureof adaptationthe conceptof constraintin the biological sa-

ences,issuessurroundingthe natureof selection& drift, and interrogatingthe idea of

progressn biologicalsciencesThe courseendsby discussingvhetherevolutionarytheo-

ry canthrow somelight on complexbehaviomatterns|ike, altruismandselfishness.

EssentialReadings

1. *West-EberhardM. J. Adaptation:Currentusagespp. 8-14.

2. Gould, S.J.andRichardC. Lewontin. The spandrelof SanMarco andthe Pangl-
sianParadigmA critique of the adaptationisprogrammepp. 79-98.

3. *Amundson,Ron.Two conceptof constraint:Adaptationismandthe challengerom

developmentabiology, pp.9:116.

Lennox,J.J. DarwinismandnecDarwinism,pp. 77-98.

*Griffiths, P. E. andR. D. Gray. (1994). Developmentakystemsand evolutionary

explanationJournalof philosophy91 (6), 277-304.

6. *Sober, E. & David SloanWilson. A critical review of philosophicalwork on the
unitsof selectionproblem,pp. 198-220.

7. Sober,E. Is drift a seriousalterrative to naturalselectionas an explanationof com-
plex adaptivetraits?,pp.125154.

8. *Gould, S. J. Onreplacingthe ideaof progresswith an operationalnotion of direc-
t i on pp.6bG6§80

9. Lewontin, R.C. (2000. Directionsin the study of biology, pp. 107-130. In Richard
Lewontin, The triple helix: Gene,organismand environment Cambridge:Harvard
UniversityPress.

10. Gottlieb.G. ProbabilisticepigenesisPevelopmentascience,10 (1), 1-11.

11.*Sober,E. Whatis evolutionaryaltruism? pp.459478.

12.*Wilson, D. Ontherelationshipbetweenevolutionaryandpsychologicaldefinitions
of altruismandselfishnesspp.479-488.

a ks

All the abovereadingsare available in the following anthologies:

1. *Hull, DavidL. & RuseMichael(eds.).(1998).Thephilosophyof biology.Oxford:
Oxford University Press.
2. #SarkarSahotra& Plutynski,Anya (eds).(2008).A companiorto the philosophy

90



91

w

of biology. Oxford: Blackwell.

Sober Elliott (ed.). (2006). Conceptualissuesin evolutionarybiology. Cambridge:
MIT Press.

5. O élear,Anthony (ed.).(2005).Philosophy biology and life. Cambridge:Cambridge
UniversityPress.

B

Further Readings

1. Elliot, Sober,(2000).Philosophyof biology. Oxford: WestviewPress.

2. RosenbergA and Daniel W. McShea.(2008). Philosophyof biology: A contempo-
raryintroduction.New York: Routledge.

3. Ayala, J. and Robert Arp (eds.). Contemporarydebatesin philosophyof biology.
Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell.

4. Sober,E. (ed.).(2006).Conceptualissuesin evolutionarybiology. Cambridge:MIT
Press.

5. GodfreySmith, P. (2014). Philosophyof biology. Princeton: PrincetonUniversity
Press.

PHIL 418: FEMINIST THEORY

This course is an advanced survey of the variety of possible positions and
debateswithifeminism This courseis designedo providestudentswith anintroduction
to key directionsandthemesn contemporaryeministthought.Readingswill explorethe
rolesof womenin the history of philosophy,accountf the bodyin feministphilosophy,
majorfeminist positionson the natureandscopeof women'soppressionhow it getsper-
petuated,and possiblesolutions.We will focus on questionssuch as how to theorize
fwomaro asa subjectof uniqueexperiencesandthe philosophicalproblemsthatresult.

Essental Readings

1. Harding, Sandra.(1991).6 St roodbn ge ¢ tand sociallyysituatedknowledge.In-
WhosescienceAvhoseknowledge?Thinkingfromw o m e livés §pp. 138-163). Ith-
aca,NY: CornellUniversityPress.

2. HaslangerSally. (Spring2000). Feminismand metaphysicsiJnmaskinghiddenon-

tologies. APAnewsletteron feminismand philosophy 192-196.

Butler, Judith.(1993).Bodiesthat matter.New York: Routeledgech. 1

Nussbaum Martha. (1995). Objectification. Philosophyand public affairs 24 (4),

249-291.

5. Narayan,Uma. (2013). The project of feminist epistemology:Perspectivefrom a
nonwesterrfeminist. In CaroleMccannand Seaungkyung Kim (Eds.),Feministthe-
ory reader:Local andglobal perspectivegpp. 370-378).Abingdon:Routledge.

6. Roy, Kumkum.(2015).Genderand early textualtraditions Tripunithura:Govt. San-
skrit College.chap.2& 3.

7. Tuana,Nancy.(1992). Readingphilosophyas a woman. Womanand the history of
philosophy St. Paul:ParagorPresschap.1.

Hw
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8. Spivak,G. (1988).Canthe subalterrspeakdn CaryNelsonandLawrenceGrossberg
(Eds.),Marxismandtheinterpretationof culture (pp.271-314).London:Macmillan.

9. AndersonPamelaSue.(2001).The casefor a feministphilosophyof religion: Trars-
forming philosophy'smageryand myths.Ars disputandil (1), 1-17.

Further Readings

1. Yaman,Mai (ed.).(1996).FeminismandIslam: Legalandliterary perspectivesNew
York: New York UniversityPress.

2. Lewis, ReinaandMills, Sara(eds.).(2003).Feministpostcolonialtheory. A reader.

Edinburgh:EdinburghUniversity Press.

Walter,Natasha(1999).ThenewfeminismLondon:Virago.

Price, Janetand Shildrick, Margrit (eds.).(1999). Feministtheory and the body: A

reader.Edinburgh:EdinburghUniversity Press.

5. Alcoff, Linda and Potter, Elizabeth (eds.). (1993). Feminist epistemologiesNew
York: Routledge.

6. NussbaumMartha. (2000). Womenand humandevelopmentThe capabilities ap-
proach.CambridgeNY: CambridgeUniversityPress.

7. FoucaultM. (1976).Thehistory of sexuality(R. Hurley, translator) New York: Pan-
theonBooks.

8. Lloyd, Genevieve(2000).Feminismin historyof philosophy.In MirandaFrickerand
JenniferHornsby (eds.). The Cambridgecompanionto feminismin philosophy(pp.
245 63). Cambridge Cambridg University Press.

9. lIrigaray, Luce. (1992). This sex which is not one (CatherinePorter and Caroline
Burke,translators)lthaca,NY: CornellUniversity Press.

10.Irigaray, Luce. (1991). The Irigaray reader, Margaret Whitford (ed). Cambridge:
Basil Blackwell.

11.Young,Iris Marion. (1997).Houseandhomefeministvariationson atheme.In Inter-
sectingVoices(pp. 134 165).Princeton:PrincetonUniversity Press.

12.Hooks, Bell.2000. Feminismis for everybody:Passionatepolitic. London: Pluto
Press.

13.Mohanty, C. T. (2003). Feminismwithout border: Decolonizingtheory, practicing
solidarity (pp. 17-42). Durham:Duke University Press.

14.Firestone Shulamith.(1970).Thedialecticof sex.New York: William Morrow.

15.Collins, P. H. (2005).Black sexualpolitics: African Ameiicans,genderand the new
racism New York: Routledge.

16. PutnamTong, Rosemarie(2013). Feministthought:A morecomprehensiventroduc-
tion. Colorado:WestviewPress.

17.Butler, Judith. (1990). Gendertrouble. London: Routledge.SangariKumkum and
Vaid, Sudesh(Eds.).(1999).Introduction.Recastingvomen:Essaysn colonial Indi-
anhistory (pp. 1-2). New JerseyRutgersUniversity Press.

how

PHIL 419: THEORY OF SIGNSAND THE SEMIOTIC METHOD

The semiotic method presentsa generaltheory of signs and extendsthe questionof
word and meaningbeyondlanguageto the significanceand mode of constitution of
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signswithin otherdisciplines(e.g.,to symbolsandsymptoms)lt thuspresentshe pos-
sibility of an alternativemethodof language/sigranalysis different from both the ara-
lytic and the hermeneutidraditions. This coursewill trace the foundationaldevelq-
mentsin the formationof this method.

EssentialReadings

1. Peirce,C. S. (1974). Questionsconcerningcertain faculties concerningman. In C.
Hartshorne& P. Weiss (eds.),Collectedworks of C. S. Peirce, Vol.V. Cambridge,
Massachuséd: HarvardUniversity PresgBelknapPress).

2. Peirce,C. S. (1974).Someconsequencesf four incapacitiesin C. Hartshorne P.
Weiss(eds.),Collectedworksof C. S.Peirce,Vol.V. CambridgeMassachusett$iar-
vardUniversity PresqBelknapPress).

3. Morris, C. (1938).Foundationsof the theoryof signs.In Internationalencyclopedia
of unifiedsciencel (2), 107-120.Chicago:Universityof ChicagoPress.

4. MerleauPonty,M. (1962).The body asexpressiorandspeechin C. Smith (trans.),
Thephenomenologygf perceptionNew York: HumanitiesPress.

5. FoucaultM. (1970).Theorder of things: An archaeologyof the humansciencegCh.
2& 3). New York: VintageBooks,RandomHouse.

6. de Saussuref. (1983).Coursein generallinguistics (Partl, GeneralPrincipleg C.
Bally & A. Sechehay€Eds.),R. Harris,La Salle,lllinois (Trans.).OpenCourt.

Further readings

1. PeirceC.S.(1894).Whatis a sign?
http://www.iupui.edu/%7Epeirce/web/ep/ep2/ep2book/ch02/ep2ch2.htm

2. Peirce,C. S.(1955). Threetrichotomiesof Signs.In J. Buchler(ed.),Philosophical
writings of Peirce Also availableat
http://www.iupui.edu/%7Epeirce/web/ep/ep2/ep2book/ch02/ep2ch2.htm

3. Merleau-Ponty,M. (1964).Signs.EvanstonNorthWesternUniversityress.

4. Derrida,J.(2001). Structuresign,andplayin the discourseof the humansciences.
In Alan Bass(trans.),Writing anddifference London:Routledge.

5. RotmanB. (1993).Signifyingnothing: Thesemioticof zero.London: Stanford
UniversityPress.

6. DanesiM. (2006).Brands.London:Routledge.

PHIL 420: PERSONAL IDENTITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY
This Coursewould focuson issuesof personaldentity andfreedomof actionin the con-
text of agencymoralresponsibilityand entittiementto rewardor punishmenfor actions.
The coursewould includesomeof the importantaspect®f the debateaboutthe criterion
of personaldentity andsomecontemporaryliscussionsboutfreedomof theagent.

EssentialReadings
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1. Butler, J.(1896).0f personaldentity. In W.E. GladstongEd.), Theanalogyof reli-
gion. Oxford: O.U.P.

2. Locke,J. (1992).An essayconcerninghumanunderstandingCh. XXVII. J.W.Yol-

ton (ed.),D.M. Dent, (Also availableon theinternet).

Nagel,T. (1986).Theviewfrom nowhere(Chapteron Freedom)Oxford: OUP.

Reid, T. (1969). Essayson the intellectual powersof man.B.A. Brody (Ed.). Cam-

bridge:M.I.T. PresgSelection).

Parfit,D. (1984).Reasonsnd personsOxford: ClarendonPress(Chaptersl0-12).

SwinburneR. (1976).Personandpersonaldentity. In H. D. Lewis (ed.),Contemp-

rary British philosophyLondon:GeorgeAllen andUnwin.

7. StrawsonP. F. (1959).Freedomand resentmenand other essaygChapteron Free-
domandResentment).ondon Methuen.

8. Williams, B. (1973). Problemsof the self. Cambridge:CambridgeUniversityPress,
(Chapterdl, 2 & 5).

Hw
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Further Readings

1. Chisholm,R. (1976).Personandobject.London:Allen andUnwin.
Perry,J.(Ed.).(1975).Personalidentity. University of CaliforniaPress.
StrawsonP.F. (1959).Personsin Individuals.London:Metheun.

Swinburne,R. and ShoemakerS.S.(1984). Personalidentity. Oxford: Basil Black-
well.

HampshireS. (1971).Freedomof mind. Princeton:PrincetonUniversityPress.
ChaturvediV. (1988).Theproblemof personalidentity. Delhi: Ajanta.

Haksar)V. (1991).Invisible selvesand moral practice.Bombay Calcutta,Madras.
Miri, M. (2003).1dentityandmoral life. New Delhi: OUP.
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PHIL 421:DEBATES IN CONTEMPORARY INDIAN PHILOSOPHY:
GANDHI AND TAGORE

This paperre-constructghe philosophicalimplicationsof the twenty six yearold debate
betweenGandhiand Tagore.Engagementvith criticism was fairly centralto Ga n dh i 0
life andthoughtandthe debatewith Tagoreis importantto an understandingf Gandhi

asa philosopherBetweenl1915and 1941 Tagoreraisedargumentsagainstsatyagraha

the non-cooperationrmovementboycott of Governmentschools,the burning of foreign

cloth andG a n d bonnietionbetweenspinningand swaraj It appeardhat the issues
thatdivided Gandhiand Tagorewere more substantiathanmight appearfrom a consd-
erationof theimmediatedifferencesbetweerthem.This paperargueghatthe debatevas
primarily abouttruth, possibilitiesof untruthandthe natureof freedomSwara,.

EssentialReadings
1. BhattacharyaS. (Comp.& Ed.).(2008).The Mahatmaandthe poet: Lettersand de-

batesbetweenGandhiand Tagore,1915 1941 (Introduction,pp. 1-37). New Delhi:
NationalBook Trust.
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2. Gandhi,M. K. (2008).English learning.In SabyasachBhattacharygcompilerand
ed.), The Mahatmaand the poet: Lettersand debatesbetweenGandhiand Tagore
19151941 (pp.63-64). New Delhi: NationalBook Trust.

3. Gandhi,M. K. (2008).The greatsentinel.In SabyasachBhattacharygcompilerand
ed.), The Mahatmaand the poet: Lettersand debatesbetweenGandhiand Tagore
19151941 (pp.87-92). New Delhi: NationalBook Trust.

4. Gandhi,M. K. (2008).The poetandthe charkha.In SabyasachBhattacharygcom-
piler anded.), The Mahatmaand the poet: Lettersand debatesbetweenGandhiand
Tagorel9151941(pp.122126).New Delhi: NationalBook Trust.

5. Gandhi,M. K. (2008).The poetandthewheel.In SabyasachBhattacharygcompiler
anded.), The Mahatmaand the poet: Lettersand debatesbetweenGandhiand Ta-
gore19151941(pp.127-128).New Delhi: NationalBook Trust.

6. Gandhi,M. K. (2008).The poefts anxiety.In SabyasachBhattacharygcompilerand
ed.), The Mahatmaand the poet: Lettersand debatesbetweenGandhiand Tagore
19151941 (pp. 65-68). New Delhi: NationalBook Trust.

7. Tagore,Rabindranath(2008).Striving for swaraj.In SabyasachBhattacharygcom-
piler anded.), The Mahatmaand the poet: Lettersand debatesbetweenGanchi and
Tagorel9151941(pp.113-121).New Delhi: NationalBook Trust.

8. Tagore,Rabindranath(2008).The call of truth. In SabyasachBhattacharygcompi-
eranded.), TheMahatmaandthe poet: Lettersand debatesetweerGandhiand Ta-
gore19151941(pp.68-87). New Delhi: NationalBook Trust.

9. Tagore,Rabindranath(2008). The cult of the charkha.ln SabyasachBhattacharya
(compileranded.), The Mahatmaand the poet: Lettersand debatesetweenGandhi
andTagorel9151941] (pp.99-112).New Delhi: NationalBook Trust.

10.Tagore, R. (1996). The nation. In S.K. Das (Ed.), The English writings of
RabindranathTagore,Vol. 2 (pp. 548 551).New Delhi: SahityaAkademi.

11. Sorabji, R. (2012). Gandhi and the stoics: Modern experimenton ancientvalues.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.Chaptet1

12.Bilgrami, A. (2006). Gandhé integrity: The philosophybehindthe politics. In A.
Raghuramaraj(Ed.), DebatingGandhi: A reader(pp. 248 266). New Delhi: Oxford
UniversityPress.

13.Kant, I. (1996).An answerto the queston: whatis EnlightenmentZfirst publishedin
1798).In M.J. Gregor(Trans.& Ed.), ImmanuelKant, practical philosophy.General
Introductionby A.Wood. CambridgeCambridgeUniversity Press.

14.NussbaumM.C. (2002). Patriotismand cosmopolitanismin M.C. Nussbaunet al.
(Eds.)For loveof country?Ed. by JoshuaCohenfor BostonReview(pp. 3i 17). Bos-
ton: BeaconPress.

15.Tagore,R. (1996).Thereligion of the forest.In S.K. Das(Ed.), The Englishwritings
of RabindranathTagore,Vol. 2 (pp.511 519).New Delhi: SahityaAkademi.

16. Parel, Anthony (2009) dHind Swarap and other writings. New Delhi: Cambridge
UniversityPress(ChapterslV, X1V & Conclusion).

Further Readings

1. TagoreR.(2012).TheHomeandtheworld. In RabindranathlTagoreomnibusVol. 3
(pp.205 425).New Delhi: Rupa.
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Tagore,S. (Fall, 2008). Tagorés conceptionof cosmopolitanismA re-construction.
Universityof Torontoquarterly 77 (4), 107Q 1084.

Bardhan,K. (Trans.& Introduced).(2008). Of love, nature and devotion: Selected
songsof Rabindranathlragore.New Delhi: Oxford University Press.

Putnam,H. (2002). Must we choosebetweenpatriotism and universalreason?In
M.C. Nussbaunet al. (Eds.) For love of country?Ed. by JoshuaCohenfor Boston
Review(pp.91i 97). Boston:BeaconPres.

Nandy,A. (Ed.).(1994).Theillegitimacy of nationalism.New Delhi: Oxford Univer-
sity Press.

Sen,Amartya.(2005).Theargumentativéndian. London:PenguinBooks.

Bilgami, Akeel. (2011).Gandhés religion andits relationto his politics. In JudithM.
Brown & Anthony Parel(eds.),The Cambridgecompanionto Gandhi(pp. 93-116).
New Delhi: CambridgeUniversity Press.

PHIL 422: LANGUAGE AND THOUGHT

Somescholars(like Davidson,Carruthers)pelievethat the characteristichqumanthought
(especiallythe offline, abstractpropositionalthinking) is not possibleto the creatures
lackinglanguageTheideais intuitively appealingout needsclosescrutinysinceintuitive
appealmight be a good startingpoint but not a compellingevidence.Therehavebeen
similar voicesexpressinghe influenceor constitutingeffect of languageon the thought
by Wittgenstein,Vygotsky, Whorf in the nearlyfirst half of 20th century,and by Car-
ruthers,Clark, etc. in recenttimes. This courseattemptsto coverthe debatesegarding
the extentandnatureof influenceof languageon thought.

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

o 0

Lohmar,D. (2012).Languageandnortlinguistic thinking. In D. Zahavi(Ed.) The Ox-
ford handboolkof contemporaryphenomenologyOxford: Oxford University Press.
CarruthersPeter.(2002).The cognitivefunctionsof languageBehavioraland brain
science®5, 657 726.

Davidson,D. (1994).0n the very ideaof a conceptuaschemeProceedingsand ad-
dresse®f the Americanphilosophicalassociation47, 5-20.

Millikan, R.G. (2001). Thelanguagethoughtpartnership:Ab i r eyéveew. Lan-
guage& communiation, 157-166.

DavidsonD. (1982).Rationalanimals.Dialectica36 (4).

Clark A. (1998). Magic words: How languageaugmentshumancomputation.In P.
Carruthersand J. Boucher(Eds.), Languageand thought: Interdisciplinary themes.
CambridgeCambridgeUniversity Presq{pp.162183).

Proudfoot  D. (2009).  Meaningandmind: Wittgenseind eelevancefor the
0 D olersuageShapel h o u gdabat@Newideasin psychology27,163 183.
Vygotsky L. (1986/1934).In A. Kozulin, (Tran. & Ed.) Thoughtand language
(Chapter7). CambridgeMA: MIT Press.

Lakoff G. (1987).Whorf andrelativism(Chapterl8). In Women fire and dangerous
things.Chicago:University of ChicagoPress.
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Further Readings

1. ChomskyN. (1980,2007).Languageandunconsciouknowledge.In Rulesandrep-

resentationsNew York: ColumbiaUniversityPress.

Vygotsky,L.S. (1962).Thoughtandlanguage CambridgeMA : MIT Press.

3. Whorf B.L. (1956).Languagemind, andreality. In JohnB. Carroll (ed.),Language,
thoughtandreality. MA: MIT Press.

4. Whorf B.L. (1956).Languagesndlogic. In Languagethoughtandreality. In John
B. Carroll (ed.),Languagethoughtandreality. MA: MIT Pres.

5. Slobin,D. I., J.J. Gumperz& S. C. Levinson.(1996).Rethinkinglinguistic relativity
(pp. 70-96). CambridgeCambridgeUniversity Press.

6. Slezak P. (2002). Thinking about thinking: language, thought and introspe-
tion. Language& Communiation 22, 353 373.

7. Fellows,Roger.Animal belief. Philosophy75 (294),587598.

8. Wittgenstein,L. (1967).Philosophicalinvestigations G. E. M. Anscombe(trans.).
Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

9. McDonough, R.
(1994).Wittgenstein'sreversabn the "Languageof Thought' doc-
trine. The philosophicalquarterly44 (177),482-494.

10.ChopraN. (2013).Languageandworldview: A reconsideratiomf Whorf hypothesis.
Internationaljournal of multidisciplinaryeducationakesearch2, (13(2)),342-363.

11.FraserC. (2007). Languageand ontologyin early Chinesethought.Philosophyeast
andwest57 (4), 420-456.

N

PHIL 423:ON CONCEPTUAL RELATIVISM

The coursewill narrate how the essentialisttheories of Frege, logical positivism and
logical atomism give way to relativism and indeterminacy in two different tracks i

in the respectiveviews of later Wittgenstein and W V O Quine. It will alsoaddress
whether and in what way Da v i d srifiqué sf conceptual relativism applies to
both Quine and later Wittgenstein.

EssentialReadings

1. Quine,WV 0. (1964)Wordandobject. USA: MIT PresqChapterd andll).

2. Wittgenstein,L. (1984) Philosophicalinvestgations. Anscombe,G.E.M. Rhees,R.
andVon Wright G.H (ed.), G.E.M. Anscombe(trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell (sec-
tions 42890).

3. (1981).Zettel. AnscombeG.E.M. andVon Wright G.H. (eds.)G.E.M.
Anscombe(trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell (sections55-69, 100128, 25559, 331-
373).

4, (1974).0On Certainty. AnscombeG.E.M. and Von Wright G.H. (ed.),
DennisPaul and G.E.M. Anscombe(trans.). Oxford: Basil Blackwell (sections 1-
299,pp. 2-38).
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5. Davidson,D. (1984).0n the very ideaof a conceptuakchemein Inquiriesin truth
andinterpretation.Oxford: ClarendorPress.

6. (1984).Radicallnterpretationin Inquiriesin truth andinterpretation.
Oxford: ClarendorPress.
7. (1984). Inscrutability of referenceln Inquiriesin truth and inter-

pretation.Oxford: ClarendorPress.
8. McDowell, J.(1996).Mind andworld. Cambridge HUP (Introduction,Lecturesl, II,
lll, Afterword Partl).

Further Readings

1. Moore,G. E. (1925). A defenceof commonsenseln J. H. Muirhead(ed.), Contan-
porary British philosophy(2nd series).U.K: GeorgeAllen andUnwin. Reprintedin
G. E. Moore.(1959).Philosophicalpapers.New York: Macmillan.

2. Davidson,D. (1984).Truth andmeaningln Inquiriesin truth andinterpretation.Ox-
ford: ClarendorPress.

3. (1984).Belief andthe basisof meaning.In Inquiriesin truth and
interpretation.Oxford: ClarendorPress.

4. Arrington, R. L. and Glock H. J. (eds.).(1996). Wittgensteinand Quine. USA:
Routledge.

5. AnscombeG. E. M. (1981).Thequestionof linguistic idealism.From Parmenidego
WittgensteinOxford: Basil Blackwell.

6. Quine,W. V. O.(1951).Two dogmasof empiricism.Philosophicalreview60, 20i 43

7. (1969).0Ontological relativity and otheressaysNew York: Columbia
UniversityPress.

8. (1974).Therootsof referencelLa Salle,lll.: OpenCourt.

0. Theoriesandthings.Cambridge MA: HarvardUniversity Press.

10. (1981). RelativismandabsolutismThemonist67,293 96.

11.Hintikka, Jakko.(Feb.2008). Wittgensteinon beingandtime. In Theoria62, (1-2),
pp. 3-18. Article first published online: 11 FEB 2008,
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1 755%67.1996.tb00528.x/abstract

12. Wittgenstein, L. (1984). Philosophical investigations.Anscombe,G.E.M.; Rhees,
R.andVon Wright G.H. (eds.), G.E.M. Anscombe(trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell
(sectionsl-88,250-315).

13.Wittgenstein,L. (1981). Zettel. AnscombeG.E.M. and Von Wright G.H. (eds.),
G.E.M. Anscombe(trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell (sections26-54, 71-87, 13850,
260-330).

14.Glock, H. J.(2005).A Wittgensteirdictionary.USA, UK :Blackwell.

15.Desmond,L. (ed.). (1980). Wittgensteinlectures. Cambridge,193032, From the
notesof J.KingandD.Lee,Oxford: Blackwell.

16.Wittgenstein,L. (1975). The blue and the brown book. Rush Rhees(ed.). Oxford:
Basil Blackwell. (selectedgortions)

17.Wittgenstein,L. (1974). On certainty. AnscombeG.E.M. and Von Wright G.H.
(eds.),DennisPaulandG.E.M. Anscombe(trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell (sections
300-667).
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18. Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy
http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/quine/#QuiLifWor

19.Moyal-Sharrock D. (2007). UnderstandingWittgenstein'sOn certainty. Palgrave:
MacMillan.

PHIL 424:PHILOSOPHY OF ACTION

This introductory courseattemptsto openup the principal routesof understandingc-
tions: (i) Thequestionwhetherandin whatsenseheyare6 ¢ a u iseehgibrelationwith
intentionandvolition (ii) Their ontologicalstatusaseventsandwhethereventsare pa-
ticulars, propertiesor propositions,or whetherthey are not eventsbut processegiii)
Whethertherecanbe BasicActions (iv) The naturalimpactof all theseissueson the eth-
ical dimensionof actions(v) A u s t theorgo$ speeckactscouded with the distinction
betweerverbal andnonverbal actions.

EssentialReadings

1. Davidson,Donald. (2001). Actions, reasonsand causesIn Essayson actions and
eventsOxford : ClarendorPresqpp. 3-19).

2. Wittgenstein, Ludwig. (1984). Philosophi@al investigations.G. E. M. Anscombe
(trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell (Sections611-28) (Will), Sections629-60 (Interd-
ing), Sectionss71-94, 11 193229 (on Beliefs).

3. (1993). On the freedomof will 191231. In Klagge J.C., and
Nordmann Alfred, (ed.), Philosophical occasions. Indianapolis and Cambridge:
HackettpublishingCo.

4. Scott, Michael. (1996). Wittgensteids philosophy of action. The philosophical
quartarly 46 (184),347-63.

5. Austin, J.L. (1970).A pleafor excusesin Philosophi@al papers.Oxford: Oxford
UniversityPress(pp.175204).

6. Brand,Myles (ed.).(1975).Particularseventsandactions.In Actiontheory.USA: D.
ReidelPublishingCompanypp.133-57.

7. LandesmanCharles.(1969).Actions asuniversals:An inquiry into the metaphysics
of action Americanphilosophicalquarterly 6 (3), 247 - 252.

8. Goldman,A. (1970). A theory of humanactions.USA: PrincetonUniversity Press.
Chapterl

9. StewardHelen.(2012).Actionsasprocesseshilosophicalperspectives?6 (1), 373
388.

10. Austin,JL. (1975).How to do thingswith Words.UrmsonJ O & ShisaM (eds.)Ox-
ford New York: Oxford UniversityPresgChager1, 2, 8,9, 11) [Items6,7,8,9canbe
alternatedvith 10]

11.DantoA. (1963).Whatwe cando. Journalof philosophy 60, 43545.

Further Readings
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http://philpapers.org/asearch.pl?pub=46

100

1. Wittgenstein, Ludwig. (1982)AmbroseAlice (ed), Wittgensteits Lectures Cam-
bridge 19321935.0xford: Basl Blackwell, Oxford. pp. 34-40 (on reasonandcats-
es).

2. (1981). Zettel. G.E.M. Anscombeand G.H. Von Wright
(ed.),G..E.M Anscombe(trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell, Sections577-99 (on will).

3. Wittgenstein,Ludwig. (1967).Lecturesand conversationsn aestheticand psychd-
ogy.In C. Barett(Ed.). Berkeley& Los Angeles:Universityof CaliforniaPress.

4, The blue and the brown book. In RheesR.(ed.).USA : Black-
well Publishing.

5. JohnstonpPaul. (1989). Wittgensteinand moral philosophy.Londonand New York:
RoutledgeChapter-3,8

6. Anscombe@G. E. M. (1963).Intention.Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

7. Winch, Peter(1968).Wittgensteirds treatmenbf thewill. Ratio,10,38-53.

8. Danto,A. (1965).BasicActions. Ameican philosophicalquarterly 2 (2), 141-48.

9.

1

Douglas, Lavin. (2013).Musttherebebasicactions.Nols 47 (2), 273-301.
0.Davidson,Donald. (2001). Essayson actions and events.Oxford: ClarendonPress

(Essays3, 5,6,9,11).

11. (2004).Problemsof rationality. Oxford: ClarendorPress.

12.Glock, H. J.(2014).Reasongor action.Nordic Wittgensteirreview3 (1).

13. Tanney,Julia (1995). Why reasongnay not be causesMind & languagel0 (1/2),
103126.

14.Kim, J. (1975). Eventsas property exemplifications.In Brand Myles (ed.), Action
theory.USA : D. ReidelPublishingCompany.

15. Chisholm,R. (1970).EventsandpropositionsNous4, 15-24.

16.Austin, J. L. (1970).Ifs and cans. Philosophicalpapers.Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

17.0 0 0 0 0 0 . Threewaysof spilling ink. SameasAbove

18.JamesWilliam. (1891).Theprinciplesof psychology.London:McMillan.

19. ShankerS. (1993).WittgensteinversuslamesandRussellon the natureof willing. In
ShankeandCanfield(eds.)Wittgensteids intentions.NY: Garlandpp 195239.

20. O&haughnessy. (1980).Thewill: A dual aspectheory.Cambridge: UP.

21. Timothy O'Connor and ConstantineéSandis(eds.). (2010). A companionto the phi-
losophyof action.U.K: Willey Blackwell.

22.Le PoreE., and McLaughlin. B (eds.).(1985). Actionsand events:Perspective®n
the philosophyof Donald Davidson.Oxford: Blackwell.

PHIL 425:WITTGENSTEIN ON ASPECT PERCEPTION

The notion of perceivingaspectsas contrastedo perceivingobjects (like duck-rabbit,
convexconcave packgrouneforeground)is anintriguing areain thefield of perception.
Severalopposingstrandsof thoughtlike Empiricism,Gestalttheories Neurologicaltheo-
ries addresshis issue.This courseshall incorporatesome standardtheorieson aspect
perception - both traditionaland modern - andidentify the exact pointsin which they
convergeanddisperseWe shall ultimatelyprivilegelaterWi t t g e wiewt okasped s
perceptionto showhow it outgrowsthe standarddichotomiesin this areato ekeouta
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new approachin both the spheresof languageandmind. The coursewill explorehow
this notion hasbeeneffectively deployedin variousfields otherthanthat of perceptioni
viz. in thediscourseon self, action,languageandmathematics.

EssentialReadings

1. Wittgenstein,L., (1984).PhilosophicalinvestigationsG.E.M. Anscombe R. Rhees,

and G.H. Von Wright (eds.),G.E.M. Anscombe(Trans.).Oxford: Basil Blackwell

(Partll, sectionxi).

WittgensteinL. (1981). Zettel.(selectegortions:sectionsl94-201,20815)

3. StrombergWayneH. ( Sept.- Dec.1980).Wittgensteinandthe nativismempiricism
controversyPhilosophyand phenomenologicakesearchXLI (171 2).

4. Ayob, G. (2009).The aspeciperceptiorpassagesA critical investigationof Koéhlerds

isomorphisnyprinciple.Philosophicalinvestigations32 (3).

*Laugier, SandraAspects senseandperception.

* Day, W. Wantingto saysomethingAspectblindnessandlanguage.

*Minar, Edward.The philosophicakignificanceof meaningblindness.

Floyd, Juliet. *On being surprised: Wittgensteinon aspectperception,logic and

mathematics.

9. *Krebs,V. Thebodily root: Seeingaspectandinnerexperience.

10.* HagbergG.L. Wittgensteinaspecperceptiorandretrospectiveself understanding.

11.Mulhall, S. (1990).0n beingin the world. LondonandNew York: Routledge(Ch 1
& 2). Or, Mullhall, S.(2001). Seeing Aspects.In Glock H. J. (ed), WittgensteinA
critical reader.Massachusett8asil Blackwell, pp.246-268.

N

© N o

All the star-marked readings are available in Day, Will iam and Kerbs. J Victor.
(ed.).(2011). SeeingWittgensteina new. Cambridge : Cambridge University Press

Further Readings

1. WittgensteinL., (1998).Lastwritings on the philosophyof psychology.Von Wright
andNymanH (ed.), LuckhardtC. G. andAue M. A. E. (trans.).Basil Blackwell:
Oxford, Vol | (indexedsectionson aspeciseeing seeingas).

2. (1980). Remarkson the philosophyof psychology Anscombe
G. E. M and Von Wright (eds.), Anscombe G E M (trans.).Oxford: Basil Black-
well, Vol | (section95671 1137).

3. (1980).Remarkson the philosophyof psychologyVon Wright
and Nyman H (eds.),LuckhardtC. G. and Aue M. A. E. (trans.).Oxford: Basil
Blackwell, Vol Il, sections37-42,304-5, 360-549.

4. *Baz, Avner.Onlearningfrom Wittgensteinor whatDoesit taketo seethegrammar
of seeingsspects?

5. RaftopoulosA. (2015).The cognitiveimpenetrabilityof perceptiorandtheoryladen-
ness.Journalfor generalphilosophyof sciencet6, (1), 87i 103.

6. Dunlop,CharlesE.M. (1984).Wittgensteinon sensatiorandseeing as.Synthes&0
3).

7. Kohler,W. (1975).GestaltpsychologyNew York: Liveright.
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8. Rorty, R. (1977). Wittgensteinianphilosophyand empirical psychology. Philosophical
studies31(3),151-172.

9. Christian,HelmutWenzel.(2010). OnWi t t g e maidnefimeahiagblindness:
Its subjective,objective and aestheticaspectsPhilosophicalinvestigations33 (3).
DOI: 10.1111/j.14679205.2009.01382.x

10. Patton,Lydia. (2009). Signs,toy models,andthe a priori: From Helmholtzto Witt-
gensteinStudiesn historyand philosophyof science40, pp. 281 289.

11.Benjafield, John G. (March, 2008). Revisiting Wittgensteinon Kohler and gestaltpsy-
chology. Thejournal of the history of behaviouralsciences.

12.Dinishak, Janette (2013). Wittgensteinon the placeof the conceptfiNoticing an aspeab.
Philosophicalinvestigations36 (4), 320 339.

13.Budd,Malcolm. (1987).Wittgensteinon seeingaspectsMind, New Series96 (381),117.

14.SchroedersS. (2010).A tale of two problems:Wittgenstein'sliscussiorof aspeciper-
ception.In: CottinghamJ. andHacker,P. (eds.)Mind, methodand morality: Essays
in honourof AnthonyKenny USA: Oxford University Press,pp. 352-371.

15. Fabian,Dorsch. (2016). Seeingin as aspeciperception.ln Gary Kemp & Gabriele
Mras (eds.),Wollheim,Wittgensteinand pictorial representationSeeingas and see-
ing-in. LondonandNew York: Routledge.

16.Good, J.(2006).Wittgensteirand thetheoryof perception London,New York: Con-
tinuum.

17.Michael Beaney BrendanHarrington& Dominic Shaw(eds.).(2015).Aspectperce-
tion after WittgensteinSeeingAsandnovelty.London& New York: Routledge

18.Michael Campbel&Michael O'Sullivan (eds.). (2015). Wittgensteinand perce-
tion.New York: Routledge.

PHIL 426:PHILOSOPHY OF KASHMIR § Al VI S M

This coursewill intendto understandow inanimatematter,governedby fixed laws, can
leadto mind. This very issuewasconsideredvith greatsubtletyin the Vedic tradition of
India. Herewe considerone of the later classicsof this traditionthatdealswith the ques-
tion of consciousnessaws, andfreedomthejustly famouss i 8 ht.r a s

Main Topics
1. Universalconsciousnes@ hesiva § fras, chp.1)

2. Theemergencef innateknowledge(ThesSiva § f[as, chp.2)
3. Thetransformation®f theindividual (Thesiva $ tras, chp.3)

EssentialReadings

1. R.C. Dwivedi and N. Rastogi(eds. 1987). Abhinavagupté Tantiloka. With the
Commentaryivekaof Jayaratha.Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass.

2. Albany. (1989).AbhinavaguptaA trident of wisdom.StateUniversity of New York
Press.
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https://philpapers.org/s/Michael%25252525252525252525252525252525252525252525252520Beaney
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https://philpapers.org/s/Michael%25252525252525252525252525252525252525252525252520O'Sullivan
https://philpapers.org/rec/CAMWAP-2
https://philpapers.org/rec/CAMWAP-2
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3. Dyczkowski,M.S.G. (1987). The doctrine of vibration. Albany: StateUniversity of
New York Press.

4. Dyczkowski,M.S.G.(1992). Theaphorismsof $iva: Thesiva § iras with Bhaskara's

Commentarythe Varttika. Albany: StateUniversityof New York Press.

Kramrisch,S. (1981).Thepresencef Siva. Princeton:PrincetonUniversity Press.

Singh, Jaideva (1979). $iva $ tras: The Yoga of supremeidentity. Delhi: Mo-

tilalBanarsidass.

S

Further Readings

1. SubramuniyaswamiSatguruSivaya Saiva DharmaSastra.India, USA: Himalayan
Academy.

2. MuktanandaSwami.(1983).Play of consciousnessMumbai GurudevSiddhPeeth,
Ganeshpuri

3. JonesA. & D. Ryan,Jameq2006). Encyclopediaof Hinduism.New York: An Im-
print of Info BasePublishing,New York.

4. HughesJohn(Ed.).(2002).siva S tras iThe SupremeAwakening (with The com-
mentaryof KSmatja revealedby SwamiLakshmanjoo)UniversalShaivaFellow-
ship.

PHIL 427:PHENOMENOLOGY AND ETHICS OF MEDITATION

The Englishterm dMeditatiorbis generallyunderstoodasa techniqueto arrestthe prolif-

erationof mind (cittawiti, c i t t a jp Thawhbleeaercises the partof the schemao

developthe procesof contemplationn orderto know the baretruth of the originary con-

sciousnesyy dissolvingvariousmodesof defiled consciousnesis orderto facilitate the
phenomenologicalgpistemological,and psychologicalanalyses.The results achieved
throughthis exerciseare utilized by both essentialisand antiessentialistloctrinal pos-

tions. It is evenutilized for spiritual goalslike liberation(moki, n i Aay Kdivalya etc.).
Without the meditationtechniquejt is not possibleto realizethe freedomof the invaria-

ble soul in the orthodox systemsor nonsubstantialfluxional self in Buddhism. The
greatestidvantagef cleansinghe proliferationof mind throughmeditationis thatin its

purified form it is transformednto a cosmicself in the presentife, beyondthe contro-

versyrelatingto the metaphysicof the self, in termsof universalizedethical practices.
This courseis purely a theoreticalenterprisewhich createsa debatebetweenmeditation
relatedissuesdealtwith by the Upanifdic, Yoga, and Buddhistsystemsof thought.We

are not taking into consideratiorthe contemporarystudyof i me d i tara Ndaurose

enceof Consci ousness. 0

EssentialReadings
1. RadhakrishnarS. (text with translationandannotations)Taittirya Upanitdd, Chap-

ter 1ll, Bhigu Vallg The Principal Upanitads. London: GeorgeAllen & Unwin, pp.
553 563.

103



104

2. Analayo,Bhikkhu. (translatecandelaboratelydiscussed)(2010). Satipd hiCha-sutta
Majjhimaniklya, 1.55ff. Satipattitha: The Direct Path to Realization.Kandy (Sri
Lanka):BuddhistPublicationSociety(secondedition).

3. UnUplhasatisutta(Majjhimanikdya 118), The Middle LengthDiscoursef the Bud-
dha A translationof the Majjhimaniklya by Bhikkhu & Uamoli, Wisdom Publica-
tion, USA, 1995.

4. AHibgamrga of Patdijaliés Yogas! tra with VyUsabhOlya andTattvaVaiS fadg

Further Readings

1. Bronkhorst,J. (1986).Thetwo traditionsof meditationin ancientindia (28" Edition).
StuttgartF. SteinerVerlagWiesbaden.

2. Lutz, Antoine; Dunne,JohnD.; andDavidson,RichardJ. (2010).Meditationandthe
neurosciencef consciousnessAn introduction. The Cambridgehandbookof con-
sciousnesfChapterl9, pp.499 551).

3. Wallace,B.A. (1999).4The Buddhisttradition of SamathaMethodsfor refining and
examiningconsciousnesdJournal of consciousnesstudiess (2i 3), 175 187.

4. Wallace,R.K. (1970). &Physiologicaleffectsof transcendentaineditationd Science,
167(926),1751 1754.

5. SilanandalJ. (1990).Thefour foundationsof mindfulnessBoston:WisdomPublica-
tions.

PHIL 428: THE EMBODIED -ENACTIVE COGNITION

This coursefocuseson the role of body, action,environmentalongwith that of brainin

the processof cognition which haveremainmarginalizedin the traditional accaints of

mind andcognition. It alsoundermineghetripartite divisionsbetweerperceptioncogn-

tion andactionin thetraditionalconceptionof mind andpresentshethesisthatthethree
are actually intertwined and do not standin isolationto eachother. The approachalso
considerghat how metaphorglay a role in the architectureof cognitive structuresand
how natureof metaphorgrevalentin alanguagesubtly shapeghe experienceandcogri-

tion of a community.It alsoconsiderghat how conceptamight be representeéndused
for the abstracthinking. The coursewill alsoconsidersomecritiquesof the approachas
well.

EssentialReadings

1. VarelaF., Thompson,E., Rosch,E. (1991).The embodiedmind: cognitive science
andhumanexperienceMIT PressCambridgeMassachusett€hapters3 (Symbols:
the cognitivist hypothesis)5 (Emergentpropertiesand connectionism)8 (Enaction:
embodiedcognition)

2. Lakoff, G. & JohnsonM. (1999).Philosophyin the flesh: Theembodiedmind & its
challengeto westernthought. NY: BasicBooks. Chapters:3 (The embodiedVind),
4 (Primary Metaphorand SubjectiveExperience),5 (Anatomy of Complex Meta-
phor),6 (EmbodiedRealism),22 (Chomsky'sPhilosophyandCognitive Linguistics).

3. Clark, A. (1997).Beingthere: Putting brain, body,and world togetheragain. Brad-
ford Book, MIT PressCambridgeMassachusett€hapters:2 (The Situatedinfant),
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5 (Evolving Robots),6 (EmergencendExplanation),7 (The Neuroscientificlmage),
8 (Being,Computing,Representing

Noe, A. (2004).Actionin perception.Cambridge MassachusettIT Press(Chap-
ters:1 (The enactiveapproacho perceptionanintroduction),2 (Picturesin Mind), 3
(EnactingContent),7 (Brainin Mind: a conclusion).

Hurley, S. (2001).Perceptiorand action: Alternative views. Synthesd 29, (2001):3
40.

JessdPrinz. (2006).Puttingthe brakeson enactiveperceptionPsychel2 (1), 22-45.
MargaretWilson. (2002). Six views of embodiedcognition. Psychonomidulletin &
review9 (4), 625636.

BarsalouL. (2003).Abstractionin perceptuasymbolsystem Philosophicaltransec-
tionsof theroyal societyof London358,1177 87.

Mahon, B.Z., CaramazzaA. (2008). A critical look at the embodiedcognition hy-
pothesisanda new proposalfor groundingconceptuatontent.Journal of physiology
102,59 70.

Further Readings

1.

2.

ThompsonE. (2011). Précis of mind in life: Biology, phenomenologyand the sa-
encef mind. Journal of consciousnesstudiesl8, 10-22.

Kiverstein,J andMiller, M. (2015).Theembodiedorain: Towardsaradicalembodied
cognitiveneuroscience-rontiersof humanneuroscienc® (23).

O'Regan,J.K., and Nog&, A. (2001). A sensorimotorapproachto vision and visual
consciousnes&ehavioraland brain science4 (5), 939-973.

Clark, Andy. Vision as dance?Threechallengedor sensorimotorcontingency Psy-
chel2,22-43.

Clark, A. and Toribio, J. (2001). Sensorimotoichauvinism? Commentaryon O'Re-
gan,J.K.,andNog, A. A sensorimotolpproachto vision andvisual consciousness,
Behavioralandbrain science24 (5), 979-980.

Prinz, J. (2008).Is consciousnesembodied?dn P. Robbinsand. M. Aydede (Eds.),
Cambridgehandboolof situatedcognition Cambridge CambridgeUniversityPress.
MerleauPonty, M. (1962). The phenomenologpf perception Colin Smith (trans.).
London: RoutledgePress.

PHIL 429:CONCEPTS,NEW DIRECTIONS

This courseon certainselectedreadingsfrom The ConceptualMind: New Directionsin
the Studyof ConceptsEric MargolisandStepherLaurencgEds.),CambridgeMA: MIT
Presg2015, explores,n a principledway, recentfindings andtheoreticaladvancements
in the studyof conceptsa centralconcernin presemday cognitive science.The origin,
evolution,andthe developmat of conceptsconceptacquisition,conceptindividuation,
conceptuathange conceptsand animal cognition, conceptsandlanguage conceptsand
computation,conceptsand brain, conceptsand science,and conceptsn contextarethe
mainissueghe courseattemptdo uncover.
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EssentialReadings

=

ok

7.
8.

9.

Avargues-Weber, A. andMartin Giurfa. Conceptualearningby miniatureBrains.
Plotnik, J. M. and Nicola S. Clayton. Convergentcognitive evolution acrossanimal
taxa: Comparisonf chimpanzeesgorvids, and elephantsOR RobertM. Seyfarth
andDorothyL. Cheney.Theevolutionof conceptsaboutagentsOr, Whatdo animals
recognizevhentheyrecognizeanindividual?

Mahon,B. MissedconnectionsA connectivityconstrainegccountof therepreserd-
tion andorganizationof objectconcepts.

LaurenceS. andEric Margolis. Conceptnativismandneuralplasticity.

Barrett,H. The evolutionof conceptuatlesign.OR. PascaBoyer. How naturalsele-
tion shapeonceptuaktructure Humanintuitionsandconceptf ownesship.
Fodor,J. Burgeon perception.

Weiskopf,D. Observationatoncepts.

Medin, D, SandraWaxman,and MeganBang. Relations:Language gpistemologies,
categoriesandconcepts.

Wierzbicka,A. Innateconceptuaprimitives manifestedn thelanguage®f the world
andin infantcognition.

10. Carey,S. Why theoriesof conceptshouldnotignorethe problemof acquisition.
11.NersessianN. Conceptualinnovation on the frontiers of science.OR Noah D.

GoodmanJoshuaB. Tenenbaumand TobiasGerstenbergConceptsn a probabils-
tic languageof thought.

12.Machery,E. By default: Conceptsareaccesseth a contextindependenManner.OR

FrankC. Keil andJonathart. Kominsky. Groundingconcepts.

These readings are available in: Margolis, Eric., and Laurence, Stephen. (Eds.).
(2015).Theconceptualmind: Newdirectionsin the studyof conceptsCambridge, MA:
MIT Press.

Further Readings

1.

2.

a s

Margolis, Eric andLaurence Stephen(Eds.).(1999).ConceptsCorereadings Brad-
ford Books.MIT.

Wilson, RobertA. And Keil, Frank C. (Eds).(1999). The MIT encyclopediaof the
cognitivesciencesBradford,MIT.

Bhartrhari(1965).Vakyapadiyalyer, K. A. Subramanigtrans.).dsf Chapterl. Poo-
na,India.

Raja,Kunjunni. (1963).Indian theoriesof meaning Adayar,India.

Fodor,Jerryand Pylyshyn,Zenon.(2015).Minds without meanings:An essayon the
contentof conceptsCambridgeMassachusett®/IT Press.

Murphy, GregoryL. (2002).Thebig bookof conceptsBradfordBooks,MIT.

PHIL 430:ON CONDITIONALS
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Conditionalsare importantto daily reasoningHowever,the analysisof the conditional
remainsa matterof contentionin logical theory. Thereis the view thatwe shouldaccept
the truth-functional account.But the material paradoxegpresenta problem. Strawson
pointedout other problemsrelatedto differencesbetweenthe ordinary conditionaland
the materialone. Edgingtonhassuggestedhat conditionalsd o nhéaveany truth cond-
tions. There are views that we should acceptthat conditionalsinvolve modal notions.
Someof theseviewson conditionalswill be coveredby this course.

EssentialReadings

1. StrawsonpP.F. (1952).Truth functional constantsaand ordinarywords. In Introduc-
tion to logical theory.London:MethuenandCo. Ltd, pp. 78-90.

2. Grice,H.P.(1989).Logic andconversabn and Indicative conditionals.In Studiesin

theway of words.HarvardUniversity Presspp. 22-40 andpp. 58-85.

Clark, M. (1971).1fs andhooks.Analysis32 (2), 33 - 39.

StalnakerR. (1975).Indicativeconditionals Philosophia5 (3), 269-286.

Jackso, F. (1979).0n assertiorandindicative conditionals Philosophicalreview88

(4),565589.

6. Appiah, K. (1984).Jacksoron the materialconditional. Australasianjournal of phi-
losophy62 (1), 7771 81.

7. Rieger,A. (2006).A simpletheoryof conditionals Analysis66 (3), 233-240.

8. Edgington,D. (1986).Do conditionalshavetruth-conditionsCritica 18 (52), 3-30.

9. Edgington,D. (2003).Whatif? Questionsaboutconditionals.Mind and languagel8
(4),3801401.

10.Kdlbel, M. (2000).Edgingtonon compound®f condtionals.Mind 109(433),97 -
108.

arw

Further Readings

Abbott, B. (2012).Someremarkson indicativeconditionals Proceeding®f SALT.
BennettJ. (2003).A philosophicalguideto conditionals.OUP.

Edgington,D. OnconditionalsMind 104 (414),235329.

Edgington,D. (2014,Winter). IndicativeconditionalsIn EdwardN. Zalta(ed.).The
stanfordencyclopediaf philosophy, URL
<https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/win2014/entries/conditionals/>.

5. Woods,M. (1997).Conditionals.OUP.

HwnE

PHIL 431: THEORIES OF TRUTH
Philosophersiavedebatedor a long time what Truth is. Truth hasbeentakento essa-
tially consistin being a relation of correspondencegr of coherenceor of a pragmatic
characterDeflationiststhink thattruth hasno natureassuch.This seminaron Truth will
look at sometraditionalviews of truth, beforemovingonto the view of the deflationists.

EssentialReadings
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Russell B. Truth andfalsehood*

Austin,J.L. Truth*

JamesWilliam. Pragmatisrés conceptiorof truth*

Dummett,M. Truth*

Tarski,A. Thesemantiaconceptiorof truth andthefoundationof semantics.*
RamseyF.P.Thenatureof truth*

StrawsonP. F. Truth*

Williams, Michael. (1986). Do we (epistemologistsheeda theory of truth?. Philo-
sophicaltopics14 (1), 223242.

9. Gupta,A: A critique of deflationism*

10.Horwich, P. A defenseof minimalism*

*All thesereadingsareavailablein Lynch, M. (2001).Thenatureof truth, MIT Press.

O NG~ WNE

Further Readings

1. Kinne,W. (2003).Conception®f truth. Oxford: Clarendon.
2. SimmonsK andBlackburn,S. (1999).Truth. Oxford readingsan philosophy.
3. Lynch, M. (2001).Thenatureof truth. MIT Press.

PHIL 432:HISTORIOGRAPHY OF INDIAN PHILOSOPHY

The developmenbf the Academicdisciplineof Indian Philosophywritings of the histo-
ries of Indian Philosophy,debateon Classicaland ModernIndian Philosophiesperce-
tions of developmentsluringandafter colonial period,contemporarygontestationsf the
prevalentconception®f Indian philosophyarethe majorconcernof the course.

EssentialReadings

1. RajuPT. (Oct.1949).The stateof philosophicalstudiesin India. Philosophy24 (91),
342-347.

2. DattaD. M. (Oct. 1956).India'sdebtto the westin philosophy.Philosophyeastand
west6 (3), 195212.

3. Winks, RobinW. (ed.,)(1999).Introduction.HistoriographyVol. V. Oxford: Oxford

UniversityPress.

Radhakrishnan.§192327). Introduction.Indian philosophy 2 vols. London.

DasGupta S. N. (192349). Introduction History of Indian philosophy 4 vols. Cam-

bridge.

6. Mohanty,J.N. (Sept.1974).Philosophyin India, 196773. Thereviewof metaphysics
28(1),54-84.

7. Chattopadhyaya). (1976). Introduction.Whatis living and whatis deadin Indian
philosophy New Delhi: Peoplés PublishingHouse.

8. SchreinerPeter.(Jan.1978).TheIndiannes®f modernindian philosophyasa histar-
ical andphilosophicalproblem.Philosophyeastandwest28 (1), 21-37.

9. BhattacharyaKalidas.(1982).Traditionallndianphilosophyasmodernindianthink-
ersview it. In PappuRamaRao0,SS.And R. Puligandla(Eds.),Indian philosophy:
Pastandfuture.Delhi: Motilal Banarasidasqp.171224.

ok
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10.Heehs Peter. (May, 2003).Shade®f orientalism:Paradoxesndproblemsin Indian
historiographyHistory andtheory42 (2), 169-195.

11.RaghuamarajuA. (2006).Introduction.Debatedn Indian philosophy:Classical,
colonialandcontemporaryNew Delhi: Oxford University publishers.

12.BhushanNalini, andJayGarfield, (2011).PunditsandprofessorsTherenaissancef
seculanndia. In Nalini BhushamandJayGarfield (eds.)Indian philosophyin English:
Fromrenaissancé¢o independenceéNew York: OUP.

13.Daya Krishna. (1966). Three myths aboutIndian philosophy.Diogenesl4 (55):89
103.

14.DayaKrishna.(2001).Vedantain thefirst millennium A.D.: The casestudyof a ret-
rospectivallusion imposedby the historiographyof Indian philosophy . Newperspe-
tivesin Indian philosophy RawatPublications.

Further Readings

1. Mukherjee,Nirmalangshi. (9 March.2002).Academicphilosophyin India. Theea-
nomicand political weekly 931-6.

2. Datta,D. M. (Nov., 1948). The contributionof modernindian philosophyto world
philosophy.ThePhilosophicalReviews7 (6), 550-572.

3. DasGuptaS. N. (1982).Dogmasof Indian philosophy.PhilosophicalessaysDelhi:
Motilal Banarasidasgp. 208-33.

4. Satchidananddurty, K. (1985). Philosophyin India: Traditions, teachingand re-
search Delhi: Motilal& ICPR.

5. Mohanty,J. N. (2000). Classi@l Indian philosophy New Delhi: Oxford University
publication.

6. Ganeri,Jonardon(2001).Philosophyin classicallndia: The proper work of reason
London:Routledge.

7. PappuRamaRao,SS.And R. Puligandla(eds.).(1982).Indian philosophy:Pastand
future. Delhi: Motilal Banarasidass.

8. Mohanty,J.N. (1993).Essayson Indian philosophy:Traditional and modern Delhi:
Oxford University Press (somethoughtson DayaKrishnais érhree Mythso and part
lll: encountersPhenomenologgndPhilosophyndianandthe west.ppp207-337).

9. DayakrishnaM.P. Rege,R. D. Dwivedi & Mukund Lath. (eds.).(1991). SamvadA
dialoguebetweerntwo philosophicaltraditions. Delhi: ICPR in associatiorwith Mo-
tilal Banarasidass.

10. Dayakrishna(2006).Indian philosophy:A counterpergective (Revised& Enlarged
edition) Delhi: SaiSatguruPublications.

11.RaghuramarajuA. Philosophyand India: AncestorspredecessordNew Delhi: Ox-
ford Universitypublishers.

12.BhattacharyaNeeladri.(Feb.2003). The Problemi Seminari Specialissueon Re-
thinking History 522. Web source:http://www.india_seminar.com/2003/522/58%
problem.html

13.Kristeller, PaulOskar.(Nov. 1985).Philosophyandits historiographyThejournal of
philosophy82 (11), Eighty-SecondAnnual MeetingAmericanPhilosophicalAssoca-
tion, EasterrDivision, 618625.

109


http://philpapers.org/asearch.pl?pub=2605
http://www.india_seminar.com/2003/522/522

110

14.Prakash@G. (1992).Postcoloniakriticism andIndian historiography Social Text,No.

31/32 Third World andPostColonial Issues8-19.

PHIL 433:RELIGION AND ECOLOGY

World religionsarebeingtappedfor their ecologicalcontentasan answerto the current
environmentactrisis. Religiousappealsaappeato carrymoreweightin changingattitudes
suchthatimpactthe environmenpositively. Howevermostreligions particularlyancient
ones,haveneverwitnessedor imaginedthe environmentaldegradatiorseentoday. Can
they then legitimately be looked at for environmentawisdom?This coursewill cover
threereligions: Buddhism,Hinduism and Christianity to conside their contributionto

environmentalethics. The coursefollows the pursuitsof somescholarsas investigate,
defendandcritique environmentamattersin thesereligions.

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

Silva, Padmasiride. (1990). Buddhistenvironmentalethics.In Allan Hunt Badiner
(ed.),DharmaGaia. California: ParallaxPresspp 14-19.

Harrislan. (2000). Buddhismand ecology. In Damien Keown (ed.) Contemporary
Buddhistethics.Richmond,Surrey:CurzonPresspp 113-35.
Waldau,Paul.(2000).Buddhismandanimalrights. In DamienKeown (ed.) Contan-
porary Buddhistethics.Richmond,Surrey:CurzonPresspp 81-112.
Drummond,Celia. (2004). The ethicsof nature (Chapter3). Oxford: Blackwell Pub-
lishing, pp 54-85.

Haught,JohnF. (2004).Christianityandecology.In RogerS. Gottlieb (ed.) This sa-
cred earth: Religion,natureand environmentNew York andLondon: Routledge pp
208-221.

Bratton, SusanP. (1986). Christianecotheologyand the old testamentEugene.C.
Hargrove(ed) Religionand environmentakrisis. The University of GeorgiaPress:
AthensandLondon,pp 53-75.

Dwivedi, O. P. (2001). Dharmic ecology.In ChappleChristopherKey and Tucker
Mary Evelyn (eds.)Hinduismand ecology: The intersectionof earth sky and water.
New Delhi: Oxford University Pres, pp 3-32.

Chapple,ChristopherKey. (2001). Hinduism and deep ecology. In David Landis
Barnhill and RogerS.Gottlieb(eds.)Peepecologyand world religions: New essays
on sacredground.StateUniversityof New York Presspp 184-85.

Lutgendorf, Philip. (2001).City forests& cosmos:Ecologicalperspectivegrom the
Sanskritepics.in ChappleChristopheiKey andTuckerMary Evelyn (eds.)Hinduism
and ecology:Theintersectionof earth skyand water. New Delhi: Oxford University
Presspp 269-289.

Further Readings

1.

2.

Pannikar,Raimundo.(1989). Bhumi Suktain AtharvaVedaXIll (1) ,Translatedn
VedicexperienceAn anthologyof Hinduismssacredand revealedscriptures.Motilal
Banarsidas.

Walshe,M and KutradantaSutta. (1987). The long discussionof the Budddha: A
translationof the Digha Nikaya (trans).Boston:WisdomPublication.
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3. Selectionsfrom Bible.Singer,Peter.(1991). (ed.) A companionto ethics. Oxford:
Blackwell Publisherd_td; Reprint,in paperbacKwith corrections)1993.

4. Kaza, Stephanieand Kraft, Kenneth.(Eds). (2000). Dharmarain. Bostonand Lon-
don:Shambhala.

5. Tucker,Mary Evelyn and Williams, DuncanRyuken. (Eds). (1997). Buddhismand
ecology:Theinterconnectiorof dharmaand deeds Cambridge Massachusettddar-
vardUniversity Press.

6. Harvey, Peter.(2000). An introduction to Buddhistethics Cambridge,UK: Cam-
bridgeUniversity Press.

7. Drummond, Celia E. Deane.(2004). Introduction. The ethics of nature. Oxford:
Blackwell Publishing.

8. White, Lynn. (2005). The historical roots of our ecolayical crisis. In J. B. Callicott
and Clare Palmer(eds.)Environmentalphilosophy VolumeV. Oxon: Routledge pp.
9-18.

9. Billimoria, Purushottamg1998).Indianreligioustraditions.In David, E. Cooperand
Joy A. Palmer(eds.),Spirit of the environmentreligion, value and environmental
concern.Routledgepp 1-14.

10.Chapple,ChristopherKey and Tucker Mary Evelyn. (Eds). (2001). Hinduism and
ecology: The intersectionof earth sky and water. New Delhi: Oxford University
Press.

11.Prime,Ranchor.(1996).Hinduismand ecology,seedf truth. London: CassellPub-
lishersLimited.

12.Matthews,Freya.(2001).Deepecology.In Dale Jamiesor{ed.) A companiorto env-
ronmentalphilosophy USA, UK: Blackwell Publishers.

13.Rao,K.L. Seshagiri(2001).Thefive greatelementgPancamahabhuda An ecolog-
cal perspectiveln ChristopherKey Chappleand Mary Evelyn Tucker (eds.)Hindu-
ism and ecology: The intersectionof earth, sky and water. New Delhi: Oxford Uni-
versityPresspp 23-39.

14.Dwivedi, O. P. And Tiwari, B. N., (1987). Environmentalcrisis and hindu religion.
New Delhi: Gitanjali PublishingHouse pp 3-86.

PHIL 434: TECHNOLOGY AND ETHICS

This courseis aboutthe study of ethical dilemmasgeneratedoy the new technologies
suchaslInformationtechnology BiotechnologyandNanotechnology.This appliedethics
courselooks for the theoriesof ethicsin termsof the humandignity, socialjustice and
democratizatiomf technology.

1. Interfaceof Science;lechnologyandSociety

2. Technologyin World History andSocialProgress
Industrial Revolution,Age of Information Technology Biotechnologyand Nano
Technology

3. Debatesn Philosophyof Technology
Marx, HeideggerDewey,HerbertMarcuse HebermasAndrewFeenbergAshish
Nandy,VandanaShiva
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4. TechnologyandSociallnequalities
TechnologyasPowerColonialism,CapitalismandCultureHegemony
5. TechnologyandEthics
InformationEthics
EnvironmentaEthics
BiotechnologyandEthics
NancTechnologyandethics
6. Democratizatiorof TechnologyandSocialJustice
Technologyandworld order
Democratizatiorof Technology
PublicEvaluationof ScienceandTechnology
Interventiongrom civil society/sociamovementsagainstechnology

EssentialReadings

1.

2.

9.

ChattopadhyayaDebiprasad(2007). Science philosophyand society.New Delhi:
Critical Quest.

Nandy, A. (1988). Scienceas a reasonof state.In Ashis Nandy (Ed.), Science he-
gemonyandviolence:A requiemfor modernity.Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Mitcham, C. (2005). Introduction.In C. Mitcham (Ed.), Encyclopediaof science,
tecologyandethics.USA: Mac Milllan Referencepp. xi-xvii.

Floridi, L. (2013).Theethicsof information.Oxford: Oxford University Presspp.86
99.

FeenbergAndrew. (2005). Critical theory of technology:An overview. Tailoring
biotechnologied (1), 47-64.

FeenbergAndrew.(1999).Questioningechnology London:Routledge,pp.139158
Bryant,J. andLinda BagottLa Velle andJohnSearle (2005).Introductionto bioet-
ics.JohnWiley Sonspp.1732.

Allhoff, F. andPatrick Lin, JamesMoor, JohnWeclkert (Eds.)(2008).Nanoethics:
The ethical and social implicationsof nanotechnologyNew Jersey.JohnWiley and
sons, pp.1-17

Holmes,Rolstonlll. (2013). The future of environmentalethics.In David R Keller
(Ed.),EnvironmentakthicsBig questionsWiley Blackwell, pp.562580.

10. Tabachnick,David and Toivo Koivukoski. (2004). Globalization, technologyand

philosophy .New York: StateUniversityof New York Press.

Further Readings

1.

2.

3.

Mitcham, Carl. (1983). Philosophyand technology:Readingsin the philosghical
problemsof technologyNew York: FreePress.

Mitcham, Carl. (Ed.) (2005). Encyclopediaof science technologyand ethics USA:
Mac Millan Reference.

Adam Briggle, Carl Mitcham and Martin Ryder, Technology:An Overview 1908
1912, David M.Kaplan Herbert Marcuse11581160, StephenK SandersorKarl
Marx pp.11651168,J. Craig Hanks.Dewey519-521 vol.2, Antti KauppinenHabe-
mas888-889, Mark, Blitz, Heidegger912-914, Willard Delavanand Carl Mitcham,
Technologyand socialinequalities,,Colonialism,pp.288290, JuanE DecastroCo-
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lonialism and Postcolonialism353-359, Carl Mictchamand Adam Briggle Human-
zation and Dehumanization950-952, Louis P Pojman Justice 109396, Daryl
J.Wennemanirreedom789-792, David Strong EnvironmentalEthics vol.2 pp.653
660, RobertMelchior FigueroaEnvironmentallusticevol.2 663-669, NicanorUrsua
(Tr. Jamesl.Lynch)Public Understandingf Sciencel54 71550, Barry Barnes.The
Public Evaluationof Scienceand Technologyl6-35, MichaelJ. ReissIntroductionto
EthicsandBioethics3-15 ,JohnBryant, Linda BagottMartin Ryder,Scientism1735
36,David M. KaplanReadingsn the Philosophyof Technology,Rowmané& Littl e-
field Publishers|nc.

4. Dusek,V. (2006).Philosophyof technology:An introduction.USA: Blackwell pub-
lishing.

5. Scharff,R andVal Dusek,(2004).Philosophyof technology:The technologicalkon-
dition: An anthology.USA: Blackwell publishing,

6. Rooksby,E. and JohnWeckert.(2007). Information technologyand social justice
Australia: AustralianNationalUniversity.

7. Borgmann,Albert. (1984). Technologyand the character of contemporarylife: A
philosophicalinquiry. Chicago:University of ChicagoPress.

8. PrakashGyan.(1998)Anotherreason:Scienceandtheimaginationof modernindia.
New JerseyPrincetonUniversity Press.

9. SchurmanR andWilliam A. Munro. Fighting for the future of food Activistsversus
agribusinessin the struggleoverbiotechnology

10.Heller, C. Food, farms, and solidarity: Frenchfarmerschallengeindustrial agricul-
ture andgeneticallymodifiedcrops.

11.Alvares,C. (1998).Sciencecolonialismandviolence:A Luddite view. In A. Nandy
(ed.), Science,hegemonyand violence: A requiemfor modernity. Oxford: Oxford
UniversityPress.

12.Shiva, Vandana.(1988)Reductionistscienceas epistemologicalviolence. In Ashis
Nandy(Ed.), Sciencehegemonyndviolence:A requiemfor modernity.Oxford: Ox-
ford Universty Press.

13.Marcuse Herbert.(1964).Onedimensionaiman Boston:BeaconPress

14.Wood, S. and Richard Jones,Alison Geldart. Social economicchallengesof Nano
TechnologyESRC.

15.Himma, K. andHermanT. Tavani(Ed.) (2008). The hand book of informationand
comnrputerethics.New JerseyJohnWiley andSons pp.3-24.

16.JohnBryant, La Velle andJohnSearle.(2002).Bio ethicsfor scientists New Jersey:
JohnWiley Sons

PHIL 435:PHILOSOPHY OF CONTEMPORARY SOCIAL MOVEMENTS

This is an interdisciplinarycoursethat connectghe diversedisciplinessuchas Political
science Sociology, History and Philosophy.This courseis an attemptto provide philo-
sophicalbasisof social changeand ideological underpinningsof contemporarysocial
movementsThis explainsthe key conceptsof respectivesocial movementwith a brief
historicalnote.

1. Generafeaturesof SocialMovements
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MarxistsMovements

Main tenetsof Marxism

PastMarx Marxism

Gr a msheorydfdHegemonyandPassiveRevolution

Ma o theoryof CulturalRevolution

IndianMarxist Movements

Wo me mMovements

Discourseon Gender Patriarchyand Sexuality
FeministTheory: Liberal, Socialist,RadicalandDalit Feminism
IndianWo me mévement

Dalit Movements

Conception®n Caste

Pre AmbedkariteMovement: Phule,PeriyarandNarayanasuru,
Ambedkarand After

Issuesn Dalit Movement

EnvironmentaMovements
EnvironmentalismEquitableDevelopment
Environmentabktrugglesn India: NarmadaBachacAndolan,Anti- Nuclear
Kudamkulammovement

EssentialReadings

1.

DonatellaDella PortaandMario Diani. (2006).The studyof socialmovementyecu-
ring questions.Social movement:An introduction. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing,
pp.1-32.

Kothari, Rajni. (2005). Democracy:In searchof theory, & The democraticpolity:
Philosophicaland cultural perspectivesRethinkingdemocracy Delhi: Orient Long-
man,pp.9-29

Omvedt,Gail. (1993).Reinventingevolution: Newsocial movementand the socid-
ist tradition. New York: An EastGateBook, M.E. Sharpe..

Mohanty, Manoranjan.(Ed.) (2004). Introduction. Caste,class,gender.Sage:New
Delhi.

Tharu,SusieandNiranjana, Tejaswini(1994).Problemfor a contemporargheoryof
genderSocialscientist22 (3-4).

Omvedt,Gail. (1994). Ambedkarism Dalits and democraticrevolution. New Delhi:
SagePublication.

Ambedkar.B.R. Annihilation of caste B.R.Ambedkaks writings and speeche¥ol. 1.
Bombay:Governmenbf Maharashtra.

----------- BuddhaandKarl Marx Vol.3. Bombay:Governmenbf Maharashtra.
Agnihotri. I. And V. Majundar,(1995).Changingtermsof political discourse\WWom-
ents movementn India, 19701990. Economicand political weekly,30 (29): 1869
78.

10. Swain, Ashok .(1997). Democraticconsolidaton? Environmentalmovementsn In-

dia. AsianSurvey.

Further Readings
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1. Kohli, Atul. (Ed.) (2001).Thesuccessesf| n d idean6csacyCambridgeUniversity
Press

2. Murthy T.V., Satya(Ed.).(1978). Region religion, caste, genderandculturein con-
temporay India, Vol.3 Rao.M.S.A. Socialmovements India. Delhi: Manohar.

3. Ghanshyanthah.(Ed.) (2002). Social movements&nd the state. New Delhi: Sage
Publications.

4. GhanshyamgShah.(2004). Social movement®f India: Reviewof literature. Delhi:
Sage.

5. Teltumbde, Ananda. Theorising dalit movement. A view point. Retrieved from
www.ambedkat.org

6. GeethaV. and Rajudurai,S.V. (1999) Towardsa non-Brahmin millienium: From
lyotheeThassto Periyar. Cdcutta: Samya.

7. KrishnarajMaithreyi. (11 Oct. 2012) TheWo me movementsn India: A hundred
yearhistory.Socialchange42 (3), 325-333.

8. Streesaktisangatana(1989). We are making History: Life storiesof womenin the
Telengangeoplé struggle New Delhi: Zed Books.

9. Roy, Chandan(1996).Naxalbari,is notjustthe nameof a village. Calcutta:AIRSF.

10.Benerjee Sumanta(1989).In thewakeof Naxalhari Calcutta: Subarnarckha.

i (1984).Indiad summeringevolution.London:Zed.

12. Gavia,Kitching. (1988).Karl Marx andthe philosophyof praxis.London:Routledge,

13.Desai,N. (1988).A decadeof w 0 m e mavemenin India. Bombay:HimalayaP uo-
lishing House.

14.Mohanty, Manoranjan;Mukherji, Parthanathand Traquist,Olle. (ed.) (1998). Peo-
plesright, socialmovementandstatein Third World. New Delhi: Sage.

15. PantahamThomas.(1997).Political theoriesand social reconstructionNew Delhi:
Sage

16.Hasan Zaya(ed.)(2000).Politics and statein India. New Delhi: Sage.

17.PatibandlaSrikanth, Kudamkulam.(2009). Anti-nuclearmovement:A strugglefor
alternativedevelopment®orkingpaper232 ISEC,Bangalore

PHIL 436: THEORIES OF SELF

Somescholars(e.g. Evan Thompson)arguethat individual humanconsciousnesis con-
stituted in the dynamic interrelation of self and other and thereforeit is inheren-
ly intersubjective in nature. If this is true, cantherebe anisolatedatomicself or tran-
scendentabelfi asfoundin Vedantaor thatis merelya fanciful ideaandnot a possibi-
ity? Or, doessuchself differ qualitatively from the empirical/phenomenaelf expel-
encedin mundaneactivities?Is selfan6 i | | withoutomabogicalrealityi asfoundin
Buddhistnotion of Annattaor no-self? What do psychologicaltheoriesand cognitive
neuroscientificstudiestell us aboutthe notion of self for suchquestions2Vhat do phe-
nomenologicainsightsinform us on theseissues,especiallythe phenomenologicaic-
countsof Husserl,Heidegger,Sartreand Merleau Ponty and thenin modernphenone-
nologistslike ThompsonZahavi, Gallagher,de Vignemont, Stawarskaetc. How far are
they compatiblewith the modernneurologicalfindings on the sameissuesFurther,is
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senseof awareness/consciousnegsutthe objectsessentiallyaccompaniedy the sense
of self?We try to exploresuchissuesn this course.

EssentialReadings

1. FestingerL.; Carlsmith,J.M. (1959).Cognitive consequencesf forced compliance,
Journalof abnormalandsocial psychologye8 (2), 203 210.

2. Asch, SolomonE. (1955). Opinionsand social pressureReadingsabout the social
animal,17-26.

3. Zimbardo,P.G.(2007).TheLucifer effect: Understandinghow goodpeopleturn evil.
New York: RandomHouse.

4. Stanley,Milgram. (1963). Behavioralstudy of obedienceJournal of abnormaland
socialpsychology67 (4), 371i 8.

5. Gallese,V. & Cuccio,V. (2015). The paradigmatidbody: Embodiedsimulation,in-
tersubjectivity,the bodily self, andlanguageln T. Metzinger& J. M. Windt (Eds).
OpenMIND, 14(T). FrankfurtamMain: MIND Group.

6. Goldman,A.l. (2006).Simulatingminds: The philosophy psychologyand neuros¢
enceof mind-reading.Oxford: Oxford University Press.

7. NewenA. & Schlicht, T. (2009).Understandingther minds: A criticism of Gold-
man'sSimuldion Theoryand an outline of the persormodeltheory.Grazer philoso-
phischestudien79 (1), 209-242.

8. MacKenzie,M. (2010).Enactingthe self: Buddhistand enactivistapproacheso the
emergencef the self. Phenomenologgndthe cognitivescience® (1), 75-99.

9. FaschingW. (2011).1 am of the natureof seeing:Phenomenologicaleflectionson
the Indian notion of witnessconsciousnessn Self,no self?: Perspectivesrom ana-
lytical, phenomenological,andIndiantraditions. Clarendon Oxford University
Press.

10. Thompson E. (2010). Sel:-No-Self? Memory and reflexive awarenessin Mark Si-
derits, EvanThompson,and Dan Zahavi (eds.),Self,no-self Perspectivesrom ana-
lytical, phenomenologicaland Indian traditions Clarendon: Oxford University
Press.

11.deVignemont,F. (2014).Sharedbody representationandthe iWhose& system Neu-
ropsychologiab5, 128-136.

12. StawarskaB. (2009).MerleauPonty and Sartrein responseo cognitive studiesof
facialimitation. Philosophycompassgt/2, 312 328.

Further Readings

1. Siderits,M and ThompsonE., and ZahaviD. (ed.s.)(2010). Self, no-self Perspe-
tives from analytical, phenomenologicaland Indian traditions. Clarendon:Oxford
UniversityPress.

2. Chopra,N. (2013).Mirror phenomenologyn empathy(Exploring the role of mirror-
phenomenologin seli-otherrelations).Sucharital (3), 29-38.

3. Gallagher,S. & ZahaviD. (2007). The phenomenologicammind: An introductionto
philosophyof mindand cognitivescience New York: Routledge.

4. ThompsonE. (2010). Mind in life: Biology, phenomenologyand the sciencesof
mind. HarvardUniversity Press
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5. Thompson,E(2001).Empathyandconsciousnessournal of consciousnesstudies8
(5-7), 1-32.

6. Zimbardo,P. G. (1971). The power and pathologyof imprisonmentCongressional
Record(Serial No. 15, 197110-25). Hearings before SubcommitteeNo. 3, of
the United StatesHouseCommitteeon the Judiciary Ninety-SecondCongressFirst
Sessionon Corrections,Partll, Prisons,PrisonReform and Prisoner'sRights: Cali-
fornia.WashingtonDC: U.S. Governmen®rinting Office.

PHIL 437:ASPECTSOF COGNITIVE SCIENCE

Cognitive Scienceis abouthow the mind comesto shapethe vehiclesof throughwhich
we cognizethe world. It tells us what is the contributionof the mind to what we call
knowledge. The most famous case of the mi n dcdnsibution to knowledgeis in
knowledgeof languageThis is broughtout well in StevenP i n kb®ok ®he Language
Instinct. And manyof his otherpublications.This coursewill revealstudentgo the sub-
ject of Cognitive Scienceand someof its main claimsthroughP i n k pemetvasingn-
sightandlucid discussion.

EssentialReadings

1. Pinker,S.(1995).Thelanguagenstinct. London:Penguin.(Chapterg -8)

Further Readings

1. Goldman, A. (1993). Philosophical applications of cognitive science. Boulder:
WestviewPress.

2. Nadel,L. (ed.)(2003). Encyclopediaof cognitivescienceLondon:NaturePublishing
Group.

3. Wilson,R. A, & Keil, F. C. (1999).TheMIT encyclopediaf the cognitivesciences.
CambridgeMA: MIT Press.

PHIL 438: A SEMINAR ON CONCEPTS

This is a seminaron certainaspectf conceptsa centralnotionin contemporaryogn-
tive scienceHere,we will addressin the main, the following questionsWhat are con-
cepts?How do we acquirethem?How do they develop?How do they connectwith the
world? And whatarethe constraintsa theoryof conceptsnustsatisfy?

EssentialReadings

1. Rosch,E. (1978/1999) Principlesof categorizationln Margolis E and LaurenceS
(Eds.),ConceptsCorereadings BradfordBooks.

2. Carey,S.(2011).Theorigin of conceptsA précis. Behavioraland brain sciences34,

113167.

Bhartrhari(1965). VakyapadiygChapterl). lyer, K. A. S.(Trans). Poona.

Fodor,J. andPylyshyn,Z. (2015 Minds without meanings:An essayon the content

of conceptsCambridgeMassachusett®dIT Press[Chaptersl-3].

Hw
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5. Shea,Nicholas. (Forthcoming2018). Representationn cognitive science.Oxford
UniversityPress [Chapter? & 8]

Further Readings

1. Fodor,J.A. (1994).Conceptd apot-boiler. Cognition50, 95 113.

2. Millikan R G. (2017).Beyondconceptauniceptsanguage and natural information,
Oxford University Press.

3. Frege,G. (1892/1952).0n senseand reference.In P. Geachand M. Black (Eds.),
Translationsfrom the philosophicalwritings of Gottlob Frege Oxford: Blackwell.

4. Margolis, E, SamuelsR andStich, S P. Eds.(2012).The Oxford handbookof philos-
ophyof cognitivescience Oxford.

5. Wilson,R A. andKeil, F C. (Eds).(1999).TheMIT encyclopediaf the cognitivesa-
encesBradford:MIT.

6. Margolis, E andLaurenceS (Eds.) (2015).Theconceptuaimind: Newdirectionsin
the studyof conceptsCambridgeMA: MIT Press.

PHIL 439:PHENOMENOLOGY PART II

Phenomenologys the study of structuresof experienceand/orconsciousnesfom the
first personperspectivelt studiesthe structureof varioustypes of experienceranging
from perceptionthought,memory,imagination,emotion,desire,and volition to bodily
awareness, embodied action, and social activity, including linguistic activi-

ty. Phenomenologhasbeenpracticedin variousguisesfor centuriesbut it cameinto

its own in the early 20th centuryin the works of Husserl,Heidegger,Sartre Merleau

Pontyand others,althoughthe methodsand characterizatiorof the discipline hasbeen
widely debatedamongits practitioners Moving beyondHusserland Heideggercovered
in Phenomenologyt, this courseextendsto look at the views of Sartre MerleauPonty,
andalsolooksinto the areaof Hermeneutic$y focusingon the works of Gadamer one
of the centralfiguresin hermeneuticsprofoundlyaffectedby the Heideggeriarphenan-

enology.Hermeneuticsdealswith the methodology of interpretationand is typicd-

ly concernedvith problemsthat arisewhendealingwith meaningfulhumanactionsand
the productsof suchactions mostimportantlytexts.Gadamedeveloped distinctiveand
thoroughly dialogical approach, grounded in PlatonicAristotelian as well as
Heideggeriarthinking, andgroundsunderstandingn the linguistically mediatechappe@-

ing of tradition.

EssentialReadings

1. Moran, D. (2000). JeanPaul Sartre: passionate description (chapter 11),
In Introductionto phenomenologyNew York: Routledgepp. 354-390.

2. Moran, D. (2000). MauriceMerleauPonty: the phenomenologyf perception(cha-
ter12), In Introductionto phenomenologyNew York: Routledgepp. 391-434.

3. Moran, D. (2000). HansGeorg Gadamer:philosophicalhermeneuticqchapter 8),
In Introductionto phenomenologyew York: Routledge
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4. Kelly, S.D. (2004).Seeinghingsin MerleauPonty.In Taylor Carman& Mark B.N.
Hansen(eds.),The Cambridgecompanionto MerleauPonty.Cambridge:Cambridge
UniversityPresspp. 74-110.

Further Readings

1. MerleauPonty, M. (1962).Phenomenologgf perception.Colin Smith (trans.).Lon-
donandNew York: Routledge.

2. Sartre J-P.(1956).BeingandnothingnessHazelBarnes(Trans.).New York: Wash-
ington SquarePress.

3. Sartre,J-P. (1964).Nausea Lloyd Alexander(Trans.).New York: New Directions
Publishing.

4. Zahavi,D. (ed.),2012.The Oxford handbookon contemporaryphenomenologyOx-
ford andNew York: Oxford University Press.

5. Taylor, C. (1985). Interpretation and the sciencesof man. In Philosophical
papers,vol. 2: Philosophyand the humansciencesCambridgeCambridgeUnivers-
ty Presspp. 15/ 57.

6. HeinemannR & Krajewski, B. (ed.sandtrans.)(1997).Gadameron Celan: 6 Wh o
aml andwhoarey o ualdbtheressaysAlbany,NY: SUNY Press

PHIL 440:PHILOSOPHY OF HISTORY

This coursewill examinehow severalmajor philosophershaveunderstoodhistory. The
philosophyof historycanbe understoodisa critical engagemenwith the manyquestions
that arisefrom the study of history: Doeshistory havea purpose”oeshistory havea
meaningAVhat patternsjf any aretherein history? Whetherthe historical processex-
hibits recognizablegrinciplesor stagef development?

EssentialReadings:

1. Herder,JohannGottfried von. ([orig. 178491], 1968).Reflectionson the philosophy
of the history of mankind Abridgedandwith an Introductionby FrankE. chap.1 & 2.
Chicago:Universityof ChicagoPress,.

2. Vico, G. (1744/1968).The new scienceof GiambattistaVico. Revisedtranslationof
thethird editionby T. G. BerginandM. H. Fisch,301-326.New York: Cornell Uni-
versityPress.

3. Humbolt, Wilhelm von. (1967).0n the historiarts task.History and theory6 (1), 57-
71.

4. Kant, Immanuel.(2006). Conjecturalbeginningof humanhistory. And Toward per-
petualpeace:A philosophicalsketch.In Lewis White Beck (ed.), RobertE. Anchor,
and Emil L. FackenheimLewis White Beck (trans). Toward perpetual peaceand
other writings on politics, peaceand history, pp. 24-36, 67-109. London: Yale Uni-
versityPress.

5. Schiller,Friedrichvon. (1972).The natureandvalue of universalhistory: An inaugu-
ral lecture.History andtheory11 (3), 321-334.
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6. Ricoeur,Paul.(Nov. 4, 1976).History and hermeneuticsThejournal of philosophy
73 (19) SeventyThird Annual Meeting EasternDivision, American Philosophical
Association683695.

7. OakeshottMichael.(2004).Whatdo we look for in an historian?in Luke O&ullivan
(ed.).Whatis history?andother essayspp. 133-148.Exeter:Imprint Academics.

8. White, Hayden.(Winter 1973).Interpretationin history.Newliterary history4, 281
314.

Further Readings

1. Carr, EdwardHallett. (1961). The historianand his facts.In Whatis history? pp. 3-
35.New York: RandomHouse.

2. Lowenthal,David. (1985).How we know the past.In The pastis a foreign country,
pp.185260.CambridgeCambridgeUniversity Press.

3. O-Brien,Karen.(1997).Narrativesof enlightenmentCosmopolitarhistory from Val-
taire to Gibbo.Cambridge CambridgeUniversity Press.

4. Collingwood,R. G. (1993).Theidea of history.JanVan der Dussen(Edited,with an
introduction).Oxford: Oxford University Press.

5. Berlin, Isaah. (1976/1980)Vico and Herder: Two studiesin the history of ideas
London:Chatto& Windus.

6. Rossi, Pietro. (1975). The ideological valences of twentiethcentury histor-
cism.History andtheoryBeiheft14,15-29.

7. Ranke,Leopoldvon. (1973).Thetheoryand practiceof history. GeorgG. Iggersand
Konradvon Moltke (Ed. andtrans.).IndianapolisBobbsMerrill.

8. Skinner,Quentin.(1969).Meaningandunderstandingn the history of ideas.History
andtheory8, 1-53.

9. FukuyamaF. (1992).Theendof historyandthelastman London:PenguinBooks.

10. Carr, David. (May, 1986).Narrativeandthe real world: An argumentor continuity.
History andtheory25(2), 117-131.

11.Nadel, GeorgeH. (1963)."Philosophyof History Before Historicism,"History and
Theory,291-315.

12. GadamerHansGeorg.(1975).Truth andmethod New York: Continuum.

13.Lorenz,Chris.(Octoberl998).Canhistoriesbetrue?Narrativism,positivism,andthe
‘MetaphoricalTurn. History andtheory37 (3).

14.Munz, Peter,(1997).Thehistoricalnarrative In Michael Bentley(ed.),Companiorno
historiography pp.851-72. London:Routledge.

15.White, Hayden V. (1973).Metahistory: The historical imagination in nineteenth
centuryEurope Baltimore:JohnsHopkinsUniversity Press.

PHIL 441:PHILOSOPHICAL COUNSELLING

Philosophicalinquiry, in the Socratictradition, is a habitual,daily practiceof reflecting
upon, clarifying, comingto see,and making senseof one'svalues,beliefs, ideas,judg-
ments,desires,emotions,intuitions, feelings,goals,commitmentsrelationshipsand, in
generalall of the actionsandexperienceshatconstituteone'slife. In this sensephiloso-
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phy is away of life, to live andthink critically for the views, ideas,practiceswhich are
‘givens’by one'scultureandsociety.Many of modernlife's problemsmight be the result
of failure to inculcatethis attitudeespeciallyunderthe influenceof the Other,e.g.,in the
form of makingchoicesof careerunderthe influenceof othersandnot by one'sown in-
terestsand strengthsdisplaying extravagantjuxurious lifestyle causingeconomicaland
psychologicalburdenon a middle classperson,and so on. This otherdirectednesde-
comesa root-causeof manypsychologicaktressesindalienationof modernpersonPhi-
losophy,especiallyunderexistentialismdealswith the problemsof alienation,boredom,
lack of meaningor purpose anxiety,andso on, and strivesto developan independent,
authenticjndividual who is notjust a'herdfollower' - in Nietzsche'serminology,butis
committedto find a genuinehappines®r purpose/meaningf life in his/herown authen-
tic manner.This authenticityor individuality is not somethingpregivenbut is rather'for-
feited' to the Othernessby an ordinary person as an ‘inauthentic Da-sein’ - in
Heideggeian terminology.PhenomenologicdExistentialtherapeuticinterventionis es-
peciallysuitableto work on attainingthis lost individuality. Further,ExistentialPsycha-
nalysis,e.g.in theworks of BinswangerjnvolvesHusserl'sconceptof lifeworld asakey
to understandinghe subjectiveexperiencesf the mentallyill personconsideringhatin
the mentalillness onefacesmodificationsof the fundamentaktructureand of the struc-
tural links of (Heideggerian)"beingin-theworld", including the lived-experienceof
spacetime, bodysenseandthe socialrelationshipsthus,resultingin theremakingof the
world for the disturbedsubject.One needsto take cognizanceof this remadeworld for
the subgctfor his/hertherapy.Moving to the Indian philosophicalsystemswe haveam-
ple resourceqtheoreticaland practicebased),especiallyin the Buddhistand Vedantic,
Yogic traditions,Jaintradition, andin the BhagavadGita which canhelp oneto attaina
stable,unperturbedmind amidstof all kinds of perturbationsallures, confusions,and
stressesThis course thus,strivesto combinephilosophicaltheorywith practicalexper-
enceto developefficient philosophicalcounsellors.

Uniti 1
Conceptsf Intervention:Selfassertion Self-appraisal Self-realization,Self-restriction,
Self-adjustmentSelflessnessCatharsis Articulation, World-view and Life world, Pres-
enceandLife world, coherencendmeaning.

Uniti 2
Methods of Intervention: Articulation, SocraticMethods, Stoics Method, Mindfulness
method, Yogic Meditations, Yoga as a way of Philosophicallntervention, Bhagvad
Gita, Rationalistmethodof Carvaka,Anekantavadaf Jainism,Positive way of life of
Vedanta,BuddhistTechniquesas Philosophicalintervention:Four Noble Truths, Eight-
fold path,VipassanandSamatha.

Uniti 3
RationalEmotive Behaviour therapy, Existential Psychoanalysisand therapy, Logic-
BasedTherapy(LBT), Catharasis.

Uniti 4
Diagnosticcasereport,Intervention CaseReportandPresentation.

Essentialreadings
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