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TSI AT

T FIAadehr AT ol Ha-4T AT ST d AR ST

Q‘%FQT@EITWSWBJ \3 | G T3 -Tdh TIH GUS HHTT,

T, AT, ATHT, FHAGAT A1 STTRTHE T Jeaa Al | SEY
JqUE Ufg FTagmeTd S99 Iareata JITiYE q1E, e=rame, faque,

T4, SrETar fau, sae-enafaatae sfasm, a9, fagm

= fefStee saa=s e Yo H’H‘&i‘l‘l’@?—l‘al\ﬁ |

TTE AT ATHTHE HIHT AT @ T 31, | T ([qaamra a4
I M [qEETE AT AT A8 &0 7o | Ufaarias a9 1T
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et =g |
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AT 1 — TUAH SI9 ATS: IqTH WTYT 9

FUT eqTaF F1¥#  : Philosophy’s Second Turn:

From Consciousness to Language

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
Tt ATTATFIS T 7 T29 Ule a4 o7 difga

I TG | TRIAH &l 1 TTaTd T 31w -fqei =g
TIY& T9=d Udh G SALTTSRE-T@T G [T ofdedh 377, Ja 3T

STHTO (T AT Z|a T ST | 9T FT& A 7w $erg
TEIT TEH TRATT T2T A8 —3 6T Jeqdhd TEg0r TITarar
;T @A =t |

wiaar, ST =T e

TS e arastta 217, GaT AqHad Fe (ol dar aT dad

ot | FfT erdd amTiors AF=vsH ST Ui T ST & AT
ITET, SHFT ATHT 3T TG HTYT AR 1o I ST FHATIT?

AT &\, ITT aeq-sTa s AGIIRTET HATHT Fd ATG, T i

e geaT 9T a9 q o 1fg —ua sy s &3 Thd S|
Tl § | 7 THIET Ao e A7 |

AT TR T
TH FUSH T FHT-{aad Tad HTY& MIHagrT 99 &eter

ST AT | T - ATIE TRTIAT 3 A Gy s a9

Udhie UlAaIda TWHEIT Atg a9 MTs Aga o 3A1g;; JoTd a9dr
A 9 (AU, HIAd TaIHar 7 Atg 73 |
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TS T TTS-HTeT

qoT BT ITed IGIUI @ “Ufe sreamd&® gof TiaITes § 31fg;, of
T AT & TS A7S JaqTh<5d a9-a 67 (g, AT (=7
e 1”

T HTMET TTed 67 IGIUNS : “Ta7er § Fifg dhd Al of
Y& ATE a9 arediad T g€ A5 A15q Afe; |7

ST qAHE : IS TTS-TU8I0r

T U ed g : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that the twentieth-century linguistic turn is not
a negation of consciousness-centred philosophy but an

extension of it. The knower is not merely a private mind;
the knower is also a linguistic, social, historical, and rule-

governed being. Human beings share meanings, learn ...”

qIETHY : TTal~g STEY, A=Y T9, |US 2, AT 1; o7 AT
T ITAST HAUST 1T |
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IATT 2 — TG TATRIH U [hUFH TAA?

U IegTgF FT¥H  : Why Did Philosophy Change in
the Twentieth Century?

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
TN, Tg, o1 AT S agarur qifedfa oas eqrfaa

FA T | T T qqAA FITF 3 Udhe T (qaTerda faser
TfE, THTE ATTRT ;T ATHATTH ATHRIL a0 (qa18 Al |

favaggs Bar smyfa faass e =T savas &va 31, g7
s 9 Tgiae 997 TReInT A1 |

yfroar, §TAT o Ayt

UTaaTa® aTa = qTua [Gana fT-aea=ad 99 48 &0
AT | I AT AT9E dAT fafurse g stfemr =99 9= fg;

THOTET ed AT T a9 d € IT=a70d THATT F0 Ja]
g | s & 2T TRaa-as AT &9 arar
qieferse g ufy i ahd AT 2 |

AT IR TR R GFET

T AT AT YT -AeTa i feree feoe gmr Aty ofF
TATEAT TaTe fqars a=a 1, | fafuems T smyfs
TSI STaard | Jqud: el Ie-18 Jal T= A8 |

GHITH T TTS-HT8T
T AT TTed IGI9 @ “UlE Ta=d Jo Aaae § 311g o

T TaTead a9-d TRadT 9Ta-278 AT ST06 G907 q1 A8,
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sfagras faw, T wifed o aradifasars & o ar
AT e |

g BT ITed @ IGIUII @ “AIaH qh—Aq=atoradar
T Fradifaaars FT=afard SN &uda |7

U GHEE : T TTS-TXreqr

g SuSiT Ted sgeuwr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that the transformation of twentieth-century
philosophy was not merely the convergence of seven or
eight separate currents; it was a simultaneous re-
examination of the authority of knowledge, the form of
reason, the transparency of the self, the role of language,

the direction of ...”

qIETHY : o~ ST&Y, GHMT=Y T, US 3, ITATT 2; §oT AT

AT IIAST AU T |
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I 3 — AT TITHS 1 AT S9a®
ECISES

FUT FeqTTF FI¥#F : The Analytic-Continental
Divide

T ITAST T T [oATSHT

favevuITeTs S HETEIT a9 [aITS=e aeiTd ST, WTT,
HEINTd SMAaTE 7 G9&T& g-1ad A=? Udh 7 ITeqd A7 |
TqE Tl AAIE~ dig daid die, aT § ST, FAqF{F ST dd
G AT (AT @ S | BT aTeT-fa=ge o UfaaTfad-
AT T9d THIT TIAETHT HAT T eI AT IS T
2|

yfarar, §19T 3 rvfa

Iy’ ITead HaT J[§ alfdhadl 1 ‘FaTad = § qar
FETSEAT AT TATUE ATS,; T TEfaa areaiad =y Tares

faames Sifgw geor afs a9« | fawafagmams TeT=hT = yau—a+
fnerd T acgs AEve AT |@4T Jfe oAt | daws
TEAMRUE [eag fafere & Tmr e 3aTiv wwadrH
ATHT o A |

AT AR ST Th e

JEadl TATTE UTAalad Al8 Ulg STAT&H Ge 0T €9 T80
FIA AT | AT a9 Ul § A& a1 qieaTd FAqaeT AHT

-~

IS AT Td 1 TR ITFNT 51T, I fa=ama =
Ttz

QT A TTS-AT8 T

e AT T8d G009 : “Ufg sream@ed gt Sfaare § g o
farweryoeRs = FETEIT s9EE fad Tt quie: g e AfE, JeT S
qofa: Ulaartad, HTTYa, G20 3 TSaid Sgiad arereg 9
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AT 31T, TAIT ®aIT, T, ATHTIT TS (d ToaaH gafer ad
Ifga afg1”
e BT ITed M7 IV ¢ “TaTed Ied €7 § Fad TS,

ST fave Yo S SuAE BT, AREI AT S aA T A d

TIAH aredtad ITATeT 3Tf; |7

HUSIT qHHY TG ITS-TERr

gt HUSIT 9Ted Ig2uier : “The central thesis of this
chapter is that the analytic-continental division is not
wholly invented, but it is primarily a shorthand for
historical, linguistic, institutional, and methodological
tendencies; it should not be turned into two rigid,

complete, and self-contained philosophical states.”

qIETHY. & o~ ST&Y, GHMT=Y 9, US 2, ITATT 3; §oT AT

AT IIAST AU T |
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IATT 4 — ATATT & Ul TFATH Fad?

FUST TeqTTFH FT¥H : Where Does Indian Philosophy

Belong on This Map?
T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT
VST (TS qeTiEd Afg &rsd | Tid, THI 7 AcATamT9d

firer sfaemaes a9 #3T a9 I U= SE da-[99e s
HIq q+a T | Uiy gfed favg-av’ avEia a9 e AT AT
Tfe, AT FSTT THTT-TE a1 AT A7, |

wiawar, §1T =1 e

WA TO90& Sqaodr I 97 sa9d AT AT Aqgaia
TEMTE AT AT, | =T T ahg, THTVHHTETR U G901 S
g @iy faaTeie se & g 999 v o | shofafos
FITRTUTR AT T (g AT, TS, STRTICETT 31

T GHT-G TS THTUT A999 S AT, |

HqUeATHI® T T qH

VAT 9 d § YT T@T Taq goi-Td AFITEd ITHI0r qT
Taq Wt | s Ter-=amT fhus Tgfara aader I9 3eT Gahd
3T, TRT AT A@HRT SITIATH ATG—TT€T EIFaTH TE~T
SEREEI

THIYTH oA TTS-HT8T

g JPIET qTed IGIUT : “Ufe sT=amad gof Sfaaee § 1fg; o

Y AT At 1"
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e JTIET 8@ 6T IGINY ¢ “qaTed Tad €T g Thel
ATg o ARG S [9T-29a “Tad T&” TS A
TR - {dd =g AT 1"

FUST A : I ITS-TU&T

T U Ted Igeunw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that it is inappropriate to place Indian
philosophy wholly within either the ‘analytic’ or the
‘continental’ category. Indian traditions possess their
own independent historical questions, methods,
linguistic instruments, textual traditions, and

institutional lives. Yet their ...”

qIETHY : o~ STEY, A=Y T9, |US 3, ITATT 4; 7T AT
T ITAST UG 3T |
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e 5 — fafreTs g yaw-fa=g

TSI TEFTTHF FTY#  : Mithila’s Parallel Points of

Entry

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
fafurems saETaT yawr-fawg & CHE ST ® ST § 8ETR S

TaH 93, faereT Aqe [STar ST, TRETST =T JH10 HATIATTTH

T T AT, | T, TS oad, 384, aTaeqfd o TSI

I AlTgah ITANT TaR? wT (AT TR A= Eitd
FISTE 7 | ST a s T GO Tfg & e |

wiawar, ST =T e

‘fafuar'® tfagrfas e, aTefe s S 31 aaq=

&= =rfear o fafrsr =7 | Fe T8 99 ar § T
T 3 T §eT 919 qaq ety faam fog 9fF gea ) Sfaw

IR S €9 gEAT THTIOT ATV, ORI TREEI0T =17
TN AaTes sfdemd =ar |
AT AR ST\ GFaT

ufy gfve [=aa & fauryared Iame Sereaw 3q 31, |
TS TRATIT-9g [ AT ATaT-d THT-9LrT SATHT JeATeid

AT FEIET g4d, TaT &7 s qTFdT AI-(ed Fg g
T ST |

TS T TTS-HTeT

e AT T8d G0 “Ufg sram@ed qof Sfaare § #1fg o
fafree qaETT SuE wted aET Ud ‘HEE Egra w AtE, 3
T & HaTh Tgiad Al |
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qoT AT TTed 6T G @ “oH T —THTT HaeT &
Tfg, T Srar-frareor =11

HUST THERET : T[T TSI

qo AU e Igeuier : “The central thesis of this
chapter is that the strength of Mithila’s Parallel
Philosophy lies not in any single ‘great theory’ but in a
method of making questions precise. Mithila is not the
sole source of philosophy in this book; it is an important

methodological home ground.”

qIETHY. : ol ST&Y, GHMT=Y 9, US 2, ITATT 5; T AT

AT IIAST AU T |
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AT 6 — TATHE U QAT

TS IeqTTFH FTY¥H : The Dangers of Comparative
Philosophy

T TTAST 3 T AT RT

e ST —srsa g qa9 AN fafura aufteeor efeg | g1
T=IH Udig T9T Hedd Ulaaiad aea=T TH1re Ifg 815, Uhte

IeT HEATH S -HAAT Hal A8 | dT@dd qoiTd A= TiaTerd
FAFN EIH 97 &S SAq A8, Ah-Tg(dd [Ha AT 99 AT |

wiawar, ST =T e

TISTESEH T q=H AT fa=me =i o9 St s 3o+
FT AT | THT [T A T=T& daol s Mg
FHIIT A AT o ST QI AeT T ATEd AT, | TAAT
S FATIT FaT [urTaa g9 a9q At = Uldartad T6T =T
Teheh TATSTT HAT GATIT §1FT 2 gl EITHE THEAT § I9L (8

T

AT IS TR GHET

T ITATT EIU qUs Ha=vr-fa=g o1fg | T § I9e-a=Aae

g = e sHEEET § Sfsee sfasar 9 o gemmeT
AN A, AT T Tig 9 I2 I Jiaard a3 |

QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
T AT TTed IGI9 @ “UlE Ta=d Jo IaIa § A11g, o

FATHE 29 a1 [quaa-T g, ST qorT 919 &7 AT 9T
UfaaTad ToTa; GHEaT-A0 T ATIRUTeHS q1; REIT a0 3T
Wm E—ﬁwlll
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T AT ITed 87 G0 @ ST ah—IeETE e AT
T T At |7
FUSIT GHRE : TI(\TT ITS-TU&0r

qeT AU e 3goner ¢ “The central thesis of this

chapter is that comparative philosophy is reliable only
when it distinguishes five levels of comparison: historical
influence; similarity of problems; conceptual similarity;
functional similarity; and fundamental difference.
Confusion arises when these five levels are mixed

together.”

qIETHY : o~ STEY, A=Y T9, |US 3, ITATT 6; FeT AT

AT ITAST AU 3T |
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T 7 — il de, 3T o gt

FUT FEqTTF FI¥F  : Frege: Logic, Sense and
Reference

T TTAST 3 T AT RT

ST 3T 3T T @ AT JHTCHE Jodd THET 875 ®id (S

g ATATRT U T AT Hehd Hiidg GoTcqs FUEM = &5
el ATG | Theh AT d E©Th AE<T Hddl Aol dhadh F9dT A8,

TETH TAal TR T TR R AT a@d AT, | T wEOr
AT STTHHTES A= ATITET AR &5d 3T, |

wiawar, §rET =T 9

Weaeh T o [ aeqfrsedr I a7 29 ¥V ST
T, TEIT TUT AT AU ST fiddr aod ATS ? hdel 34—

T T 9 JTIY& SATATH I07 (8 ST | To7-T06 AT=gah

AT T[T TS Shild ‘‘Sense’’ & Je AT "1y

FUA ST AFET FAGEIAT T |
AT IF TR g

T 9T F9T I AT qoA-Toi s aradTid Tiaer S Tora 31, |

FAT I, F&T =TT AT FIATSTT HAT 75T |

HTETH T ITS-HT8T

qoT AT ITed I ¢ “TfE sreamds Jof TiaIes § 31fg, of
T AT A yuTeT® a9 Ua Huras 7 o1t feua
FThT A A1 AL TadT AToAdh: T ST heT; 3T
HATI AT ATHTE AT HvaTdh T, 3 T ATATaTHm
qa T of W fa-ed g |”
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e JTIET 8@ 6T IGINY ¢ “qaTed Tad €T g Thel
ATy, ST STT-aTy S Aeaieh VT T o orfeg |”

HUST THERET : T[T TSI

qo AU e Igeuier : “The central thesis of this
chapter is that Frege marks a decisive turn in modern
analytic philosophy because his work introduced change
at three levels: the formalisation of logic; the attempt to
separate meaning from psychological experience; and
the distinction between the reference of a linguistic

expression and ...”

eI o5 317, A=Y 89, U 2, T 7; oI AT

AT ITAST AU 3T |
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AT 8 — WO qUI, AT heh €T AT ST

TS IeqTg S FTYH  : Russell: Descriptions, Logical
Form and the World

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
o Ao aues g a|ad ATs o 16 9a89¢ Tl
Ffaa-faa® I A AT AT, AT TR [GIATIH AT,

HTAT T [T ST IET WS Hohel AT, | Ufe oo
T AT AR TS aTed (9T s Sy St=r S’

Hohd TS | ITFTH dTiheh BTG AEH ST (daTed deg gdd

T
wiaoar, §1T =1 e

T YT o1& FT ATF 9¢ G2, Hehe, ATATISS STTET 31T

YU JUAGEIT I AT, | T d T ST TRHTIE T
IATF G JHT AAITF AT, | AT ad FIT FoAH AT HTaTcH S,

FARTHE AT G 3T & AGIY g1 Gehel AT, THYT TLATT Fael
T RTcHd €99 d18 ared |

AT AF TR TR I

ST -T2 Vg THAH qTa-[TIA YA o= TreT ad A7 |
TTNT “‘STa e (Ad & 31T, TeqTad Ja9aT Uad a-d, 781
AT [T ® Tg[a9 T899 Ulqaldad I89= eqTad
e &TE |

qHTYTE ol TTS-ATed

T ATV ITed IGIe @ “UfE Fq=d J IqIe 5 A1g 5

S quT-fagr ev=w faveyrs srteqerer e At 1"
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e JTIET 8@ 6T IGINY ¢ “qaTed Tad €T g Thel

ATE T TS [GIATT T ITYTH AT H €96 NI H
Faq A "

FUST GRS : TI(\T ITS-TUa0r

g Ui Ted 3guner : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Russell’s theory of descriptions is a
powerful example of ‘analysis’ in philosophy. By
rewriting a complex or misleading grammatical sentence
into a clearer logical form, unnecessary metaphysical
claims concerning existence, uniqueness, predication

and reference can be ...”

qIETHY : Tal~g STEY, A=Y T9, |US 3, ITATT 8; FeT AT
AT ITAST AU ST |

faeg - TN BET FHUE RS -9 - 23



IATT 9 — H{T o AT gfg

S FTEFTTF F1¥#H : Moore and Common Sense

o WTAT o T [oATS 6T

HITaTE I TS T hd vaTe 11 | IfE a1a] STras
AT F BISAE Aol A HH (e Q9 ad Tegd ar, d AT

e ([GUaa-Far Gar TravEn At | 80 A-=d S’ arar 3
HHT TAT-THAT Tdhig a7 A8, 5§ Tch GHIET oA U ad 31, |

yfcroar, §TAT o Ayt
AT -a 1T AHTTS® T, SATi, (o T 31 g @ |&r a1

Hohel T, | AT TET [qvaTad AT 6T Had I=Gd T Hdd

HAET TR, AR haeT TgHeAH TR (T TiE Fee |
SR AT TEERTT AT ATl § AT 8150 AlS, AR
A& GAaTd TG &1 EaT® 91al |

HAUATHI® TR qe=r

ST -7 ST [AYAYOH Jd THTT-NE [qaa e for
Fretd A7, | AT T9=H S9Farar 39 yTe s o1t gar
Y& ATIRE S T AT AREETER AR 18 |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

o AT I8d G0 : “Ufg sream@ed gt Sfaare § g o
T a9 Ufad ‘G §hg & I FoU=H (g, I S -a
T THTIT-ATY AT a9 AT 1"

T AT ITed @ IGIU @ “qaTed Iiee €7 dad Al of

AT -AT qTEhida, UTAardd 1 aETed €9 gaod 311, |”

faeg - TN BEY FHUE ST 29 - 24



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that the strength of Moore’s philosophy lies
not in blind support for common sense, but in reversing
the burden of proof in philosophical argument. If a
philosophical theory reaches the conclusion that “we do
not know that our own hands exist,” Moore asks whether

that theory is ...”

qIETHY. & ol ST&Y, GHMT=Y 9, US 2, ITATT 9; 7T AT

AT IIAST AU T |

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS (9 - 25



;AT 10 — ARTRF faeii==TsT
FUS FeFTTF FI¥F : Early Wittgenstein

A ITAST T T [oATSHT
AR fqe—=reaa Fr-Aga 9Te aor-smoTd s
qaRITiad T qifhe =T § FIeq g | Tad aeqs 9497 a8,

ToTd GUad gais qFaTd aTar aTedd SET 875 g AT, |
I FUT AT TVAH HHAT-TIAH qF Ioqd q1d &qF TH

ufagrfaes fafersear aa =rfe
wiawer, ST o e

Tfe Faer AT Ta® qrer IO &l d Afaenen, §=,

o AT AT GHAT 97 FTA T 91d w9 (efa fir? “wga’”’

AT TEET & AL Ulg AT dgal AT~aH Ia7 Afg: T

G & 777 i A8 A | TaT d@dd AT -[avrg F=amd
ATHAT AR FHIIToTS dasdl 31, |

AT AR ST Th GFaT

HAH dllhd ET-[GIATT UfE STATHH HIAEdad GHas
TRATSAT 4 37 | FAERA [aEI e d qgiad TAT-fagr=
ATAT T Ufg FSIT HHTS Tdh Aa9TH: A= T d & |

QHTATE T ITS-ATeT

gof BT ITed IGIUI ¢ “UfE sreamas got giames § 3fg; of

AT (FEi=e s HIVT-29 & U S7a9Tcq® TaA Teqd &

ATY: T IEqAHT Fdd GU7 Af8, TAAHS G AT 1T
FaRITaa ams = o1l = or T ua arfes &9 9151 aaTs
TT&T; M @TE® ®¥=a AT Ulg FAAor-amad s 11, |7

faeg - TN BET FHUE RS 29 - 26



qoT AT Ted 6 I @ “THH deh—U (g JHe TRAE
T ATHATAT® e Hal Alg: Tl T=T & TI-SH & a0H
FYT T ATE, T &l SART AFT &I AT GHET I A7 Fva?”
FUSIT GHHE : TI(\T ITS-TXar

T U Ted Igeunw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that early Wittgenstein presents a structural
model of philosophy of language: the world is not merely
a collection of objects but the totality of facts; a
proposition is a picture of a possible fact; picture and fact

must share a logical form; and the limit of meaningful ...”

ST & ol 31& 7, G 89, |Us 2, 377017 10; 77

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |

faeg - TN BET FHUE RS -9 - 27



T 11 — dTfhd IS

FUT FeqTTF FI¥F  : Logical Positivism

A ITAST T T [oATSHT

ATfeheh TTeaTad T -T& T ATUE 9 a1 aa, ATAT 30

HATI® FEET T2 3Aq AT, | U A=A TR h hde
“TeEHETET Y S e sfased o= i IS

TYTE BTSedl o [Avdd &9Fd Had q8T Iof | Ja&T A= oA=&
A ETENF G TIAT-AMEvS S5 faafad g5 &t |

wiawar, T =T 9

oo fagr= afe srfaamr aratae A et & o A ==

FIF ATHAE AT 8IS ¢ A fdd, UAaTiad 31 A= I31H

qratad F=d [Ifq qar ST S iae ®S 1 qAlg 3ed |
[ ~ . - o - =) ~
g S=aia Jura=a Sfaard 8™ Ui Hfearsd ara

faordT g7 ST Y gHETE @I FFar A8 B |

AAATIAF TR qFaeT

TEAATIL T ITFd AT AT AT g1 I+ 215d ATS, | HATTH
e [qoeAvur o F1E-d AATEAT Uig AT H TEUTHE FARTAT

LT FIT |
QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
o HTIET 8@ IGIUT : “Ufe ST=am&d Jof STaaa- § Afg, o

ATfheh TTHATE AT FF TIFH T AAITH q1Gdh JTGRI0TEH TATH
A"

qoT AT ITed SET I ¢ “TET T —aoa I HTET-[ g &
JEIT HaA IH a7 TFIH a9 d AA=EAT A8 Bt |”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS -9 - 28



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that logical positivism was an important
attempt at intellectual purification in modern
philosophy. It sought to make philosophical language
answerable to evidence, logic, science and public

testing.”

qISTH : 5= STHY, THMT=Y 9, JUs 2, AT 11; go
BFrer =1 IYeTe US4 |

faeg - TN B ET FHUE RS (9 - 29



AT 12 — FTATT T TTHHTETHR TIT

FUT FeqTTF FT¥#F  : Carnap and the Question of
Metaphysics
T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT

ATl T8 =T 3 Toa A ES qTagd T -THeT &a T M

o1fe | aeaHraET-faerT fae TS TS IH A8 STETse

AT & ISATET FATIAE T H7T A1, | Ul gheed qve
T S I3T1AF S99 g fquy iy =1fe |

wiaoar, ST =1 e

FT ITIY® @raTd AT ST AATH @i aTd T97 he?
AT B ? ATTVS FaH® HaaTid JTINT 3 TEd o

fiwar wa f7 | afT oe =rET awiT 1t § aEir s gw=
qTT ‘HAETE Fad ATHTNE Nead areddaas AqeqTd Jad q1g |

AT AR ST Th GFaT

T ATEH AT I FHETIH HIIH e €T T Hd ATS;
FATSH AHUATATET ATTT ThT FHSE GHAT I I Jead ATg, | Ufg
FHET IEd TUE I T IF1E ATHTR TG TTF g1
faame a9 a st

qHIATH HoT qTS-9189

g BT ITed IGIUTI @ “UfE sreamas gor wiqdre § fg; of
FEATTH I9d TETE TaH HTETE TSR0 e o1faa e

a1t 1”

qof BT ITed @7 G @ “TMET Td— T aead HIET®

faeg - TN ET FHUE EESET 29 - 30



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Carnap’s philosophical contribution is
subtler than a simple rejection of metaphysics. His
principal strength lies in insisting that the linguistic
form, logical category, truth-conditions, and method of

testing a philosophical statement be made explicit.”

qISTH : 5= STHY, THFT=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 12; Ho
BFrer =1 IYeTe US4 |

faeg - TN B ET FHUE FEEST -9 - 31



IAHTT 13 — FETE: [T TITH R -G IANITHE
qeH GHhe

FUST FeFTTF FTY#  : Quine: The Crisis of the
Analytic-Synthetic Distinction

o WTAT o daheh [oATS o

FEAE [ATATITHG-HIATITHE W& T JIT A
AR Y Iod AT, | ‘d: ®ET 7 & HTEAT

TITHET, TRATT aT 9T o sufsrea gea sifg—ufy
TR HHEAT AT H o] 18 7, | [F-a9uara aEr

ATFTT FqTdh ATHIE TIF Thed FATATH T FeaTdh aie

AR AT 3 AT |
wiarTer, ST ST I

O fqeamesTer 989 IT AT dTfhed (FFT 2T 9TEmor
e HUT-99 GH a1uq A A8 | agr=as e g

T T FFT ATIROTHE Hadh ITATHTAT TUd: THIT AT T
FIT | FTEAE A=A ATTYE T AT [qdq=er 9T d@ws 77

fa r
EEEEININE IS RIS N

AT IS TR GF=T

FATTS ENETE FEAH AT JHEH FITAT & A AT o
AT, | ITT-THITIH T, G 3T AT TTNT v

ufe faames qo=T IR o1l aa ufagTas 397 afg |

QHTRTE T ITS-AT8T
T AT ITed IGI0e @ “Ufe Fq=d J AqIaT 5 A5 5
FATS Y (F ATHATE S FTaed [Afed &id AT, |”

faeg - TN BET S RS (9 - 32



qoT AT ITed a6 I ¢ “FETEaE I -qHudar
(confirmation holism) @& #fe, 5 AqwES TraroeTar 770
fawam-stret =19 At 1”

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\T ITS-TUaor

T U Ted Igeunw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Quine reconstructs modern empiricism
from within. He does not reject the importance of
experience; rather, he argues that the relation between
language, theory, and experience is not as simple as one

sentence—one experience.”

ST & ol 317, A=Y 89, |Us 2, 377017 13; 7T

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |

faeg - TN BET FHUE RS -9 - 33



AT 14 — f[TEA YIRS TR T ToT-=TT

FUT FeqTTF F1¥#  : Analytic Philosophy and

Navya-Nyaya

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
ST, - FaAar T I -TA T d ATImEH
AT AT, | HaT ToT-AT0  AT=Sah-Tarael o A

TTRTCT® deheh SATHATFRT AT UTHER(T 3T JTHAART § Gt
AT | FEAT-HaE HRAT d@hd Taiddh T E ITefod Al |

wiawar, ST =T e

Taie 90 FHATRATET I M UfaaTias T8 ST aahd
T AT T Fiadd da-iial G [gr=iTa arera=r A8 | T9F &

AT A Al | s ‘analytic” sred WETR H A8
fasew 9fg s9=9T® SR
AT IS TR GHET

ARTRTHR FAT AT TATTHE AT UaT arediad TaT
BT 31T | ShiT-FaTsad Ik -{qare 3 T 19& ATHT-THA 0GR

HATAITdh A FAT-HTIY TET G A7, HaT hAAT JoT qdldh
T Fa® g |

THIATH T TTS-HT8T

oo AT qTed IEIuie ¢ “UlE sreardd g wiaare § wig S

T -1 =T (A YuTeTs e9 9 19 a7 ‘qaer-a9re’ a8 q

T, AT Ulaards T8a1 3T9ar qaiaar-amdr A= s, 1”

faeg - TN BET FHUE ST 29 - 34



qoT AT Ted 6T I ¢ e ddh—g] T
rETsear-favrT &4 =1t 1”

HUST THERET : T[T TSI

qo AU e Igeuier : “The central thesis of this
chapter is that a deep “dialogue of problems” is possible
between Navya-Nyaya and analytic philosophy, but
claims of historical identity or precedence are

inappropriate.”

qISTH : TS5 3T, THFT=Y 9, TUs 2, AT 14; Jo
e =1 IqeTe SFUSIT 4T |

faeg - TN B ET S eS¢ 35



IATT 15 — TAHTAIT (AT T8 : 3Ty T

FUGT eqTTF FI¥F  : Later Wittgenstein: Meaning
in Use

T TTAST 3 T AT RT

STAHAN [qeIeTs & T9a Ud qradi aa-fagr=« ger
HTNT-&ET, 91T 3NATE 3 fome fafaaamr o= g o=
HUE &reAT T8a 31, | AT (ora o qrasia Jfe-guma qa<
TfE ST=ATaH BT &15d AT, |

wiaoar, ST =1 e

TINT 3TY& 3T I G T=(ad TINT GH FTHE0T A8 I6
ST | FAT-Ha 9 e TInT” T @ g7 #Ue 154
AT ? AT vTvT-fAetar, T S o THEAa SVANTS "ATdr

S aN

FET TG ? UfE T97 oA (7 & qJUAE G ATATIATER AT FETe]
AT S I |

AT AR ST\ GFaT

A faei=ersaa -fafus | g oiadas safa-waa

T& AT 4T Alg aad | Afeed FRar-fagre= 1 s are g1
T TANTETEr AlSs AN i 31, |

HTETH T ITS-HT8T

qoT ATl ITed I ¢ “Tfe sreamds ot TiaIes § 31fg, of
IATHRIA [T 3T d T9dh Te]-A-aHd THeT [Egrad
g s fFragesg amTfes w=nTe fafeyam @ ==

qoT BT ITed SMET I @ ‘DT Ifed €T dad ATS of
‘I yINTH g arveraraTe e &S S ot 1

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS 29 - 36



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that later Wittgenstein relocates the question
of meaning from a uniform theory of object-reference to
the diversity of rule-governed social use. “Meaning =
use” is not a complete definition; it is a philosophical
methodological instruction: look at what a word does in

actual ...”

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMTY S9, | 2, ;A 15; o1
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |

faeg - TN T ET FHUE RS -9 - 37



AT 16 — AEST: FET AT o ATS
FUT FeqTTF FI¥F  : Austin: Saying Is Also Doing

T TTAST 3 T oATSHT
e s aTive Grar-faa= faa otfe S 97 fao ams =
qfE; a9 &9, ACW aF, ATHRIIT §Ld TGT &THT e araTeTd

FT Ha&l AT | TRt hdTa I, JIHAHRT 30 T Th-HTER0E aTaidh

HeT I 7 g1=a =19 | ufy sr=avonT vyTys saeTiia srted Jo
e =t |

wiaar, ST =T e

FUT THA [RUH AFA ST, T TR AT R AR AGAE
E9H died Ay ? Far 3 srfus fue =T, TarEs & gaafd

T TAT gT ATee A0 19 B+ 515 o1l | g =T
ARAdTd I (AT & Afde =1 Aig Fy=T g5a | =19%A

Framvs faa=e ufg gfed &< a4 1fg; |
FAATIAS T TR qFI=T
faeT==Tsa® TTT-Ee o sAifeas qemTa BT e a1y

feas qa fagr= i | g faaag shsmer-fageryor st

IATIH Ulg Shama aafiaiorad Tt e |
qHTYTE ol TTS-ATed
T AT ITed IGIe @ “UfE Tq=d J IqIe 5 Aq1g 5

TNT 9T ST (=5 14T aeT-au-a qree Tig; YT ararhs
o v wrfeg 1

T HTIET qTed 67 IGIN9 @ “TaTerd Tad &7 dad A1S o
FET = FF HTT T g, aTod g A 1"

faeg - TN BTET FHUE FEEST -9 - 38



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that language is not merely a picture of the
world or an instrument for describing facts; language
performs social actions. Saying a sentence can itself be a
rule-governed act—promising, ordering, permitting,

warning, declaring, naming or apologizing.”

qIETH : 5= STHY, THFT=Y 9, JUs 2, AT 16; Ho
HTTET AT ITTe US|

faeg - TN BT ET S RS (9 - 39



AT 17 — G 0 AT BRaT

U IeqTTF F1YH  : Searle and Speech Acts

A ITAST T T [oATSHT

qotdh VT ChaT-a 3T dTHT® (a3 Jadid SATHITa
TrI=T BT F AT, | YT, WA, ST = au-ah dTfde e
firer grea etfe; v FRaTe 9o sread &99 37T SaTsh ool

TEITT e avae o1feg | §eITTd a3 9 989 gof 99 Jedd
T, ST FHT aHAfad TN aEqaqad ddd Ja aoll ad 7 |

wiaar, ST =T e

AT g Afaa T adra ®99 GEITd AT T =

gag AfarT afg | a99f, 98, 89 ar aniadaras Fae At s

FFHTAT 2 Gehel AT | AT S (ST &7 3T Grasiiid SemTT
TR 3T Shi=e J&i0 Al “amfas S’ {97 stgaa

qHE® AE g 1< A0S A5 |

AT IR TR R GFET

AT heTdTd Ta GH SN 3G9 (9917 g9d AT, |
FUSH AT & G- GHIT UfE FTdad T Hvd of H119d a7
TTITas TR & &FT I8 ST

QHIRTE T TTS-AT8T

qoT AT TTed I ¢ “Ufe sTeamd& gof TiaIes § 3Afg, of

g T e Famas aEras-rhvmareTs SH98™ €99

Zaferd a3 At 7

T BT ITed IET IGIUTI @ T dh —aTHTT® aed TThias
s faerdt At 1"

faeg - TN BET FHUE GRS 29 - 40



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Searle systematizes speech acts as rule-
governed social-intentional behaviour. The meaning of a
sentence is not merely lexical meaning; illocutionary
force, the speaker’s intention, social rules, and
recognition by the hearer together constitute a speech

act.”

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMTY §9, | 2, 3™ 17; o8
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |

faeg - TN BTET FHUE GRS -9 - 41



AT 18 — AT ST WS qoha AFe; Hir?
U FeqTgF FI¥# : Can Language Be Private?

o WTAT o T [oATS 6T
it srvas faare Iaferfa s qur s wrr-agfas anma
W TET Af7 | TSt =i S fa safad & J1a WS Jad 1t

HaT “Far TENT 30 T WA & WS If ST ST ar
TATU FETET faaT afe afg G o e Fems st e

BT AT | INATT ATHaTS AdNd Ale, I FIH-A7==T Ar=q
3:||\3|

wiawar, ST =T e

LaN | kel
FAMIT-faera H T JHT ST 28T ATddd a5 T T{dd

TMET Tdhed ATT | AT TS A9 Sfdhcdr, = =T 9596

HE 9T AT  Ha-T T g Tad AT, | FaHs arasr=aaat
HAT AR ATl A &, § hded o -HTT-faera i af= )

AT IS TR GHET

I MIHEg TINT AT Ui A rEe FASrar o aETiedar ae
FfeT =g a-q fg | s Jifas =1, arfa-g or fafaa

TIRATIN S IS GoT ATAT STATIH UlE TIWIY &5d
T |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

g BT ITed IGIUTI @ “UfE sreamas gor wiqdre § fg; of
AT 3T G91T o ardtaa® ar dad 311, T A& 3T& Jurd:
st T -sgaerT stefnye =9 feaa sfeT st 17

faeg - TN BTET FHUE GRS (9 - 42



T AT qTes TET IGIUI ¢ “TITHE TfaeT €T Fad A(G o
EHIT AIT T8 I GG ATIFRT AT IET ATFT gAY IATHAT AT
afg g 1”

HUSIT GHRE : II(\T ITS-TUaor

T U 9ed Igeumw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that private experience may be possible and
real, but a wholly private rule-system of linguistic
meaning cannot easily sustain itself independently.
Meaning requires a practice in which a distinction
between correct and incorrect use is possible, and this

distinction cannot rest ...”

QBT =g STHY, HHFTY &9, |0 2, ;AT 18; g
FTTET 3T ITTeT SUST 3T |

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS -9 - 43



AT 19 — Mkd oY T, TANT o qGra=?

FUST FeqTTFH FT¥H : The Meaning of a Word:
Object, Use, or Relation?

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
H T UHH G218 AIVT-fawoia aqfg T fvq AT | ovda fafsr
Tef fq9IY Yoa& 397 T G G2 HdT Fed, TANT HAr (47
BT, T AT AT, ATF S TEIT AT L HIA ? TEea g qiSel
T TEIT AT ad ST A1 |

yfroar, §AT o Ayt

TEEATAT T AT AT T dehe oAl S et faag=aa
TR MUTaE FEIEr A8 & S0 | & T Ga 767, HIH
TR (23, F a1 v — ved qreasHa a9 Aavqs
A | =T e’ FYAE WEIT faerdT eny-ameT = 3 Ty s
SITEd |

AT A ST\ el

ST e, SALERTA (qeil=eersaed TINT o g GeITTg

o o ud et S SEe T S AT, | AT SR HET
Tfg &f9Td 99T IS8 (g, Td o Ulaardd TTaa-ar i AT

EECIEICN
TS T TS-HTeT
qoT ATl ITed I ¢ “Tfe sreama& Jof TiaIes § 3fg, of
IeTF A d Udhig qodH F9e1aad fie A, |”
gof BT ITed | IGIU ¢ “qaTed IEe €T dad Al of
TEETT TT-HISA HAATIH &relr Al |”
fase - o e qHUE GRS -3y - 44




FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that it is difficult to reduce the meaning of a
word to a single element. Meaning is multilayered:
sometimes objective reference is essential, sometimes
cognitive presentation, sometimes social use, sometimes
linguistic relation, sometimes sentence context, and

sometimes community ...”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T T, |UE 2, ITATH 19; e

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS -9 - 45



AT 20 — TET T=HIHTET

FUST IeqTgFH FTY¥H  : Indian Theories of Linguistic
Meaning

T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT
AT TSR  HTEH 68 -] a8+, SAT(d, aragard, areds,
AITE T THIUIS (e Seded §iTfed ®Ue e Afg; | =1,

HIHTET, SATHRT 3T TG, (Sea agiaear “qa e sef-fagr= &

THIITRII AT FAad g, | faorae: sraes Frrarers & drg
TEH TR SATId TITAgSed AT & A18 ST AT T |

yfaroar, §AT o Ayt

Wqaa aradai—<5dr, =TET 99-a7ad G- 3T JHHEed aread-
s & S-TanTa T8& T a7 a9 aifgdh R Al |
Tfe; Toa® Aad (9T ad e AeIHAT A1, | ITAS
HIATEH TEH o Gehd T8 3 d A7 (ST qha A1 |

AT TR Th o=

ST H gof 9 AT ([q0sid g Ui STTaed S =
WU fe: favaavi=e §a% AT TU& JId o qaqs goied

T grea At | ARTET Aty vy faveyor ugr eraar Hiaw
& Tgfas faferse e @ |

THIYTH oI TTS-HT8T
T AT ITed IGI0e @ “Ufe F=d J IqIa 5 A1g o
fasfad ava g —rss—aw] q¥a=, ATfq /3T, aTFaardT, THT-

AT, Y/ 19as T, o Ieaed e ETEs ayaaagar |”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS 29 - 46



qoT AT Ted IET G @ “SeH qh—AqI8 haoh
TRETHS TRRIINT TRl 18, & a1g TTTHETET, ToTer-Hoq=

T AT AT -fai g &I 196 TRASAE S8o A, |”
HUSIT TS AT TSIO8I

T U Ted Igeunw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Indian theories of linguistic meaning
develop, with different degrees of emphasis, at least six
dimensions of meaning: the word-object relation,
universal/class, sentence cognition, context and purport,
negation/exclusion, and the epistemic reliability of

verbal testimony.”

qIETH : TS5 ST, THFI=Y 9, JUs 2, AT 20; HoT
e = ST FUST 3TTTT |

faeg - TN BET FHUE RS -9 - 47



e 21 — fafueTs wrfye faeesor
FUS IegTTF FTT¥H  : Mithila’s Linguistic Analysis

A ITAST T T [oATSHT
faframs wrfvs faveryor 9 taer s faferears feae |
TfE, AT FERET ATIEAH GH=aT TG, —TATT, &=, JHT,

SHTUT, TEIT, STqTar o TTIireqvr | Toq-=qrET gan 92 -eivora
qevd GHEAT o7 f7aH ATg, o @ TATNE Ieadh TaI=TH
Jf% | SR T AT AT AT T d AHTT BT -
AT TTEdTE T & B |

wiawar, §rET =T 9

AT 95T ST Tgad AT g4 AT, TG AT T8 IR

T AT H 0T AR AT Tad AT, | TRMTITR TRIar
fafrere ywEy wo gaa e, 7T wae M uaT fa=mw &

g —ua fafersear arfaq afg | aife, [T = sgaes =
T =l |
AT R ST TH qea=T

TV ATE s T FiTiT T &g |aay 95 = 21t | T
HYaTaTE® A Tdiud 37 Ufg Tg(aa qa1e aRd g19d, 3

ey JedsTE srgHE gde faane yfaeT afg ame ST
GHTRTE T JTS-HTeT
T BT ITed IGIU @ “UfE sreama& gof Tia9res § 31fg; of
‘faforema v faveyor’ &FT o fagr= afg, 3 ama 7o
TS TG ATITETHR AT &7 Aol 3T, —TRHTNT, V=, HHT,
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qoT AT ITed 6T I ¢ DT Ied €T dnd ATS, o
‘frfreTe vTiye faseayor 9 =9 == gaTe (essentialism)
I ST Gohel 3T 17

HUSIT GHRE : II(\T ITS-TUaor

T s ed g ¢ “The central thesis is that

“Mithila’s linguistic analysis” is not one theory but can
name seven interconnected methodological disciplines:
definition, relation, limit, evidence, context, opposition,

and re-examination.”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T I, GUE 2, AT 21, 97

BT =17 IqeTer TS 71T |

faeg - TN BT ET S FEEST -9 - 49



;T 22 — §XGT &l AT ?

IS FTEFTTH FT¥#H  : What Is Structure?

A ITAST T T [oATSHT
=T 3 TG [o1d SIS A8, FFa-aa [arag, sirer

T, ATET Tedd T ART S = favrad fraila g =g 1 §
ST TV, e, Gra=-sqaeT o 84T 9 S99 al5d 2l

fRUs & I Uahed FedTd IS Maaag Trgia @rad 311, |
TEF GO ATH Y WG H T &Y T8 fad S|

farar, AT o It
JUITeA TR Udh STeraued (7 [ T9ad e Ufderfas Ioafd,

THRT T TRAAT AaE 21T Tl AT, | HI=T & (fase dve
e, FIT TET-IE HTIT ST ATS,, AT ITAST IS Fad ATS—F

YT TEfda A [EE0T a9atd J1ar | T Aqahe &S a9
T GY=FT &3 TH AfE &154 |

AT AF TR TR I

reaTd-faamed Rt fave o 9ft ey agars € qe i)
ATNT, BT 31 fraa e Tenis tdfg o § 929 U@ atfgd
HRITEAT 31T, JaT Uaq & oaad “qEr” favgs s a5a 3=
HECEEI N

THATH o TTS-aT8T

gt BFrett e IEIur © “ufy srearad ger giaare § afy o
HIFAT ST AT TG e § TeaqqH Uad [aAag qara--

HTET AT, FEH Tod s qoaeh 34 a7 FF 5T 58 qh HAh? ST,
T 3 77 doad gea—vd (i grga =1t 1”
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qoT ATl ITed IET G @ “ITRH G —H7=9-TaTE AT

qHaT e favayor (synchronic analysis) 9% ae & =1fe: fFT

[ ol o

foaa 999 TUTAT ST 1 Fod 15?7

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\T ITS-TUaor

T U Ted Igeunw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that structure is not some hidden substance; it
is a rule-governed arrangement of relations among
elements in which the meaning or function of each
element is determined to a large extent by its position, its

differences, and its relations to other elements.”

ST & ol 31& 7, G 89, |US 2, 31T 22; HeT

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |
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AT 23 — T Gohdd 3T Hhida

TS IegTT S FTT¥H  : Saussure: Signifier and
Signified

T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT

HETd Ghdd-Haiad Hg HTYT6 eI ATHE 3T AT Aig AT
FhaaHE ATATS AT -AEa=d €T qHaq 3G, | Geohad oo
Y Ghaayd fa=rar T AT grea =1t atfs dror sJteana
SEATI® T & JTIY® T0Teta 307 T8 Goid | FHA s ([q9e o
3T UfqeTias faamEs T9F & dad IEd €96 a9ad JT |

wiawar, §1T o1 e

T FehaHod AT W7 39 &15d AlTS, d aTed TeqH TTqOd 30
T aTediaadTd A ST GUed |d ? “Hafdd &

HATITUT AT aeqd AT Afg, JaT Hifds sirad ara=ad g9 2117

g g | 39S arfer, AATRS HUT 7 Ufaaras o TamTa

TRETa SHTT ATIaTd ®E Tle IG TITel-3ed ara? 7sd Al |
AT AH TR GF=T

ST -T2 H AeTdh Ghda-AUTAT [HAATAd AT Tard Jer
T AT HEIT 81 R T AT, | Ufg Wadh Brsear atg A9Ig a7 T4~
I R ER GHGEAAT ATIGTE ([q6g, T8l 31 |

qHTYTS T TS-HTeT

T AT TTed IGI9 @ “UlE Ta=d T IaIe § 311g, o
FEIT T Ghadad ATHTNTE TUTAT €97 goid 31, |”

qof BT ITed M@ IGIUII @ “TaIed Iad €7 dad ATS of
HepfcIeieh ST S ATe] ST 95 g7 W§ Sree At |”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE FEESET (9 - 52



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Saussure understands language as a social
system of signs. The signifier is the acoustic/formal
aspect; the signified is the conceptual aspect; and the sign
is the unified linguistic unit formed by the two. The
external object is not a direct component of this

definition, ...”

e : a5 ST&hY, G a9, "0 3, AT 23; Jof

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IATT 24 — AT Fraram =1 §3==T

FUT FeqTTF FI¥F  : Lévi-Strauss: Myth and
Structure

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
AaT-T i frda IT& G AT TaeT HeATdh YT A(, TRaa-a
=T -YUTA TR €97 9ed ST | faerdT 9=, aiegfas Tegerar =

FATH FHTEG EI=A0 UF GG (G @reid 311, | frrsa
AT 379 7T AR I A1ad ge9r 18, (e aewora

T T8 Ui a-q o1, |
farar, €T 1 vt
g-fatras T 4T fave v g7 99 ST At | FfE gor ar-

TET, FATREE SAT1a /T, S IRafaa ony o ATema Haarw

BT FaeT I GLEAT THTAA AT, T SAqd TFEET S AT &
37 s daa #fg, | FAqeT Mya-59a I3 THI0 Arasi-d TEe
HTvTH Al |

AT IS U TR e

fafrem daeuT o Hifes e ufy fafas s aem
T, qaT TTedh ST ATVT =T F¥ahd ST qraror fa=r

“fqggeaTdr fausi 9v=9_T ' F S1ET 9 9t S |
THTYTS T TS-HTeT
qoT ATl ITed I ¢ “Tfe sreamds ot TiaIes § 31fg, of

AT 1 s FUT-aT S 9uy qfE, TE-ITeTd JUTdT €99

Ted =t 1"
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qof ATl Ied 2|7 g ¢ “gur-favre (binary
opposition) dv=-TH® fAveTurE IR A Ay, Af=w a4
afg”

HUSIT qAHY T TSI

T U 9ed Igeumw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Lévi-Strauss reads myth not as a collection
of story-material but as a relational system. The meaning
of mythical units becomes clearer less by reading them

separately than through their combinations, oppositions,

repetitions, and transformations.”

QST : TS5 STHT, FHFTY 9, U 2, AT 24; Jof

BTreT 21T IqeTo AUSIT 4T |
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T 25 — GXIT 3 AT

TSI TEFTTF F1¥#  : Structure and the Individual

A ITAST T T [oATSHT

HI=AT 3 ATad & WeIw [y i, AT e |7 799 ufg
IWATTH dg 1 TeaTd (g, | ST qINT, Ff, a9, TRET =T
qEITTT Fawes a9 o s g, gar gerghe ar sfaeragm
Ufe G H TRaaHr = S | Ui fgTefi=r sameams uhdaeat

FafaaTed Sas e T fvd S|

wiaar, ST =T e

AT TET 9T ¥ AT SAYEnacd GuTd Afg Je ST
qhd, I fog, ATFTH TheT ATARENT FFATHE ATAFAT HAH

HaET 7 T | §3= dfedTs ATy —a7==Td T Taa AT19d &, T
Fcad THTTS ITHT FI-FITH HAT hieAT H7F 2 5§ TG HAAT
HI AT A |

HAUATHI® TR qe=r

ufy ereamad rfeas ST HY=aT At gar fafa afg”
FUAE T RE I T8 AU | Tfg TRIRE 3HTd dad Ia7-
HYETaTE S FIAIE T Tred |

AT T ITS-HT8T

o AT I8d G0 : “Ufg sream@ed gt Sfaare § g o

YT T Afed TeIT [T 9= Afg, a3 e T
fareeryuTeRs =7 wfe 1

T BT ITed M@ IGIUII @ “TaT T —T8a GraTeid
ST T AT ST asd Sg9d & =1fe; |”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that structure and the individual are not
mutually opposed substances but interdependent levels
of analysis. Structure shapes the individual’s
possibilities, language, roles, resources, constraints, and
expectations; individuals, through action, repetition,

deviation, resistance, ...”

qIETHY : =5 BT&HY, G a9, "0 3, AT 25; g

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 26 — T WTINS TORRT 37 9X=«T

FUT FeqTTF FT¥#  : Indian Linguistic Traditions
and Structure

T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT
T W 1T, JaT a9 T8ard 9T T9F ST ST
Fa A | arforre sqfaTe o, areams Taai-faasr = Ter-
fE | Es TR AT =T SAaTaIv a7 o B |

wiawar, §1T =1 e

sryfTe “‘structure”’ Irsx 9 UTAaT S STTNE g ad

fg; AHT Aeed TTHI T T T8d TR, a7 §o T~Td
st g=for a9 sgfea | goas faferse arar wrfvas 3,
AT T 3 TTATTgNT GedTad a19d | el (FaT-saa=T

IITEIT &IUa HYaTaTa! [Fgra U 99«7 (g |
AT IS U TR e

IATT 0T TEHHTHIG THET TaT Gra-Taad 97 918 fid

g, | FE7 31 IO a1 UfaaTas araid saa T STTHeE T TH1r
JTET; FHEAT-GAAT ATIF e ATIET A7 |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

T ATV ITed IGIe @ “UfE Fq=d G IqIa 5 A1g o
AT TIYE TR “H3=4T” U 91T g €997 Jfg, aw
HAT - TIT-E9H I g —=T-FAToa =9, T

U, ST G, T I, a7 ST, T GoYr

AT ATINOT TR AT=ad |”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS -9 - 58



e JTIET 8@ 6T IGII @ “qaTed Tad €T dad (g o
A& “F=T (structure)” &ad ATIIL T HEA
W& {916 &9 AaT €4 AT 311 1"

HUSIT qAHY T TSI

T U 9ed Igeumw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that in Indian linguistic traditions ‘structure’ is
not present as one common doctrine, but as a set of
distinct problems: rule-governed form-generation,
sentential wholeness, object-relations, conditions of
sentence-meaning, class-delimitation, reliable

communication, and ...”

QBT TS5 STHY, HHFTY &9, U 2, AT 26; o
FTTET 3T ITTeT SUST 3T |
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;T 27 — GEATATE SR GIHT

IS TEFTTHF FTY#  : The Limits of Structuralism

T TTAST A1 Toheh AT
HIITATEE ITATST Ffee FeTd ISl TG I AT Ryt

qrorE o7fwg, T TR G999 favagfse a=T a9 Afed, 9T,
gfaame o stfafysaar M ws g 19 | F=a ufg g6 s
TMAT BT R G | T[T AAT ([GEATT FI AT, AqT

AT E T JA TR TRIT ATITFR AT, |

yfroar, §AT o Ayt

I ATHIY I96 T ATSEA &7 T ATS,: &I 16
q%T, & ATGIR, & F(qH19? T AT TFRTa0r Jiedr §e==r 1
e o fagr=asr St==aar & 92q =1, | IRadT, §9Y 31
FIRATR TgcAd G¥a-Tad HIdY TGq 7T 99T 15 Sfagrara At
TR |

AT AF TR I

Ut THT-FH T ITT-HaATaTed Ta9 SETITEaE WS e 31t |
qaT Ud Tgad JHET SEY Tgiaa A= faoT fag 9fg & §
TEE U [qadd Agwaqur arer A1 |

AT A TTS-AT8 T

o AT I8d G0 : “Ufg sream@ed gt Sfaare § g o
Frvgfee afe 1"

qof BT ITed @7 G @ “GVEH ddh —a aT-[a9e T
o9 =7 faveivyes g W R grea erfs

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS -9 - 60



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that structuralism is a powerful analytical
method, not a complete philosophical worldview.
Relation, difference, system, rule, and transformation are
useful analytical categories, but they do not replace
historical causation, moral value, lived experience,

power, matter, or ...”

qIETHY : =5 ST&hY, G a9, "0 3, AT 27; o

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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T 28 — GVEATH IAC-HEAT Ui}

TSI TEFTTF Y& : From Structure to Post-
Structure

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
IAL-HIEATEIE AT 99T 31T A8 dad,; SITE, divg, 3T4-

=T 3 e~ o Aiaa A, | Ghad A=< G 7T 41
TfE, TR A1 Ufaartad TR grT orid S9a e fqavoe 79

AT AT | AT Ule ThAG (a9 TgaTd Fe=avdr 3
AATTATHS (AT § €97 a@9d S |

wiawar, §rET =T 9

Fee =T I 9T TR ST TTed Iy JAHET a0 Ay
af gred | FfE & Feg SfaT o1fg, o AetEEE T vy

Hg AT T § S ? TEhA Ioed JT - T2
AT Gohet AT, | faravssia IoaTiacas® W9 udfy Iea=r grea =i |

AT AR ST Th GFaT

HIAATaTE S A=A AAT=A 6 Tfg TH T AR Heq A |

HTTHT FET-3rem e H JH e 1T faara fsara gemar aft
B Afg); HI0 god TRAnT Afg |

QI A ITS-AT8

et §TIET qTed Igur : “ufy st gof gfaare § orfeg o
IAT-GIEATIE G¥aTd ATeqed TN A8, 37 ST (T,
Feg, GHT, Iq1T, TESRT AT AT-FT=A0ras 9T T97 I8
g 1”

qoT BT ITed 6T I ¢ “THT T —g T -[aerd 9T Jafaa
AR
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that post-structuralism does not deny the
existence of structures; it questions claims about their
stability, centre, boundary, origin, exclusions, and

control of meaning.”

ST & ol 31& 7, G 89, |US 2, 31T 28; HeT

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |
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IHTT 29 — SET: I fas aaH IHIATH
AT

FTST TegTgFH FT¥#  : Derrida: Critique of the
Metaphysics of Presence

o WTAT o daheh [oATS o
e suferfas aoadmETe ere=aT CIufeufa afF ofs” o=
YA T A8 | G el T AT @ oa, AT,

T3 AT {Ag0 9T ATCAT Hed AT, a@ A Sqd=Aar Jyaiiad
ErEd AT | aTiT-cra-Th TeThAd Hiay §& TafTar fa=-rg
TfE STATT® TV E Fl AT, |

srferTar, §AT = v

E-3ACTad 15 (AU Tasiid AT H7 a9 ? T[S qoT /[ Theh
aT AT o1, & AT & THI0T a7 Ufaerias geTd arediaand]
FAT THT TG ? TR A= S AT &r 71 ey FEa
AT, 7T [A@Us—a AIT T ATIEUS ST T8ad A& |

AT A ST\ el

T A -qH I [F=T Taq Sqredfas arvf-
farivarae wg=a wtfe | afew amfr styar vl se-awas |97
AT AT A Ulqalad Iad gi0 TET d@dhd TG adh Hded A1 |

FHIYTE ol TTS-ATed

T AT TTed IGI9 @ “UlE Ta=d Jo Aaae § 311g o
efver Iuferfas aana afg; = Iuferfas e mivar I yo= 3eaq
e 1
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g AT TTed a7 IGIUS  “qIT /AT, g /T,
Sufeafa /euferts, Wiy /ame St go-fanT afwr sasa efg o
fauryrfuerfie afee 9= wrr: =nfe wor amer SEe geae i et 1
HUSIT qAHY T TSI

T U 9ed Igeumw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Derrida does not deny presence; he
questions its self-sufficiency. What is taken as 'fully
present’ often depends for its meaning upon absent
signs, earlier traces, future repetition, difference, and

context.”

qIeTH : TS5 317, THMI=Y 9, JUS 2, 3T 29; HoT

BTreT 21T IqeTo AUSIT 4T |
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T 30 — u-Rirsrars wfita y=haT: e nis
QI 3 =T

ST FeITTH FTY#H  : The Deferred Process of
Meaning-Difference: Deferral and Difference

T TTAFT A1 T AT hT
r-firerare ST IERET Sdhde o1 3T Gdhad [=rar =T

FTTAT TR FRITEAT §FT SATad Ta8d AT | 37 9T qud: a5
fg g, TUTT FEaNH ATE aTdd Ghd GUYT d A1 | Tad
ufg g ferfas ¥ e fid G 1 & S9Yrd G807 f[ahaar
afg AT Bhr

wiawar, §1T o1 e

AT GRATIad I9Ted I9T FETT G ®UA qTEdiad Furda

Hgcd & d(8 3T | FATAT S WTVT, [afhedrer e ervEr sfag@s
gra & fAfv=a Mo 3T smavas arsa o1t Ao i
EIUT 3T {9 &10F GH A8 | FATATE A-Ta =T & AR

ITETAEH TN ®UA AT d A HAaNd Hled AT |
AT F T d qGFaT

UfE qa ATHRUTE 7 T -F1d TEATNT 31 A faqea

eI ST 93T T 918 9918 fv g AT, | SOF oY 999 favas
wfeqcas fqow Afg—ufs JHT I d@d donT S |

QHTTE T ITS-AT8T
T HTTET qTed IS0 “Ule =amaed Jof STaIa § Afg, of

(différance) sris IeTe"® TF TqeiTer Id graa s Alg;:
Hahel o ATG, AT AT Hhadqwd [ &5 AT, T ST 30T qura:

T &UH -5 A8, 30 A= = 3 {1 TTg o

orfire /faearfia gga =l
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o HTEAT TTed AT IGIU : “Ofeed aTed a7 —E T
Y-S qREdr Aig 1"

HUST THERET : T[T TSI

qo AU e Igeuier : “The central thesis of this
chapter is that différance indicates a dynamic condition
of the production of meaning: a sign is what it is by
differing from other signs, and its meaning is not
completely closed in a single moment, but is
deferred/extended through other relations and possible

repetitions.”

ST & ol 31& 7, G 89, |vs 2, 377017 30; 7T

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |
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;AT 31 — G, TTUT M hegdh T

FUT FEqTTF FT¥F  : Writing, Speech, and the
Question of the Centre

T TTAFT o T Toars e
AR a5 d TITI9TAT T8l A1, | T adad S S aru Jar
e, =gt = g faae i erfeg; o 9ar srds atha
TR = o1y | F5@ 99T dad AT a1 Iuterfas s
AT ATIFRRET AT ST, ATEIY dlgd AT |

wiawar, §rET =T 9

e ATHITT TUIA: AT SATH ATHAT, To, =TT

ITYETI T T TTeaHed 14 ffed arad | 3ty 3o rhadmas
AT T AT TTed AHTSE STTa 17 - T AT

faaeer s | fefus iy feafa ufaetfas qar-aevys gt
Tr=y TR 3T UaT ara g JH 107 Savgs =1, |

AT A ST GFaT
fafuee fafy, qifas s o fofea arers = =Es

AT AT UlE T89F JTINT &7 Gl 3T, | T TR AT0IT-
T\ ST SAaT@d GreT Ui qHe GHET-9 9§ ST |

THIRTE T TTS-HT8T
T AT TTed IGI9 @ “UlE Ta=d T IaIe § 311g, o

o ‘fgdias sfafafT’ —usT fiel =S ara &4 [chd
afg1”
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T ATIEAT TTod 6T G “AeH qoh—cTadh A& Aaeaqu
i o1, o= g Afg 1"

HUSIT qHHY  TA(TT ITS-TER0r
qo AU e Igeuier : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that speech and writing are different media,
but the rigid hierarchy 'speech = purely present
meaning' and 'writing = secondary copy' does not hold
philosophically. Both operate within structures of signs,

repetition, social rules, and context.”

qIETHY : =5 ST&hY, G a9, "0 3, 3041 31; go

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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I 32 — famveT #r stfg—at &1 afy 2

FU TegTTH F¥#H  : What Is Deconstruction—and
What Is It Not?

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
faueT Ffsewor, =TT TAHT 74T F9d died I a9

A5 —= ITed Mia¥ SITT UE 1T AT TLraTr =11 | wiass
AT AR [aTerd I qrfad #aTd T aahie (g, gdar

Y& TS 1T 98 I 10T AT 9edhdh II¢ dhidd AHqT A1, T
TEITH FT AT |

wiaoar, ST =1 e

fq@Usa® ITANT ATai=d q8q H q@- [q9aq=1T TEd &= o
TTHT, TR T, THIT AT RO S@TA S | Teh o q13-

e faer ey e e FET sATeTE R A dahd A |
HA=ATR 1% [T 519q (& Afe, § 79T Afds G2 e afg o
e |

HAFAAT IS T T

TR 9T STAEEE § UHel TEfaid Tora & 7 |
FHETY T AT HIT-ATIe Ffaqer-r==r & fa@usaa =i

T TET I, AHY AT ehdr L AT, |

THTYTS T TS-HTeT
T AT qT8d IS0 : “Ule F=amaad Jof STaaa § At of
faaUsT TTea fidid T8 & aA19 @Ieard Taid A1S; § T ehmor

T HTYEAT TTed 67 IGIUN : “TMET T —IGHT Team= e
ATITF T3 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that deconstruction is a method for opening
philosophical tensions within a text; it is not destruction,
but a fine-grained examination of concepts, distinctions,

hierarchies, and the conditions of meaning.”

ST & ol 31§47, G 89, |US 2, 31T 32; HeT
BT =T IUeTe STUSIT ST |
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AT 33 — TS S T fawueT

FUT FeqTgF F1¥#  : Indian Philosophy and
Deconstruction

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
AT | TUTT Ufg Ieayd TEINTd JATerere™, SHTHHTET 31T
T HAHE AAT-AAT 1 | TG A T Tgad
I AT @ & [asEarear Tar Ssa e &id S |
yfroar, §AT o Ayt

T ST F9F 99 ST 21t I=ar w9vy faeg Ay afg,
I T ETd AT AT Ad a9 A8 | I AT dhaer

AAHTTAT TTATH THT WS U o ST g Galar Aqg arad; a1
WW%WH*IQH ATITE AT |

AT AR ST Th o

AT &F T AT &7 Tad he an] arsd 3t | fafuems
AT Al T AT Al AR IS Thd8d Teqd Fid AT,

AR YR T TS FS daof Siaq Aig |
TS T TS-HTeT
et ST qed Iguir : “ufy st gof sfaare § orfeg o
NI T o1 famvsa S Ufaaras = Aty 9ar o
TRIT qRET-8918 a9 T A1, |”

gef BT ITed | IGIU ¢ “qaTed Iiael €T dad Al of
UfaeTaed f=rar 7 Udd T a9 g T v 9§ S |”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE GRS (9 - 72



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that there is no historical identity between
Indian philosophy and deconstruction, but many serious
dialogues at the level of problems are possible. The
correct level of comparison is: "What question is being

raised?' and 'By what method is it answered?"”

qISTH : TS5 STHY, THFT=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 33; HeT
HTTET AT ITTe US|

faeg - TN BET FHUE RS -9 - 73



AT 34 — To-ITH fa@veas qfaer?

FUT FeFTTF FI¥F  : Is Navya-Nyadya a
Counterposition to Deconstruction?

T TTAFT o T Toars e

T -TTH BT2dT, TE-HIHTET AT THTIH a7 faavsa® d5-
HIT g TR AA ST ® IURI0T BT | Iiget o faames
frafare wvames gaw faer /it erfe; T97 woT a3 o1ty o s
YT FHIT ATEY T4 AT, | U (qirdsh e U TFiie arave
TS Fea ATy, TEIT ATCHAHTAT 3, |

wfarTar, ST o rafa

TRITYTE FSAT &9 & AT~aq TR g, fa|vsa
ATTar T Y& THIG a0a7 A8 a9 | o Ghd o ArgHa
SHTETET U= S(Aar 3T, Ua i 7 goma s&rs I A=
e, faury =y-gadT Ffeqrs srgaTs ITar |

AT I TR qoa

ufg dames s ersedr Q9T =0T, A= 99T

HAHET & Z(RY ATIEAH 399 G T ATG | FHETL 9-h
AT aTdid Iael TR9ad Tl Tad Thadiidd Icq+ arsd
e

GHTRTE T TTS-HTeT

T YAt ITed IEIU9 @ “UlE STeamaed Je7 Tiaame- § =1fg o
To-=TT faausa® UlaaTias T9ar @@ [Agr=aird aiaTer afg; =
Tdh ST TATIAR - A E S [ Yor-Tgfd 31fg o faavsas

YT AT IFqTAT SaTe-T597 AT A= S a1T Gehed A1 1”7

faeg - TN ET FHUE ST 2 - 74



e JTIET 8@ 6T IGII @ “qaTed Tad €T dad (g o

T - 3T [q@vead qo-T AGA ATg—Tdh IS T I deh-

TTEHIHTET, TET A& TG T8 -qToa | T a & ATAT=T 1"

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\T ITS-TUaor

T U Ted Igeunw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Navya-Nyaya is not the historical or
simple theoretical counterposition of deconstruction; it is
an independent realist-epistemological method of
analysis that can become a powerful interlocutor and

critic for the questions raised by deconstruction.”

ST & ol 31§ 7, G 89, |US 2, 37017 34; §eT

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |

faeg - TN B ET FHUE RS 9 - 75



T 35 — GHTET=AT ITATar

TS eqTgFH FTYF : The Parallel Uttarapaksa

A ITAST T T [oATSHT
FAFTAY 3T [q@USd ITATRTAT & o ST AGREAH
g, F9® TE® AT ST FETH 9T AT, | AA=AT (DT AT,

I GYFAT &FT 9, & aT87C B 3T & aTe Ji9aTd ATqITamd]

Al | T FEAHATIT faahaTe o7 e sATeqea e TITaaes Oy
TEAE ATTT § GIad deaTd T19 ad S |

srfcraar, §r4T ot Staf
BT ? ATHAH AT A9 sy srfafyad &rer ot erfira e

ST e AT, HET ATHTR S AT Fogs AT aredtas 113, |
TaTe & g9 T [Ty 29T IAIRNIT & SISATS AGITH: AT, |

HqUeATHI® TR qHa

IAT-HIAATIIE S T § THE T TIH @USH AGHE a97 SA1aT
& g | TRTAT TaT-faa=ee JaT o S8 Y9 Tadd
THTITTR T faasared T & FEIEr 9% 7@ |

GHIRTE T JTS-HT8 T

gef BT ITed Igeunyr @ “faavesd qae ggwaqur forer § Afg
5 ‘forg feaa afe’; T 3 7 & feaa ot s fegam wrer, &,
e, AT =1 Y910 &7 J/T |”

gef ATt ITed M I ¢ “TRER dh—uHd faaaTr
TEAAT (7 TS Fivg o IO 9o -faing §& AAfq & a=99q oAfa:
qHaTE, AR ATaTE o gedaTs S@aadr GH AT AT
e 1”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE FEESET (29 - 76



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof 3 9o Ig i ¢ “The central thesis of the

Parallel Uttarapaksa is this—the final aim of
philosophical critique is not emptiness, but error-
correctable reconstruction. Deconstruction is necessary
when a concept conceals its exclusions; reconstruction is
necessary when questions of public decision, knowledge,

justice, and history stand ...”

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMTY S9, | 2, AT 35; goF
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |

faeg - TN BET FHUE RS -9 - 77



AT 36 — T 3T T AT AT Hr?

FUT FeqTTF FI¥#F  : Are Knowledge and Power
Separate?

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
T =T 97 WET g gi=aq g, faurva: s@= et 59ard,

FTE, TAIUEAT STUAT TR HTEIT ATET & aidd Hvd

AT | TTaF Tl T G (g ATS & Gt Gl a4 Are; A
T BT S I T T Fae ST, aree o1 FaegmT grga
Afe | ATH0r a&ga U &15dg ATHTRE TR JoTe Hid A7 |

wiawar, §1T =1 e

Tfe gaT-5e = 99 AT @7 d &I aud g fqfarse
3t & 3reT~e Tfg Gahe | ITIS TRATOE TEITT T9dT 3T

HEITT ITANTd AT Thig I A8 | AT H ATIES, S

le\('IGIIG 3:|T‘4§‘=|ﬂh HEHAQ HAI[=HAI] ‘:lT@QI'\TIMCI aid HleAlH]
IETT B |
AT F ST T

qaadl ([qEusSHad ITIY& T T aredias GedT 3 o =T
9 AT, | FAFT=AY SMAada Fa-g[=ar aar-[ gy yord S

grad, faseT AfE )

QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
o HTIET 8@ IS0 : “Ufe sTeam&ed Jof STaaa- § A7, of
T 2 9T 36 FHa T G [eqe-AaioreaiT am== @

rfe, famrye: s T sfa /aearad A, i fid,
AT S oI ToTad f 1t |7
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e JTIET 8@ 6T IGII @ “qaTed Tad €T dad (g o
T3 AT T9F AT TH HT9H A1 1"

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\TT ITS-TU&0r

qeT AU e 3goner ¢ “The central thesis of this

chapter is that knowledge and power have a mutually
constitutive relation in many human institutions,
especially when knowledge measures, classifies,
normalizes, and administers individuals or

communities.”

qIETHY : TS5 ST&hY, HHFT=Y 29, @S 3, IATT 36; o
BT =1 IUT U ST |

faeg - TN BT ET S ST 9 - 79



AT 37 — ThlE TaT

FTST IFeqTTFH FTY¥H : Foucault's Archaeology

T ATAaT 3 aher oaTSHeT
~ - [ ~
FEIEO AR RERTIC I HIGETED FIAT a1 [dHATcHe (44 <«9d

Afg ST HIT FUT I, A (G9T GRIF T & FATIFT g7 a9, THT
frateor v w1fg | sfaas ThaTTad T& & &rsfag &5 F-

HTEITE AR HATTTar @S Ud AT Sfaama-Tgid 7, |

o9® Ulg Tg(aa Jad aaiud g9a-Ag9q o fa=sam =

AT BT

wiawar, §rET =T 9

TG® A TTALradhd T & AcATTd ST FUA ST o A9 rod]
AT TREdTE HU T FHAA AT A AT, | FaAw TH7 Fe1 =T,

ST Ao S Fafd ot ? § 9T I Iaad eI reTd

AT 3T | UfdeTias frEvsH @ived EqET &a AAE T
THTOT g1 21 |

AT AR ST Th o=

FAATT IR, STerdh I RTr o & AT eaH Uly e
ITANT T AT, | Tahld FTAAT FANTAT T e sfaam
HEY T SATREHERATE I: ATST |

QAT T ITS-9T8T

qoT ATl Ted IGII @ “Tahld Tacad Hol Ta9ma § g
I -8 haer Afads ARy ar faavas yorer sfasmad afg
TAT; FIAET U Faaag faaeicrs @v==mT Tae gr5d ot of
F [T FTact ST G TG, & T G TG, FIT FATHOT
HTT, o &I 9 JEa0T Afg—3 SiAd id o 1fg 1"

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS 29 - 80



qoT AT ITed 6T I ¢ DT Ied €T dnd ATS, o
fawr /wat (subject) = @& (author) & Frafad /remr €9
=rfita (bracket) #3a Q@ A=ET Gfhaar (agency), rfadmr
(intention) =1 gu=eirerar (creativity) & =i 31fs; I”

FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

gt U 9o Ia ¥ : “The central thesis of Foucault's

archaeology is that a field of knowledge is not constituted
only by individual intentions or by a direct history of
ideas. Statements appear within rule-governed
discursive structures that delimit what topics can be
spoken about, who can speak, which concepts are valid,

and which ...”

e : =5 ST&hY, G &9, "0 3, 30T 37; Jof

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 38 — WA SfATH for@aT®: < &

FUT FeqTTF F1¥#  : Genealogy: Another Way of
Writing History

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
yTfereR STfeae =vor JaaTE faerT s o) | Isfeas AT, 999,
HAT-HE 7 AT TRufae AT § ATIEIME T -Taq

@ 15T AT, | AG® A I 'H TRATT G HaHT T T34
3zaq BT |

ey, T o st

AT STHREHAT T T a9 FNT-TEG AT 18 715 |
FIT-FEY, G-I 34T fafar-aiaaas e qaavEr &4 s
HEIT 7T 90T TR ART e 311 | faerdT Fie, fa<i=r o
T S AT JI7 TET &7F g9Taciid AFar Id A1, |

AT AR ST Th o

Tiehldh AT (IH® T HeT@usSs Tad = fid Alg,; e
T FTATISTS IATT 3T GHYH JIT I2ad AT, | GHETT Zlaard -
g ufy § Tgfas ST Sia-Traure €397 graaTs Jrar |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

gef AT ITed IGIUI @ “TuTadid Jo TfaameeT § 31fg of
TAATT G&IT /AT ATNETT, TTRIqd a7 TRE T AT
TR HTHE T 8T G AT 17

faeg - TN BTET S RS (9 - 82



qoT AT Ied 6T I ¢ “TfEe deh—aunaet &3 /qed
(origin) & @&t favrer & o1fg ST IS 95 d17, ST
TEAT AT SAamdd qaieid qie Ao o |”

HUSIT qAHY T TSI

gt U 9o Ig ¥ : “The central thesis of genealogy

is that it can be mistaken to treat present institutions or
concepts as inevitable, natural, or the outcome of linear
progress. Their history is often made through contingent

turns, struggles, relations of power, and changes of use.”

qIETHY : TS5 STdHY, A=Y 29, S 3, AT 38; Jo
BT =1 IUT U ST |
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AT 39 — FFITH, RIS 1T FTHTA TR

U eqTgF F1¥#  : Discipline, Surveillance and

Normalization

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
FIETRE HATITH FH id ATS, | 9o aUSHh 97 (89T 94T (8,

QITeT, ST, o gaaariaer o A9avd ATISIe A ad

FTSTarurer AT g9 AT | ST QTR0 Sidd AT FTeH®
ITd UF AT TIATRT R AT, |

farar, €T 1 vt
TI& A& SN e Afwcaara gferaor, arase gear sm

~ ~
AHIA [d9HN A 24ndl H&l ad 31'3 | AT T ATATHTh

ATATIAT T AT Feh? TR T, & ST ST Fehel, 3T FeheT

T FEAT AT T80—% U O75 519 | A (H10T 3T 36T
T TA TR A= [T s erfa amr= a9 |

AT TR T
faarmere, fsfSeer T o g yorme= fars faeer

T AT 3T | AT ddrer T srfeaa sty
fg, ‘9T FEIT HIT TR ATHTT TA9T ATS " A0 |

QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
o HTIET 8@ IGIUT : “Ufe ST=am&d gof STaaa- § Afg, of

HTITHATHE T AT dH? I, GHT, T, AT, RIS AT ATH-

firerord s IIFEAT HaH qAT-ET Al |”




FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that disciplinary power is a subtle form of
power that shapes a person's body, time, movement,

habits, skills, and self-observation.”

e : =5 ST&Y, G a9, "0 3, 30T 39; Jof
BT =1 ST U ST |
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TSI 40 — T, €T 2T JTT

FUT FeqTTF FI¥F  : Body, Institution and
Knowledge

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
AT Tdh AT Sifadh arediaadT, Mol siiada T4 T e
FITTehTuTeR B 3T, | TTd (T TS TR ST /i o7fe;, JaT

YT STETATA, I, TAT 31 qHTSS [THqE TS A6

STTE=ATE 3T qeid 31, | s Uls e &% Talg AT
“fafafa we=w afs emew ST S

wfaqroer, §HET = srafa
fafecar-fagms g fFsavys aar-au &g e &7 s
BT & T AT, | AE IAS TN Y Td, TIST 97 ATq9am™

AT ARTHS AT JTaF ATE &d: g 18 &5 | SIS
IR a4 AT |

AT AR ST\ e

IATT 36T F-0T FHF=T I JTEdgd €T S0 w7, |
Frehld ATHT TR (qa= SATTHT UfaaTiEa SATcHeH & S 21T
HATHEF TreT AT AT, |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

T AT TTed IGI9 @ “UlE TA=d T Aaae § 311g o
I Sfaa ZuT, SITae ST9a 3 §8IRTa i T —di &7 97
THET T 3fg 1"
fafeeadi srfg—nme o s et e, 984T = 94T 9%
HATIH: T ARcaT-[aad TEgear ®FAN T Tahd AT, |”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that the body is present simultaneously on
three levels—biological reality, lived experience, and
institutional classification. Treating any one level as the

whole produces an incomplete philosophy.”

ST & ol 317, G 89, |Us 2, 377917 40; 7T
BT =T IUeTe STUSIT ST |
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INATT 41 — FT 3 AT SFAETH-g e

U IegTgF F1¥FH  : Foucault and the Parallel
Historical Perspective

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
TRl [T AT UTaAT &1 IA T Al FTASTER IFTTAT I
3 feg; a7 ST & a9 &9 1 97 Jfg | dTa®

HAMTY STTaTae AT {1, aifiaoa aT o (4o =fas

T8~ SN S | GoaTITa AT TeTdh TeThi, Hida Fa7dl

T e fardT maTE TS TeT B i |
wiarTer, AT ST I

HAT-T87 ATHH FHATTEH HAT I T STAaT hdd Tcddh a9

AT FAT (S, | HEAT (g, TRARNT A I qTEq 9 A5
T HET ® G TG, o TRAHT (TR It=q i | s

ST Sfagds aeaTa T, Atfad SYfd, T AT 3T JT-a

ATRST THHHT [quaq=T e, FT-TRT AT Tl a6
i |

AT TR T

FT-T9T [T § AT I1e T9w @S U7 S(dard-
g o Ja- fafad gunfaa fva o1fg) | AT sav-smgfas aga
YT T AT, of FIdd AATEAT FT A AT -HALUS GMET TAA
TET

HTATH T ITS-HT8T

T AT TTed IGI9 @ “hahld ST T 9T S(aare dretd
arfeg, HaT ‘BTYET &9 gegd THI0 qig "

faeg - TN BTET FHUE FEESET 29 - 88



T AT Tred 38T IEIUIS ¢ “TATeE TEeT €T dad At o
Far-Aa sfaar aar /e tas ao aq Al ST Fer, #Afe,
IV, TSR 3T GEITTT ITATS T WS STATET 31 1”7

AU GHHE : II\T ITS-ILraor

g U 9o Ig ¥ : “Foucault's inspiration opens

histories of the margins, but the 'margin’ is not itself
proof of truth. Oral memory, women's songs, workers'
experience, defeated communities, non-state documents,
and local languages are important sources; their date,
context, version, transmission, bias, and mutual

corroboration must...”

qIETH : TS5 ST, THMTY 9, JUs 2, AT 41; JoT
e =1 IYeTe SAUSIT T |

faeg - TN BT ET FHUE RS 29 - 89



AT 42 — ITC-AYAHAT & AfG?

TS FeqTTFH FT¥H  : What Is Postmodernity?

T AT T The Jearsh

IAT-ATYAHAT & TdheT fqarmaas aryord= i, qradifas sfa-
&, Feure s o Tt wiaisteea e fafay e Ta /e
T AT | TE® AT I & BT RId BT — N ea9e

FATAT FRT ATHAh qT8T G A1, ? TAT TEAITd H9 A4

e GrAd AT, Td=T Gcddh T 3= 18 Fe |

wiawar, T =T 9

A E® TTUE® ATIETS 09T GRT (g, | IoeT AT Haara Tcd®
ATHE fa=ma 3g& AFar =TI aiEshE g97 Gad A3, |
BT ATHES AT AT AT AT SR ATaST 1 hEted
T 1T =AY TreuEn T B |

HAUATHIS TR qFa=

ZVaT = T Fer SIS U sae TRess Yo ot gar
TFH-SHId T ATg 815 | GHMT=AY T9=T TH0 (qiadar aaad
e 9T = "9raa At |

GHIRTE T JTS-HTeT

T YAt ITed IEIN9 @ “UlE STamad Jo7 qiaame § o1fg o
IAC-TYAHRAT ToheT MG 18, AT Ad ATaHTHEHAT, TITT-FHT,
Fg, (EIT T29T, Ut SATEAT T faiHiaea® TRefydae Jeoh
faferr Fermes afar =g 1”

qof BT ITed @7 IGII @ “Arfeat 77 — oY 9T
I H AATAE TG, Tog -AH AT, BT a9 Terar

faeg - TN BET FHUE RS 29 - 90




AT ATCHEHTAT TR R A1 HET T -SSR, THT-FR T =1
TRET-farT STreraTaTe e At |

HUSIT qHHY  TA(TT ITS-TER0r
qo AU e Igeuier : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that postmodernity is not a single doctrine; it is
a family of diverse doubts raised against modern
universality, narratives of progress, the centre, stable
identity, single interpretation, and the transparency of

representation.”

e : =5 BT&hY, G &9, "0 3, AT 42; Jof

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 43 — TIISTT AT AGTSATAIR Afq¥aTe

FUT eqTgF FI¥#  : Lyotard and Incredulity
toward Metanarratives

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
T d HeA-favaad Afqvame A THmH 6 oot
FIATRTAT—WITIT, iT AT FGTT—IT I Jead AT, | oT@d Ui

AT T STTARAT A8, TIATHR ATTRTER A0S THETT

qa BT | R Jifvs e o FemT =Ed 0F A7 99 s T
Tt UE Ul gives Jifgs aor o1fs |

wrferTar, ST o erafa
A AET S AR a7 (BT faarge e &1 a4a? T
e TS 3T AF® AFITE UldaTias Faa Aa $9T A8 aaid
aTET |

AATIASR T TR TH

IAC-ATYAd GUIF T TINT Tiaet @usah TRAT-AT TS

Afqear & Tsa AT | AN AT 31 AfqeTa [Ty STl of
FIAT FaT [EqwE U (g, gvT-feferes fa=w g8 duvs favr

Al |
QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
o HTIET 8@ IS0 : “Ufe ST=amaad Jof STaae- § A7, of

FEa HaTATT - & SSTdhdT A8, IaT &T THRITIHRT-
faory =rfg)”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE FEESET 9 - 92



e HIET qTed @Y IEI0N9 ¢ “Ifee qaTed IO —dTHAT Afad

frgr= ATavg® &1 Ghd #ATe, HaT T Haredqd Uaartasd

ATRETIAT gTET Afg 9Tar|”
AU GHHE : II\T ITS-ILraqor

T U 9ed Igeumw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Lyotard's opposition to metanarratives is
not anarchy of knowledge; it is opposition to monopoly
over legitimacy. No single narrative—scientific progress,
nation, class emancipation, civilizational destiny,
market, religion, or technological development—can

become the final ...”

QBT 55 STHY, HHFTY &9, |0 2, AT 43; g

BT 31T IqeTer TS 74T |
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IHTT 44 — TEITC: IAET, AT =T -
TYTHAT (hyperreality)

TSI TEFTTF Y& : Baudrillard: Simulacra, Media
and Hyperreality

o WTaST o Tahe oIS o
Fifgama IfaeT o Goha-odd [qa a99d ATS, o IJTHIFT-
qERiaH a5 ITENTE Afaiad gia, Ffaser o1 g vaa

AT gAq AT, | ATHH S qRFET T (q ATHaS qHT AFF
et &t gaa «1fe; wfaffaas saT TEs =T Uiy

AR Hi7g AT, |

yforoar, §AT o Ayt

FTr-TamIaT® aTeded ifdsd sTa GET ‘& "IYuIT JEe 00
T, v, (9T a1 =iavure Jerd IR Iutd & |

[l ~

Fefeet SfaeTd STaaT STET AT, HaT &9 B9 HaaW aed o,

THT THATI AT AT Hed | Tedd ATIT-5TT &5
FEuTaaH T A8 |
AT T TR qoqe

HIFATAIe® Hehd -[aH9 Tad ITATEAT-AaT 7 Hifsar faveryor

AT AT, | TIH FUSH TITHATE AT AN [SioTeed I a1
TfE A=A 37 AT s S99 ST |

QHIRTE T TTS-HT8T

T oAt ITed IEIUN9 @ “UlE Seamad Je7 Tiaame- § =1fg o
FHfea A& /I3 & ITHIFT-ATHH A [Fad arfad
I T & AT T hae ITANRT AT HIHT HT (8, ATHATAR
Haa-AoT (sign-value) &ror ggr ITATRTa &5 31, 1”

faeg - TN BET FHUE ST 29 - 94




e JPIET qTed @Y IGI ¢ “TfEd aTed I —agaE
SYFNT ‘ST Afg &E €97 qig, yfafqtaer /gaas S@aT nEs
AATAT €I A& FeAardr |”

HUSIT qAHY T TSI

T U 9ed Igeumw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that Baudrillard emphasizes the power of
signs in modern and postmodern consumer-media
society: objects are consumed not only for utility or price,

but also for social sign-value.”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T I, |UE 3, T 44; 9T

BT =17 IqeTer TS 71T |
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T 45 — g I el &l?

FUT FegTIF FT¥FH  : Has Truth Ended?

o WTAT o T [oATS 6T
IAT-ATY A& ATATTATR HT T AT Alg ¥oT; T, [57a,
I TE e ST61d T SIS T | @ TT, ARY AN,

TNT 3T AT (e &7 a94d ST | &A1 J1T T84T g1gas
TATHE qTeT T Teha A TG —HET TeIeTar [Madre TfaTer 3

ATA-T19F AAITHAT 5ed 17 |

wiawar, T =T 9

T oI ® GIAT haet G197 A, T S 3 oI H HE FaTd

Afas wife ged | IeeT faferse & Iueres Jom™ gt sr-fafg
AT M 3T | ST /9, Seer ST 9 UfaaTad Syt
HAT FHTT-TGIT ARG B Fverar e o9 Jfe-gura
FTETH THEA AT |

AT H TR qFT

AT &9 & 9T [qaadre Ufg na&s e €99 I
2T gra o1t | A = sfasmae Sae-smyfas go=ia fqurT

& AT s Wi AT |
QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
o HTIET 8@ IS0 : “Ufe sTeamad gof Sfaae- § 1fg, of

o0& A= A8 Ho; AcT-]ET 9¢ T (Shae EET 07 /FAA T
aer 1”

T HTMEAT TTed 6T I © “Tfeet aqerd Ia7—aed a4
& Hane 217, HaT A ® T5 o & TR afg |”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS 29 - 96



FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT s 9Ted 3gunsr : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that truth has not ended; rather, the old naive
confidence placed in truth-claims has ended or
weakened. Language, institutions, power, and media
mediate access to truth; they do not abolish the existence

of truth.”

qIETH : TS5 ST, THMT=L 9, JUS 2, AT 45; Jo
T T IUSTeT AU 71T |
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AT 46 — fagrTer, SfagTe o o=y
AT

FTST FTegTTF FT¥#F  : Science, History and
Postmodern Critique

T ITAST T T [oATSHT

FasT Ua STHTioTa S8dT 3 S-S = (q19rse T-9gq g7
g, | IS ITHIT, [T, ITSeT =T Tdhro=a aar-a7=-r
s femm srfae s ot Tl gafas Araas aeqara gfawrT

ufy gmrfere fatoe qare =t | aas fages sfagmes se=ema
fagmer-faerdT frseyer fg aeaa sir)

wiawar, §rET =T 9

IS TEAfas Sfaard a9aTad 313 TR a7 UEd ATeqcdh
HHMT gAT9 A1 | UaT W Ao sfagmas 5 |
HETTqUT, T AIE qITGd geAT Joa A8 ®UA T G | S

frorTas FEEr a9aT® aTar |

HqUeATHa® T T qe=r

qEadt Hegd A TR AT HAdaTid a7 ded Al |
fefSeer ac, IgTe TumdaTe o &0 gig awa=T A=
FUEE Ufg fqmsed AIram &7 |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

T ATV ITed IGIe @ “UfE Fq=d G IqIa 5 A1g o
fasr amTfee 5T gar ot o Tum-sies faferse vgfa @=5r1”

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS 29 - 98



qoT ATl ITed SE7 I ¢ “TaTed Iied €7 a5TH-E
TR ATg—(aa™ /89T T A a&® o [ag=a aeqid
ITATST o 3HfeheT; Torae i (electron), fasmor (virus), ug, S
(gene) ar faaaf1® 9z (tectonic plate) araTieTa FuT AfE 1"

FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qeT 3 9Ted 3gurnsr ¢ “The central thesis of this

chapter is that science is both a social institution and a
distinctive method for testing reality. Its social history
does not make scientific facts arbitrary; nor does its

methodological power exempt it from social criticism.”

ST & ol 31§ 7, G 89, |Us 2, 37017 46; 7T
BT =T IUeTe STUSIT ST |
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AT 47 — GHTATAY S9H IAT

FUT FeqTTF FT¥#  : The Response of Parallel
Philosophy

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
A=Y T9d I07 § ATqaTash AR ®d (G T degdh

HIH THATUTTRT 3T T & gIChI0d AT (ol g7 | g1
FHT AT AT &l G (g, T T TRIUE Had [qUaTTaae

e | @ FEEHT, AT 3T ATaAa Furga a a9 argard
I qHES a9d S |
farar, €T 1 vt

TEHHATIHAT A HTEOr (6T A | ST U S ol AT
AT FET & AT A RST 3 AT, d 19 aoT qaY U grad?

qaT Tifsas A& T A1% Afaa =17 Afg | Ufg J5d A9
g gEd |

AT IR TR G

IAT-AT & [aaTed T=a7 TIH GUsSH: 91d AT Y AR

Tl 9 =t | s fesas g9 Uiy qFeves Te-ATATHS: €7
TrAd Al |

FHIYTE T TTS-HT8T

T T ITed IS @ “TET FRITEAT Ag, ATq-ardadrars

—&7 gISEaTUr 79T 9, &Y STAaTH 39T T, T Afaadr 9=
A, &7 fage 319 afaam, &7 9fg= o1 e 1"

faeg - TN B ET FHUE gEESE v - 100



qoT AT ITed 6T G @ IR ad—aTToET FEHHEE
ey (epistemic resource) & & =1fg, THHHEES
fawraTfase (epistemic privilege) & g 1”

HUSIT AR : I TTS-TXraqor

o U ITed I8 : “A second possibility is extreme

relativism—each perspective has its own truth, each
history its own story, each morality its own community,
each science its own paradigm, each identity its own
rules. Such a position can weaken public evidence,

justice, accountability, and shared criticism.”

ST & ol 317, G 89, |Us 2, 377e01q 47; 7T

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |
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AT 48 — gHfeaT: THT &4 qAeT fqua?

FUT FEqTTF FT¥#F  : Hermeneutics: Why Is
Understanding Itself a Problem?

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o

;M ITTATeE -1 T (G | Ted 3T Higd A@ahdh 79
gfafafT afy, Tew FaqmT sfasarr afg | @ Uiy Ter

ThaT IO T Ulaaras T, AaTE O il qarad
ssd B

ey, T o st

FTATH UTAaIaadT S @ HUTATIL It /AT Tedad AT
TS FE AGIAF ATG, | HoT I, THIT, T=T-T&IT 3 FGarr -
ATegad AT faar farfaer-agnT” §a¢ €9« AT 18 dahd A1 | 57
;T AAEAT 1 o =7 9mET |

AT ® T T qear
ST =fg | MW o1 Rerae ufg afhar & 8T, g2 3 r
AATTATR (o AT T4 BT |

THTATH qoT ITS-HT8T

T BT ITed IGIU @ “UfE 3reama& gof TiaTes § 31fg; of
g=19 [Afona afafafT afg; gw=, @9, 9T /9T, TET, 99T =1
JAITe U HaTaTcHa® ThRaT 311, |7
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qoT ATl Ted SET I ¢ “TaTed T €7 TEaarar
g —afs sareaT UfaaTiad [ Eara-AT9e, 6T &l Tedd T
gga (objective method) #&i?”

U GHRE : IF (T ITS-qXq0r

T U Ted Igeunw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that understanding is not passive copying; it is
a dialogical process of question, fore-understanding, text

or event, context, language, and re-examination.”

qISTH : TS5 ST, THMT=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 48; HoT
e = ST FUST 3TTTT |
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AT 49 — TTSTHAT: T AT [Eare

FUST FegTgHF FT¥F : Gadamer: Tradition and Fore-
understanding

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
;M WHEETE AT W96 AT 987 27 | ffasr-aamme onf sraT
sfas™ @@ s Teer & 91T &9 (g, s (W= ufaaras
TYTE HaTeH JaaTdd 9T a999 g | of9d 5 a7 =<7
TEAT B |

wfaqroer, §HET = srafa

T 99T I 16 GHTE 10T T THAd ST AR aq
s ferfa st | afs s qor fqvaast=ar &=q: arf &1, §

Sifer, fT srrar gae-afeshra giaae AT 98 | o =99

qaHE® UldaTiad s 3T GG TSad AT TH TR are
T 9T |

AT H TR v
gHgfeaad AR RE G0 0T UfaaTiad TaHruTs €7 TE0

e T | Raava TTegil o se=-Tcs faa= 1T sreamas

TfE WOETER ST TR AT |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

T HTTET qT8d IS0 TSt ‘qaf- g’
(prejudice/Vorurteil) srsas 3r 1= (91T AT Al8; TR
HARI® qaoToT Ear 1"

qoT BT ITed @ IGIUII ¢ “TaTerd e €7 JHEIaral]
TG —IFIT 3 AT  RETHERAT A= (q9aTH, €@ =T
ATIHRT-TAT & [T T Fehel AT, |”

faes - oy B19T aHUE aEERT e - 104




FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U ITed Ig ¥ : “Gadamer's term 'prejudice’

(prejudice/Vorurteil) does not mean blind bias alone; it
also means the prior assumption from which
understanding begins. We do not read any text with a
completely empty mind—language, education, tradition,
prior experience, questions, genre, and historical

knowledge are already active. The ...”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T T, |UE 2, ITATH 49; g

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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ITT 50 — F&RIIT: 918, Td & 1T SqTeAT

U IegTgFH FTYF  : Ricoeur: Text, Symbol and
Interpretation

T TTAST 3 T AT RT

T qres dEaa [T AfHaTT o Tead S=g< $9aT 4
AT QTSI ST &7 AT BT | Teitehedh agea4qar 2m
AT GO TS a7 THIH T F7aTdh TRFar & Al | ufg di=
I qad @ THIT B [G9T TTed 99 s GRITaT @I Gahd S |

waraer, AT ST I
qTe FEHE AT JAT T Sfaa-fag Tty | arfafeas = o

I Fqd FFaT YT AT AT | GHRIA T TTedha aTi-
AT 3T Jof A@eheh FATVHTT T TS ST AT AT
ITYETET g9 |

AT ST GFaT
TTSTHYE T9arId GaTad &7 Raaed gr-fgeayor g3q =1fs; |

AT AR -TTedh ATIRNE AT TIAT Ufg aTded Hqaria €7
il

TS T TS-HTeT

qof BT ITed I @ “Rard gof sfadres § 1fg; of 118
SraEd T ST quia: duer iy, R o /sfamme /T &
qUId: Flee dar A1 |”

gof AT ITed | IGIUII @ “SATAT gHaTd [aerdT Jfg;
FaTE AT faere 1 1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g 3UST 9o Ig ¥ : “Ricoeur's central thesis is that a

text is not completely bound to the author's private
intention, but neither is it completely cut off from author,
history, or language. Written text creates distance;
because of this distance, the structure of the text and its

possible meanings can be examined independently.”

qIETH : 5= ST, THFT=Y 9, JUs 2, AT 50; Jo
HTTET AT ITTe US|
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I 51 — TGS ATIITT TATH ITehd

FU eFTTH F1¥#F  : Authorial Intention versus the

Reader's Meaning

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o

A STV ¥ HEeTqur JATr 31fg, srfeae =g afy;
TTedd A9 3 Udh RTaAT (g, THTIGa T TTIaT afg | @
Uty TET 4T & o5 fd g | faama are, ST, e o
ATRSIT H ATTHTT-TETE® VT AT &7 dehel ATS;; Tl 9 f&=r
TF gt AT FESY 924 |

wiawar, §1T =1 e

TTEHE T qT TEATIAT HEATH HA TTed Toael HATHR T A8
EIST; TTedd ATHT THTIITAT IAT T Ufdariaed arar &d: FHTura
T | aeT® EETaT AGRT ATIITT, o TRIaeAT a1 ATera
WY& Sfde aTfacasr a9¥ I aad 31, |

AT A ST\ GFaT

s GHETAY S9d ATeT-3TUsiT S9T=avd U § STaT
AT AAITH (G, | Thig aT9d ITead AU 999 HT ddhdh

T e Gehd AT T AT M¥ded qq=aE 918 387 |

TS A TS-9Ted

o AT Ted I ¢ BT a99d JoT TIa9ma- § A
T@hE ATHITT 3T F TecaIur TATT AT, TATTIST A(8; e
I ATATHS GRITGAT AT, T a5 Sog<dr 415 "

T BT ITed @7 IGIUI @ “TET T —d@dd ol AT
AT ATASATd WY& 3 ST T§ qhd A1, |7
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U e Ig e : “Parallel Philosophy's central

thesis is this: authorial intention is important evidence
for meaning, but not supreme authority; the reader's
meaning is an interpretive possibility, but not evidence-
free licence. The text is a public mediating structure

between author and reader.”

qISTH : TS5 STHY, THFT=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 51; go
HTTET AT ITTe US|
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T 52 — T ATSH-90 9T

FUST IeqTgFH F1Y¥H : The Indian Commentary
Tradition

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o

FHTH, ATITIE a0 SHGT 1 ([Fga [qadd oo 31 |
TaTer -3 Ted [FH TfaTerd gaef €97 T dedld AT S
g | T qof AT, 9T, ST 31 AAEd a9 TeTT A

Tifgd TS G7=T €99 a9d S |

ey, T o st
TAF—% [y afg Faed | o7 @@& o WadT AR S a9
fafsra U T & THETT-EAT Zfe Gha AfS, | T dFhad da-
THAT AT ATIAT ATATEH T-Fa7d H& AAT ATHA T o

TMIITH AT |

AT AR ST \Th GFaT

M-I ToTq9s GaTed Tad 9T Sa T 6 99
TSI R AT, | AN AT A& g A cadd T Ja& Y

afg, T ATERE A 104 |

FHIATE T TTS-ared

gof BT ITed IGIUI ¢ “UfE sreamasd got wiadres § 3fg; of
WA MTST-9VERT S-S0 qT (g, ST-9equr, ah-(aed,
afeg 1"
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qoT AT Ted 6T G @ “TaTer-3aiTed Tgiq aHmETr=aT
T A (@O Agwaqur fg: faondt 7ad SHafs FFs a9aa
qE; IET AT g8 €T (A AT &%, T@T AA AT FE |”

HUSIT TS AT TSIO8I

T U Ted Igeunw : “The central thesis of this

chapter is that the Indian commentary tradition is not
only a method of preserving meaning, but also an
institutional method of testing meaning, expanding
argument, constructing counter-positions, redefining

concepts, and generating intellectual innovation.”

ST & ol 31& 7, G 89, |US 2, 31T 52; {eT

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |

faeg - TN B ET S RS - - 111



T 53 — fAfueTs wTeant tHweT SATeETHS
I (hermeneutic practice) H¥ €qH?

FUT FeqTTF FI¥#F  : Mithila's Sastrartha as a
Hermeneutic Practice?

o WTaST o Tahe oIS o
U TR e AT | TEs AT AT E HATATITT R
UTaaTa® AR A8, T-Teud ST AT AT 14
i | afarers i gier ae==T Fva Jr =R faerg 9fy,
fafure SameTT Tl

wfaroer, §1T o eyt

T E UfqaTiad IR &deT SAqH(T 99T ST, S GRS
FTadra =ar dad aEils GiAd ®id S, F i TEI AT, |
TH-HaTaH I ARI T TITT FTENH A7 A8 HeTdd
ST | ATHTTOT ST Ig2 0T (a7 g ‘qemaferar’” sreaer
T s S Ia9T a9 A= |

AT AF TR TR I

gHg[caq [avTTa ITHER IR -q19=Tcd HaTad aifgd I
T TS fv . AT, | ARTAT A= Tew S g T4 T
TUT ATTIF AT T :d A, |

qHTYTE ol TTS-ATed

T HTYEAT TTed IGI9 @ “Ule TA=d J IqIeT 5 A1S, o
I, TH-TLW 3T AATer-Ga1ed Uh Sa o Ao T 3T
EIH I8 AT A AT, |
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qo AU 91 Igeuier : “The central thesis of this
chapter is that Mithila's sastrartha should not be read as
a historical precursor of modern hermeneutics, but as an
independent Sastric practice of understanding meaning,
testing arguments, and engaging with counter-positions.

Comparison is fruitful at the level of problems; claims of

»

QST TS5 SR, HHMTY 9, U 2, ;AT 53; Jof

BTreT 21T IqeTo AUSIT 4T |
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INATT 54 — Shihe EheT

IS TEFTTH F1¥#  : The Frankfurt School

A ITAST T T [oATSHT
Shehthe hold He g ®dol Ud G (gl A8, GHTsd Toaal
T AT, GEh{d, GAT T TqTh GHEa-H JTTaTh

~ [
HATATH S FATITET AT | grATiord fage qeeramsr das
YT (Y g9 BT, FOT ATEIS (a9 FA19T UfaaTa®

AMIITHAT § Ta19d ared AT |
sfarTar, ST o rafa
AATEAT AT &9 [T Faer [T afT g 1t gar

T | AT HTOT, AR {OR A 3T ATFad ATHTH TGra=

faferse sfagmae war 9w | faameas Wiavs fafas qa6 o&
gofed Agr—® €17 T HEHA AT |

AT AR ST Th GFaT

il HAT-[TIATR TTS] Shehhe Thel Udh (e AHTN S

AR TEfT ad A | 3y faaae sreafaenT stfmr
IrATI g fawr e o1 |

QHIRTE T TTS-AT8T
T AT ITed IGIe @ “UfE Tq=d J IqIe 5 Aq1g 5

Shahthe Thotdh SITHT qa<d &HT Ud A7 (g, I A =T S

ATHTd T ATITEAH 1 AT ToT& T AHT
ufagTiae e, ofe (e, §=mra |aar, g gias o1,
AT ST TS 3T SINd Afdd e T 37 FAIfS Ig; 3

Fsave Jlaaardr GTaqTs T999 AT A8 §e |”

faeg - TN B ET FHUE gEES T v - 114



qof AT Ied 26T I @ “1930 gur@ ATt gar-fae

e SfAaTded ToTe 9 9afoT oA |”
JUST A : I ITS-TU&T

o7 AU I8 Iguner : “The second problem concerned

the limits of Marxist theory. Economic exploitation and
class conflict remained important, but relations of
production alone did not fully explain the attraction of
fascism, the psychological discipline of the family, mass
culture, nationalism, antisemitism, consumerism, or the

deeper ...”

qIeTH : TS5 317, AHMI=Y 9, JUS 2, 3T 54; Jo

BTreT 21T IqeTo AUSIT 4T |
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AT 55 — EIEISAT AT A1 : Ay fqasws
ATHTATAT

FUST FEFTTF FTY#H  : Horkheimer and Adorno: The
Self-Critique of Modern Reason

T TTAFT A1 T AT hT
EMETSHY o ASHIS A& ([qad A=T ([daded qHT TR
qfE, ST ATIATRET Ggaad (U AT, | THid 31 AT 6 Fdo

= arae amaTs Tgia et ST B9 S
SIS T | e T &aT o Afas Igvgs fsar W aer o
Eapd

wiawar, §rET =T 9

T AT a1 F9mEfd e @996 Ui €7 a9a
AT ATa T AT | AT B9 vy oo fafarse

TSI, FEITT T=1 o (Faw sAfeas ared sedr Al 309 d

‘o9& TdeT ATTET FAT & T A8 | HAT 3T AA AR

JfH&T I 98T Gl Ifdan® i Aevs aTa |

AT AR ST Th el

T IaTealad ARTRTE UfaaTfad EI=70d 1T 2 Tad Afda
Hhed Y ITEIT 5q ATS, | HARTH® ([dddd ANTAT [GaMT Tig
et ygfad stifere gerar 3 =1t

QHTATS T ITS-HT8 T

gof BT ITed IGIUI @ “UfE sreamae got giqdres § 3fg; of

EETEHY 3 ST A faadd Fara afg, AFT dgi=Ed &9F
HATEAT BT AT, "
e AT ITed TE IO ¢ “HTaT ae—(antisemitism) &

fawevrT (irrational hatred) # smTfste §¥==T, (projection),
(authoritarian personality) =T y=T& SIS et |”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g U 9o Ig v : “The second problem concerns

the broad use of the word ‘Enlightenment’. Horkheimer
and Adorno do not treat it merely as an eighteenth-
century European movement; they extend the term to
the much older tendency to use knowledge to classify the
unknown and make it predictable and controllable. This

breadth strengthens ...”

e : =5 ST&hY, G a9, "0 3, AT 55; Jof

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 56 — ATFAST: ITATEFAT FHTST AT TH-AATHT
A

FUST IeqTTF FT¥H  : Marcuse: Consumer Society
and One-Dimensional Man

T ITAST T T [oATSHT

HTH & Th-AIHT AT (99 s A=itd I
TEGT-FHATOE ST T T ®Ld AT, | FET faeraed gfaaf=aa
FIETH GIT FGAT [GTIT, AT AT STSTEENT AT v qoTiEal

FIA AT | TEIdd AT A Fredias AT SAfdd =¥ Ug
AT T AT |

wiawar, §1T o1 e
IR 89 [0 g2 Jq4T {7 F2 IR aredfas g,
STTRTIT, T 3 TRAT T&T Gl 1S | “F=aT STevaq’ & [ dade

FTIaTE SET? § Y9 =T STRTad T Sfas = a9

T & g AT, | P @ I Yo TR ATHT qH qTe
Tfg ST

AT AR ST\ GFaT

Shehthe Ehold G AT UdT AT Sa-eh §=g -8 =T 9

C

TR AT | Sy H=-2rariie fasa o fefsreet st
TATIF faamad TaT T & |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

e JIET qTed IGIU : “Ufy st gof Sfaamee § =1fg; of
TS A& ST=ITTE JHTSd fde A& ATeT (8, T=51-
AT sraeT = 9o d Al 1"
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qoT AT TTed 6T G @ “HTFISd STIaT Iod AT
HATS (e dhael a94q Ag; A (s fag a3 o9 \fiaw
qATRET Tar & Al 7

AT T TR e

o 3TN Tl Ig ¥ : “Marcuse’s problem is not

simply ‘buying more goods’. In consumer society,
production, advertising, work discipline, entertainment,
mass communication, political language, and
technological organisation can combine to produce needs
that an individual experiences as his or her own, but that

are in fact socially formed. ...”

QBT TS5 ST, HHMTY &9, U 2, AT 56; o
FTTET 3T ITTeT SUST 3T |
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AT 57 — §TIAH: HATQ(CHS [qd®

IS FTETTTF Y& : Habermas: Communicative

Reason

T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT
ETAHTH HaTaTcHE [qaRgT ST d ddher hadel ATE=ITd 0T
AT T BT | FIT I GEAT-EgH O GRITEAT, a6 aaTd

ITVRTACT 3T ATATTRd TRIETNT ATEI HaEH 6ivg 31, | T@d Ule
qMEUE Alhd—ad Graa (- [Uas Jred S |
wfarTar, ST o erqfa

. : " e, For, s T Forar
IR g & FE IRTER S =T e aad o1t |
TAWI TS T AT TITT (5, TAGTR areaiad qaqe T

TaTa W T AEvFRAr Al | faaawgur forer qeT geafad
AT 8O d—UaT &1aT 99 qqHed 1T (8 & |

AT AR ST Th GFaT

S-S M ([Aaddded TS, aTaHTd AT AT AT

TS R ST | ATHATIE ATl ACIH da1L Ule &5+ 819d,
U fagrenTe arereT qfE |

QHTATS T ITS-HT8T

T BT ITed IGIUT @ “UfE sreamas gof Tiares § 31fg; of

EEHTT A& faadd AR Afg, AAHT 6T id (g "

qoT AT Ied 6T G @ “TET T —HTeT 7 ‘(yes/no
position’) #T FRITEAT FAT-FAErET g1 =1t 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g 3 9o Ig i ¢ “The basic problem then

becomes this: are all forms of human action governed by

the same type of rationality?”

qISTH : TS5 ST, THMI=Y 9, JUS 2, T 57; go
HTTET AT ITTe US|

faeg - TN BET S FEEST - - 121



;AT 58 — GTaTT«I & AT ATHd=T

ST IeqTTFH FTY¥H : The Public Sphere and
Democracy

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
AT haeT HAGd G&AT (8, ATaaTi"a A=A 37 qHIEH

~__c o ~

S [AH Ul [l ATnAT HIAA T 3:||\§|WI*‘ICI H*‘#I(,(“H‘i’l

fa=-fafraa, steaaveas AT o SaEes! g AT Saedn

T TTAT U AT 999 317, | T grasi-d &=& aredfaa
a9 97 Y97 Jead S |

wrferTar, ST o erafa

AT FAEITAT 5 Sdh? A=A 311, TARIAT HhdAT
faaariye =rfeg o afea smawr faa garsa g ? fv=Tis
qATiaaT UfE AT &d: 86 418 ®d | G0 JeAT
qaTaTd aTediad T94 Gdred T91 9ar A8 | 3rder 3’ Jfe-
HITIAa GO 3T 4T Sehdri=a 39ar FHse 729 |

AT AR ST \Th GFaT

T AThd =T TIH FUSH AT TaT GaETcHS ATTSH
T R ATG, | Teaah-aar o1 (e y=97 1 At o1 ufed

HETITH T JSTHT |
TS T TTS-HTeT
T TV ITed IGI9 @ “Ule FA=d T IqIaT 5 A1S, o

AT hdel AR AqeT f7;  (opinion-formation) =
(will-formation) &¥ |aaa gt=ar 1fg 1"
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qoT AT Ted 67 G ¢ “HIEEH dh—AcaH el H ATIHmT
‘TEHA-TIET STy /T Ay A wiesred (democratic
participation) gefara @ =1t 1”

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\T ITS-TUaor

e AU Ted 3¢ : “The problem is not merely

whether democracy exists, but how democratic
legitimacy is formed. Elections can produce a majority;
but if that majority is formed through confusion, fear,
money, propaganda, caste pressure, or informational
inequality, numbers alone cannot take the place of

justified reasons.”

qIETH : TS5 STHY, THFI=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 58; go
e = ST FUST 3TTTT |
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AT 59 — AT, 979 T GaTETcH (a9 &

FUST FegTgH ITYH  : Sastrartha, Debate and
Communicative Reason

T WA T Tehed {oATSRT
T 978 7 gTaH T9E 9aalc s ([a9ad dad Iaialacas
A T Hed AT, T g1 e, Fid o qrHTord qed1 fer

o, | s ATaTarsd ATaETd =9 o SEaafas arasi—a
FRTETd AT 9 TS q1d ST | UfE av8 Imeards Tgid
AT Ada=T Ao GaTad ST WS Tehe 11, |
wfaroer, €T o e
T ITEAT & ATITET AT FraHeE TIRTd JHiers
HraT aHd e ATg; Ufdarad T Jia- [@4T 14T Aacag ™
ol | wTEATIH faogd @8 o 99T 9EAlae AeWd AqHdT

A= oo favT fg | srfvad g “IT=I Add =& The]
AATH FATET g |

FAAT S T Ge =T
TATHE 9 TRTH 19 HE Ufg TATTH gaii9d FAarar
FT | TETd I ITATST GHE TEAITT HioTs @, T e

UfagTas T |
THTYTS T TS-HTeT
qoT AT ITed I ¢ “TfE sreamd& Jof TiaIes § 3fg;, of

=rfae ‘are’ =1 (Habermasian communicative reason) s=r

YA FHEEAT ‘|qH g & Afg, a7 (reason-responsive

interaction) = =1f=; 1”

qoT AT ITed 6T I ¢ “Tfee TaTe—s gor-r SAf-arer
=9 (anachronistic) =1f=1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g U 9T 3g20n ¥ : “In an online forum, a ‘steelman

before rebuttal’ rule is useful: the responder first writes
the opponent’s central claim in a form the opponent
would approve, and only then offers criticism. This does
not guarantee an end to trolling, but it makes

misunderstanding visible.”

qIETH : TS5 STHY, THMTY 9, JUS 2, AT 59; Ho
HTTET AT ITTe US|
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IITT 60 — SETET TUAH A TGT

FUT FeqTTF FI¥#F  : The Many Voices of Feminist

Philosophy

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
I, TSR, THTIT, =TT 377 I AT T dvd
;| fafay Shamr s aavs &7 #3F Agaqr, s § o

AR AT THel I E AGTT A8 a9 | A@dh JTT-3cAe"TH
HHATT T AL a7 o 1 |

ey, AT o st

STFAIT AT HETIO AT &5 AT AT (FTawa
T | THTOr At | 9T, STTf, 997 @10 & Ieq i §a9
qaraTE faavre faferse gomT sEvas a4q o1fg | SaEd T\

FHTST® I AT FHA FHaES (9917 T S & AA=AT AT
IETIH elfdh Taa Al |

AT IR TR G

ETEAATHE A GaTad Id Uad QTS AGAFdTE FEEr I¢

AT AT | ANTAT F=A=ET A9, Fer-HiATT o st=dag

) [ ~
SHATAATR ATTIT-HAT [T T |

QAT T ITS-9T8T

gt BFrett e IEIur © “ufy srearad ger giaare § afy o
(feminist philosophy) Faer ‘&t F&a=Ir 9=’ af7; § TW=H
faw=r, vgfa, (canon), (institution) =1 st (subject)—aaed

I ST AATATH S TEASAT 3T 1
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T HTIET qTed 67 3G @ “ered aq—(violence) #aer
(individual crime) fg; (fear mobility), (education),
(work), (speech) = (public participation) &rfaea #¥a
e 1”

U GHRE : T TTS-T0T

et AU I8 3¢ or : “The second problem concerns

the relation between sex and gender. Biological
difference, social role, symbolic meaning, legal
classification, self-identification and embodied
experience create confusion when they are placed on a
single level. Feminist philosophy has itself sustained a

long dispute over the meanings of ...”

TTSTHY : TST+g 3T, T T, GUE 2, AT 60; 7T

BT =17 ITeTer TS 37T |
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AT 61 — AT T NPT ST 9T ATET
st

FOS IeqTgF F1¥#F : Simone de Beauvoir: Woman
Is Made

o WTAT o daheh [oATS o

T T 999 fauna efeg Sfas aegs Ta7 iy, amErtsa-
ufaaTias rdfaatoe Wrevre fav =1fe | ST aarsie sisa
Al FUT SAS(Iad (e, HaET, 57 A SEqadid AT 97
TUT Iodd AT, | 7aH I8 TEIT (ST 31 a5 ST a1 qTATTAE
Tfferfa ai wT mET il

yfarar, 1T o vt

gfe qraThers Ffafa @ steafas ao & o o <5« fafrs
HTEIT T FHTFTT W ATHAFR AT AT 819 | A7 IAe SAfadh
Teod qrETias erfaens fafa Fermee o ofe | =i faseas

Fredtas T At i, fgaT, ferar o arawfas ynierr &
FaoAd Afg; “FIT eww aTedgddT Uig ST Ireui =t |

AT IR TR G

AT ArfeqcaaTes Saadr SHarar qETerd AT =T

TRafaa arsa 1l | TH |@oes TRAT-ArTRT Afdsdhdr wag o
gar-favaar g firga erfe)

THTATH q TTS-9T8T

e JIET qTed IGIU : “Ufy s gof Sfaamee § =1fg; of
Frear® (feminist) a9+ F5 ‘SfiE 9 @WT A8, T § <@F
sty o Sffe gt -UidaTad TR {iae &ET g=d, STad
ST T & ST Hehel AT, |”
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qoT AT ITed 2|7 I ¢ “THH aa—(sexual double
standard) =% (simultaneously desirable) =r
(respectable) wEaTs fawrdt 7T & o1t 1"

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\T ITS-TUaor

T s qred sgeuer : “The third problem is the

relation between freedom and situation. Beauvoir’s
person is not an absolute, disembodied free being outside
society. Human beings are free, but this freedom is
exercised amid circumstances, the body, history,
economic resources and the conduct of others.

Oppression is therefore not merely an ...”

qIETH : TS5 STHY, THFT=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 61; HeT
e = ST FUST 3TTTT |
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IATT 62 — I, AT oI qaT

FUT FeqTTF FI¥#F  : Body, Experience and Power

A ITAST T T [oATSHT

TF AT I & ATIN0 3] A8, SaH EaTd AJHard
AT 3T, | ST THeATaE I Sad AT & Thld
HemTa e Jgad € 9 Afg; | 75, 7, IO, 9T,
HTETa I 17 Afdcar U a9y a8 e Ag9a HiET &
BT

wiawar, §rET =T 9

-~

(st ST faeh Ja|m= T a9 3=a afg, a1 Ja-

fafrcaarT AT S THIT ATHTS G TREET AT | T ATAR
T AT 3T HATada [qarse ST AT 91 Sa1ad Jifd
AMFITH S, | I TTHTNT S SHATAT STad TRET &a: 99T o
AT —UET [FThT Tadhd Tgei (T TYTIaEd 6T 311, |

AT AR ST Th GFa=T

el HTITHT-I [IYTF AT ¢o UG oA SATaral g5
Taq AT | AN ATHT T ATaSTi-Td a1 ai faerg 717 Jf7,

TEIT AT A &7 Goid A1, |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

qoT BT ITed IGIU @ “Ufe sTeamd&® gof Tiaaes § 3fg;, of
TF ATHF ‘T B aeq A8, I g7 H a1 aTdh adiar A |7

gef Afuett Ired @7 Igeunyr @ “(feminist phenomenology)
= (Foucauldian analysis) favrdr graems s afz1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qef 3 9o 3gusr : “The third problem is that the

body is simultaneously subject and object. Through the
body we see, move, touch and desire; yet we also
encounter our own bodies as objects in a mirror, a
camera, a medical scan, another person’s gaze, a dress
code or a biometric database. Power enters into this

double experience.”

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMTY S9T, | 2, AT 62; T
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 63 — SV TEea<: {7 T (gender),
WERATeHHAT (performativity) 3T I8=T=T

FUS FegTgE ITY#  : Judith Butler: Gender,
Performativity and Identity

T TTAST o T Toars e
A& Teq(q Ale, FoHe g 3 aTied Areadra Thar J1-d
farrfe Srea erfe | wfg= wfafeqs saasT, erfasr = avegm

ferT T 1fg, qar (gias TRaa-s GeTaeT & 311 |

yfcroar, €147 1 Ayt
gfe s=fad qor amTfas e et «1fe), aa&= st =

TREa& T AT a7 ? AGH T8 G Sqa-T AcH T Hedard

T e Wiave faue 9 gir | T shasrs g
aredfad &, EaT, 99T o aTisrd GraT #91 a2aq Afg, a7

TS AT H A, |

AT I TR qoq

Fr3aa Ulqarad SAca-[aa=a o S8 -AFa® ANTAT (a1
Feova Far-Ffafa & o v orfe) | oy sraamomd us 9TeT ar
HHETTS ATHIT. TG w7d AT 377 |

I T TTS-HT8T

T AT TTed IS @ “Teorid TIH Jof Sa9ed § 5
(gender) AT \Iair W& aTaer AT T A8 1"

qoT AT Ied S| I ¢ “(Agency)® Jia “Far-aTel &
=" || g |7
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9o 3g ¥ : “In the conventional sex/gender

distinction, sex was often treated as biological
foundation and gender as social role. Butler destabilises
this distinction: if gender is socially constituted, on what
basis can sex be treated as a pure, pre-linguistic fact

outside sociality?”

qIETH : TS5 STHY, THFT=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 63; HoT
HTTET AT ITTe US|
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I 64 — AAE TG AGHTAAT (intersectionality):
STfar, a, o, oot = &

FUST eqTTF FTYH : Intersectional Inequality:

Caste, Class, Gender, Religion and Region

o WTaST o Tahe oIS o
ATE ACT-TAT AT G FA &I AT8 TH{S Fehel | HIFI
HAfaden ATIHR-TEIfT UF SNd AT KT Al R LT,

ATaS (e AT 27 GeITTT FG8Y A6 Sihd a7 e d
AT | Tfg WO U e gia-iacasd etaqdr g, had ATId
U SET q15 |

wiawar, §1T o1 e

A s <{d- AT AT dadl- AT faeeyure ee =

faeam &1 gaa «1fg) | =mEETa i @@ afoarfya 9qg, @
STHTOT, ITIIEAT 37 S TFaITd THTE SqaA- el | GaaT= AT

3 faferse gumTeRs #ERT e faodt afe—afs aas
FHAETE A6 AqITH AT |

AT AR ST\ e

SIATET AT ® AL § AT AA-ATIT ATHTh

TR & 3 o1t | fafuers et sfasm o amrfers
AT aHreT 7 § fafyr faury s @ =)

TS T TS-HTeT

Tef 8ol Trew Igvurer : “(Intersectionality) ufe srgvaams
famrer wver sfeg 1

gef AT ITed | I ¢ “TgEw gfaaeT—(policy

universalism) =1 (targeted justice) fazrdr =z 1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g 3USIT 9Ted Ia 0¥ : “Intersectionality resists this

invisibility. Its question is: what framework can capture
the experience of a person affected simultaneously by
several structures when no single category expresses

that person’s entire situation?”

ST & ol 317, G 89, |US 2, 3017 64; 7T

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |
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IITT 65 — WL SHIGTar a9 Hh T9T

FTSI eFTTF FT¥F  : Questions of Indian Feminist

Philosophy

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
FaTE AfE, sfaam, 9T, Srfa, s, Srafaafrs G849 o  FeEE
WEIT R F199 AT, | araias TRAE A ST =g
sty wrfirar wfg wuer ST aad |

wfarTar, ST o erafa

gfafafaes yo uaa fomas «1fe): sfas s, amrrs
FTRTAT 2T ST STdST deh? AT AT VTR AT @A SBer?

FTIT AT & GIATH TAAE TG T S(AaTa o I8 |
T v T 7 ST AT g Jof aTed a@e
ATTTE AT |

AT IR TR GFET

TG ATHAT U AT STqarad (qiorse I9= g9 AT |
T e eirgise ufs Tgfae &= WiaT g9d, ST

feTaTed Ta9TaT IaTE At |
QHTATS T ITS-HT8 T
qoT AT ITed IGIUI @ “TET aHET Sfaitaad 1t |

qoT AT Ied S| I @ “Tad TiaIeT —Idd
SIrETer g9 AT iae a1 (contextual difference) &
farrdT afg A= 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9Ted 3g ¥ : “The third problem concerns

representation. Whose voice is to count as the voice of

“women”?”

QBT TS5 STHT, HHMTY &9, U 2, AT 65; I
STt = ITeTeer US|
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;AT 66 — TR goaT=T=aT &g

UG FTEFTTF FT¥#F  : Mithila’s Parallel Feminist
Perspective

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
T AT AT ATGAd ARTAT ATTATH TTE T AT, TR
T Jead AT, | & GERfa Uae arafaa sy o1, 7 Afas

HIGTEH ATHRT | AR ATE S AT A0 F{qTer qied T J1Q
) ~ ~ A~ ~ . ~ )
& & S SHATaaM ITeT guaed JTocIE s afa aad

ot |

wiaoar, ST =1 e

FATRIN TIET TFNTT I AT aead STy G8gur
ATHTSTE aredfaadT Gy 918 &5 | Gias 9T, &, IT¥a TRaaT

o1 ot -Atfas s foar ffuems =& e sfaar a7 =
FANT AT, | AT G A@TSIET T AT8dT &5 :dd 0

T Fad FArT, a6 S AG9TH AT |

HAATTIH FTR(Th qFIoT
Ereer w1 | ST SfeRTe AT TR arevE A At A
T (GO ®feT ToraT i |

qHTYTSR T TS-HTeT

gof BT ITed IGIUII ¢ “THT aHET dida g, |7

qef BT ITed |7 I @ “afge Iav—(regional

feminism universal right)# faerdt @@= grea s (locality)

% afa® (exception) T &= ATT 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9Ted 3g ¥ : “The third problem concerns

sources. State documents, Panji records, genealogies,
land records, legal papers and writings by men are more
often preserved, whereas women’s experience may
remain dispersed across folk songs, wedding songs,
sohar, samdaun, letters, memoirs, oral history,

household objects, memories of ...”

e : =5 ST&HY, G a9, "0 3, AT 66; JoT

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IITT 67 — AITAATHH FTT A T AT ?

FOT FegTIF FT¥FH  : What Does Colonial

Knowledge Do?

T TTAST 3 T AT RT

FIRITAS ST AT qHT6 TITHGHT €9 99 a99d AT | §
FFAT el (AT Aty; fhg feufam grasifaea sy o1 59+
FEQT 9T H&T G G AT, | @ AT IMET a7
g aetaa’ aTdTd Afdd e ST TaAT AU ART Tra=T
EIERCADN

wiaar, ST =T e

IS AT S TEYar AT SedTdsid Tod & S%AT AT
gf wfe strsa | TfaTT, T, &7 #ue S9aTE, I8 3 IO

AT T AT | AE THIR THNSE A<Th AT, [qar ar Afaa

HAAHTTAT & AT A9 IATHHE ATHIL T Ufdariad aracadh
T 5194 |

HqUeATHI® TR qea=r

Fhld IR0 TAT-faa= A1 AT g sfaam@s
AT G&IT TaT 9918 T AT | &5 sfaaEd Fa-Toremd
A T TATT AT a4 T Al |

GHTRTE T JTS-HTeT

o BT ITed IGIUII @ “TET GHET ATt F a9
foreg, =t T Al 1

qoT AT Ted 2@ Igemar ¢ “TrEr gfaareT—(legibility)
= o fardr qfg 1
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

gt U 9o Ig ¥ : “The third problem is the claim

that “colonial knowledge created everything”. Caste,
religious distinctions, lineage, local hierarchies, linguistic
diversity and land relations existed before the colonial
state. Colonial influence often took the form not of

creation ex nihilo but of reclassification, standardisation,

»
.

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMTY S9T, | 2, AT 67; T
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IATT 68 — SIS {4 AT=ATTX (Orientalism)

IS TEFTTH F1Y#  : Edward Said: Orientalism

A ITAST T T [oATSHT

T3 WT=HAeH AT AT T Ta1Ug e JIHT
afe; srama-geT, arfefcas S, YTt o aEsas Afaara ae
T "ot AT | 9T favas o da Afadrg e = I+
AT ATF, T TIT AGdE A §g AT, | qTlg G areafas TuEars
AT fafaer AETd U 1= “TsET 99 F e awi
i

yfroar, §TAT o Ayt

HEEF ACAEAT Tad TaHT TR E A= d qaaa 3 S
fage g meanT fEfT g6q =1 | srsggT-a=T 94T 9
TSI | S8T T d ®id 27, SR T i AT
BT | TITEH 3 A (99T T & SHTEAT dehlel = e ars
ITRYIT TN 15 &7

AT A ST e

Ia-engfatee feamme gfeer afaqm qamT—=7 s9=ie 9ar-

TTHH AR FAter o At | Ferammas sfafafoeas gwr oy
ATATTATR &I T R FIT JSTHT |

FHIYTE T TTS-HT8T

T TV TTed IGI9 @ “Ule FA=d T IqIaT 5 A1g, o
(Orientalism) &=T sfaqara qaiugs G ATF (8, I TaT
@A FT-s3aeT 31t Sres (geographical distinction),

(scholarly authority), (cultural imagination) =1 (political
power) TH-ZIE T AT Hid AT "
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qoT AT Ted 67 I @ “afee e (Said) “(West)”
3= (scholarly traditions) tfagras =9 firer I 1”
HUSIT AR : I TTS-TXraqor

g AU ed 3¢ - “The second problem is that

Orientalism is used at three distinct levels—an academic
discipline that studies the East, a style of thought that
assumes a fundamental distinction between East and
West, and an institutional discourse that speaks
authoritatively about the “East” and thereby acquires the

capacity to ...”

qQUSTH . N5 dl@{, HH (AT G-?i"l,{qus R, T 68,11?’1'
e =1 IYeTe SAUSIT T |
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IITT 69 — AT feqaTe: ey ST Gehe
afg?

FUG FeFTTF FI¥F  : Gayatri Spivak: Can the
Subaltern Speak?

T TTAST 3 T AT RT

sfafafucas ST o Samr aaTa e aa Iad 99 A1 |
FTTSATI 78T AT AT ATHAT T, & ATATE I 3 Fdht

ATHIT qTEH ThY Fahad—s Waay dasd ([qeayorT Iqfera
a1fe |
wiaar, ST =T 9

ITHTEIH AETST AT HiSATS HHT T&T HIT &I0ETE AT
STV A8 | ToTeT TaTa @ ST, ATHTRE TIerar 1 AJde s

AT AT TS &I 3T, | AR FIE ATATTAT R
FIE UfqeTias fEaTd G8r Savreied STU—F aT9 (e Afaid Thals
|TEr |

AT AR ST Th e

T5ad A ST -aaeITa AAEAT TaT AaSTd a9 h The

g =t | fafueme dtfas sgfa e sfa-fer a9 ersogs o
ufg Ted qea AR 3f |

THTYTS T TS-HTeT
T I TTed g7 “UfE s gor Aiaued § Wty o
(subaltern speech)® g&=ar (vocal capacity)® =fg, a@T

(representation) = (reception)® d¥==& A, "

e JTIET qTed 4T IGIONI ¢ e @ § afg o (sati-)fawrr

(colonial) ST & T TAd S |”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g 3UST 9o Iguier : “The third problem concerns the

difference between speech and audibility. A person may
produce sound, resist, write letters or narrate an
autobiography; yet if a dominant interpretive code
rewrites that utterance as crime, madness, tradition,
ignorance, a family matter or “authentic culture,” the

sign of agency may ...”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T T, |UE 2, ITATH 69; g7

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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;AT 70 — ETHT WTAT: HHLQT 1T A (TH
A=A

FUT FeqTTF FT¥#  : Homi Bhabha: Hybridity and
the Colonial Interstice

o WTAT o daheh [oATS o

AT ITTEaE Ua (T g At A1 | A 0o Jerg i o1 Ry
& 9T T8 d ATE; ITETHT ATTRT TR (o7 a9a Jraa AT, =

qiehias T8a &9 TRaa- 31t |

wiawar, §1T o1 e

HehedTe T IEa (ofa Ao Icqad 55 97 SATd TaTd TS
S SAaT 9dT 150 | Toh& Qiehiad [T 96 =9 qig
&S MTYT, &, (o o qufaes e sty siae iom agera

AT | g TERET & AATEAT LTS FHEI S arediaa
TS (gad T dfg a9ard aral |

AT IS TR G

feqaTdd A& SleATs Tad Y -AHIS A=qidd 97 AT

T (G, | & HERlT & Ay & ATREad Tddh AT e
EEREIEAEER I EE RN

QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
o HTTET 8@ IS0 : “Ufe STeamaad Jof STaae- § Afg, of
(colonial authority) Juie: T&&T 3T srcH{qwarETr 97 1"

e HTTET qT8ad 67 3G9 © “Haved aa: “(pure
tradition)”® =wer==T == (tradition-)fawrsr sz 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g U 9o Ig v : “The second problem concerns

the stereotype. A stereotype is not merely a false belief; it
is a form of representation that presents its claim as
fixed truth and yet must be repeated again and again. If
the colonised were truly fixed, knowable, homogeneous
and unchanging, the continual reiteration of their

alleged ...”

T : TS5 ST, FHMT=Y S9, | 2, ;A 70; o8
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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T 71 — T rgIT (Subaltern Studies) 3T

gfagras griwET

FUST FEITTF FTYF  : Subaltern Studies and the
Margins of History

AT WTANT 3 Tohe HoATSTHT
T T F(Aam™@d T dEd 7 ATHH T JSarE A0
T FET-EIR ATH TaAGTER TAE AT, | fwam, sfaew, &t =

T FETI® ke Hdo AT A qedh [[Forda Tiar=har afg
qFETE UE TaT 5017 A7, | S ofae o gifas sfaems
AT AU a4d AT, |

wiawar, §rET =T 9

T TTa=T & ST fvd T E G- e fivar
THREA QT AR Hf AT I dfC T ATG, | A=_TATH

GIIQ‘drqqﬂ (‘i(‘ql*‘ld VI, ddcdan AAHIAd] 3:|T3:|'F‘-I<'1'\°|4'1 WHICI Q?h_
T WEaTd AGITHdT Afg | BT oes & Afas fHaiyar
eI AfE e |

AT A® T e

H55d THATET, [Eqarda qTaFTaed o InT& d&ear taq
T ST |

QHTATS T ITS-HT8T

T AT TTed IGI9 @ “UlE Ta=d Jo Iaae § 311g o

TAETEE ATRTATRI had ATTH A1 Aed™ 18 ared; (causal

grammar) &de AEITH arsd Al |”

qoT AT Ied IE I ¢ “gaver 1: “(autonomous
domain)” (social reality)& steafue famerT #va =rfeg 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof UST ITead Ia v : “Agency lies at the centre of this

critique. The term “subaltern” draws inspiration from
Gramsci, but in South Asian historiography it came to be
used for several forms of social subordination. If
“subaltern” is turned into a loose residual category
meaning simply “whoever is not elite,” the analysis

becomes weak.”

e =5 BT&hY, G &9, "0 3, AT 71; go

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 72 — I fHaTe ufaatasar-
H&FT (decolonial) fa=me uft

TS IeqTTFH FTYFH : From Postcoloniality to
Decolonial Thought

o WTaST o Tahe oIS o

Hodihd AT GLa-TTd ST d A7 f79 Ual TATTH
IR AT 217 | STEIIY T Sad=T YT T STTa7-

faraeora T STeT af qad 1fe) | IS Sgad AT AT
FEU SfARTES AT [qf & 0] G e T8 a=aT T3 f3d
|

wiawar, ST =T e

ST Toar” S a9 TAH A TS TRATT S0 i S0 d
AT T AR (0T AT 96] T [T =7 &4 |

T | SIfafoe Fr = afvas qoa-T Fd faerdT s7aare o R
FIAGTAT TST TEdTdh ATal |
AAATIAF ST TR qrae

T T99& % IR 9-d AT a1 qIfador o s
= giqem ey WA nT &5d g, | TH& Saodar f@=r

qaal I AFAFAT 1= T &8 |
THIYTH T TTS-HT8T
gef BT ITed IGIU ¢ “UfE sreamas gor wiqdreT § 3fg; of

(coloniality)a fa=me fa=Tiva amTs= garia =1 (domination)

TaTI T =7 SE@ad oo I At 17
qoT AT Ied 67 I ¢ “TEH d@ (coloniality of
being)® =1fe 1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g 3USIT ITed Iaumwr : “Anibal Quijano’s concept of the

“coloniality of power” reads the modern world-system as
a combined structure of race-organised social
classification, labour control and Eurocentric knowledge.
From this perspective, “modernity” is not merely a
narrative of emancipation, science or progress; its

formation cannot be ...”

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMTY S9T, | 3, AT 72; T
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 73 — AT S9TH SNITTafIre I

TS TEFTTH F1¥# : Colonial Classification of
Indian Philosophy

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
TS FITRII TLAA, HaT T AT A A=Y
T FATS ATE AT | @ s@ad S of “FAr g9, “qi’’ ar
AT G TR e - eT #1Edg UfdaTiad agerar
TAT Aol A1, |

yfroar, §AT o Ayt

FITTERYOTE ITATTAT 37 HT UTqaTde deedr a9 ard A5 |

FAH (quafaeITerdT ATHRA@S 9T S@ATd O arfacd®
A TS JHT0 Jfe &rgd | 7fe f6g, 92 2 fager &
FEATET 9o, § SiIfafora T Udhel ddl T4 910 o Siqard
MY & |

A-AATHI S TR T

AT TFIEE GId-GH T § TEralT Ifaet |ued —ard-

HHTE® Sfaam™d sa AT | e faury sreshm o1
TETAd ATINIY 19T aITH AT |

QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
T T TTed IGI9 @ “Ufe FA=d J IqIeT 5 A5, o
AT ITET AT S9 & qaadi Hedd s a1 I8 due;

3t =19 (philological), (educational), (religious) s

(administrative) sr&va S1qA™ fag 9=« (amplify),
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(standardize) =1 (globalize) #u=, f#g # (subordinate)

FUAH, 0 [dg a7 (composite categories) a=taa |”

o HTIET qTed @7 Sg20n9r @ “afge ga7er: (colonial

classification)® =e==T ATIYHE At =AtET “(Six
systems),” “(Hinduism),” “(Indian philosophy)” st
(labels) =mrst 39=r =11 (widely accepted) Sfr1”

HUST THRE : T TSI

o SUSr 1ea Igeuier : “The second caution is that
precolonial classification and colonial classification are
not the same thing. In the colonial age, printing, census,
university curricula, Orientalist philology, missionary
polemic, museums and archives, translation,
comparative religion, comparative philology, and the

European ...”

eI & ol 31& 7, G 89, |US 2, 31T 73; HeT
BT =T IUTS STUSIT ST |
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AT 74 — FATEAT: GTETST, USE o &9& 99

TS eqTTFH FTY¥H : Mithila: Between Empire,
Nation and Region

T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT
TRETE, =TI, foredT, F€r =17 TeHHae aTdis TRaa-T G =Teid

AT JECT T 31, | Ufe ATIOTE Ulaariad JITel 37 oA
aTiere TfeaT S Frers gt B offg; | aET—aY sfases
3 fafrem® T & uF Afaarge SENET g &9 A1 |

yfaoar, §9T 3 rvf

IO U= ST 3T AT ST T9mE=a ST 9691 118,
TEE HOT, TaTE A7 A dd ATIHRE a5 | &3 13 HEIH
A ST, YT = fer-favmar fmfer & teaeT smEwy

afe T =1fg | gras fafer, Ta9T =1 ST =T feaT aaa=
FTET YT a2 9fg a9 |

AAATIAF ST TR qrae

IAC-AIAIF TES AT GHAT T8 AU [qag —[HIAT
TIT GI7 ST T AT | STTer gr-29 famT asn sfagmas
T THTT-HRE R TET "reAd 7, |

THITE T TTS-HT8T
e JPIET qTed IGIUTe : “Ufe ST gof Sfaae Ats;:
faforer us “(relational region)” =tfg—srav ufaaTfas st

(language), (memory), (knowledge networks), (kinship),

(markets), (ecology), (institutions) =1 (political claims)®
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FTAT FEIH a9q &, ART Ta (97 (timeless polygon) ar
U AT SHEEH = AE HTA AT qehet |
gof BT ITed M@ IGIUTI ¢ “OfEet TaTer dad: “fafaer

[ ol o

T &G = ST QAT TAT TS ATF; AT H SHT 7T

TS dd geedT |” Arafa § S (ancient textual geography)&
(symbolic authority) &r &% =1fw;, 2T (modern cadastral

precision) ST § & At T I”

HUSIT GHRE : II(\T ITS-TUa0r

g U Ted sgoer : “It would be a methodological

error to project historical Mithila directly onto the
present administrative map of Bihar or Nepal. In
different periods, political jurisdictions, revenue
districts, linguistic spread, pilgrimage networks,
scholarly circuits and marriage spheres did not fully

coincide with one another.”

TIETITY : TS+ ST, ST T9, JUE 2, 37T 74; g
BT 31T IqeTer TS 74T |
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AT 75 — AT-]U (Philosophy of Mind) HT @+
&

FTST TegTgF FT¥#H  : New Questions in Philosophy
of Mind

T ITAST T T [oATSHT

A9 ‘A @ TG  UHeT FIAH HIAq A8 &0 AT

e smeaTeRs & 9 0 #3d AT | AEE § ageaiadr &
HAEVE U Aica-Tcid [0 i, Toie a1l e Trefora

TIITHAT q9T BT |
wiawar, §1T o1 e

"*‘g\(lt‘ll'-{(‘ld'l YT ATATIY. Ia-TTd Q18- ST ad: a7 :||€

A ST Fehet | Ui faadiier Sy sras Sutedrta af=rar-

TG Th SET A7 TA9T | THH ST Tedd TITdh TRATST g8 q
g, FTERINE ITINE TheAal A4 JUr aeaH I H ET (g Atg & |

AT A ST\ el

TUH GUSH AT AT AATHE TI Tad qHEAA ([a5=E qareadh

T T AT, | A28 ad TRTAT o reqmay 99y e~ 519 |
QHITE T TTS-HT8T
qoT AT ITed I ¢ “TfE sTeamas g1 TiaIes g 796
TAT &9 T TETF A7 GI H 6T f ageiT

(explanatory framework) 9= smgvgs#—(phenomenal),

(functional), (neural), (bodily), (environmental), (social)

3T (normative) ¥a ITET FAAT-HAT HHIET I ATqeA ST |”
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qoT AT Ted SE I @ “qaver 1: (neuroscience)

AT doiT § Wt &Y et 3t (Philosophy of Mind)& stem
JfHaT - J9TeT 8o |”

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\T ITS-TUaor

g AU qred Iguier : “The first source of the new

questions is neuroscience. Correlations between neural
activity and mental states are increasing, but correlation,
mechanism, constitution, cause and explanation are not
the same thing. The ability to display a brain scan does
not by itself determine the philosophical meaning of

experience.”

qIETH : TS5 ST, THMI=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 75; HoT
e = ST FUST 3TTTT |
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;AT 76 — AT-]E GHEAT

FUT FeqTTF FI¥#F  : The Mind-Body Problem

A ITAST T T [oATSHT
q-3% GHET ATHTH ATCHFAT 7 IX T TRATITHE Hifda
AT F R aE Y9 AT, | gadTs, Hifasdrs o  adicS

FTATH e T TR RfeATsd aaAd S Th-araid T

T A8 | T afeAaT-(aaTd REHRTT qTed & TRdar &
AT, AR AITH LU TGHIHTET Alg AT ST |

sferar, ST = vt
“wfErss Gtng ot o Afas sf=aw 397 e’ U& o7

ATH WS Thd AT, | AE I Aq-TH (ASIIIAT & AT TATH S
fa® FEREE THAT Tara A | §aarar o= :hama fror
TIT ST WHAdaTar ST T -SATATR GHEAT AT THINETE 76T ST |

AT A ST\ e

TIH GUSH T -ATCHT dadd oA Tad 09 (g, JaT ToT-

T VT AN AT ATeIT-A s G e TF UTaaTtas
97T AE |

QHTRTE T ITS-AT8T
T BT ITed IO ¢ “HaT Fa& aar (distinction), aa®
&fe (interaction)”

qoT AT TTed S| I @ “gaver 1: “(neuroscience)
aTfad &7 g@d o (mind brain) arr =1fg; T a@emn

qETST |” 39%a Ufe- § g9 3f9a of (neuroscience dualist

intuition)a™ v (empirical) &Ta I Az 1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9o Ig v : “But the sharper the distinction,

the harder the interaction becomes. If mind is spatially
unextended and body extended, how does a wish raise a

hand?”

qIETHY : a5 ST&HY, G a9, "0 3, AT 76; o

BT T IUeTe SAUSIT STTTT |
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AT 77 — HARTATS, ATaTa fagT=a (identity
theory) T HTATHHATATE (functionalism)

FUST IeqTTFH FTY¥H : Behaviourism, Identity Theory
and Functionalism

T TTAST 3 T AT RT

FAENATE, AT g o fIATHHATaE - (qav0r oo aie

R Trer-Tgfa Teqa a0 a ATE; | FEETAE ToTel A=IE dHH
qTed AT, aere g aaas ATeTd Aiasa-fegfad srea
ot FITHFATIR ATITH JHAT-T= - I T <q 31 | T

Haa@® A=l dFT-d a1 AT dhd Tdh G0 HF A A(8

ST
wiaTer, T ST I
AT S ATEIT d5TE Tg(a9 Vg (g, o AR

HATAE T GRT HG] | FIGTITT GHAT ATHETT THEAT
frg, g Fa; FETHE ATETAT Ja9T6 o AT [g 0 Afg,

f& afg, & gar yv= AT | arawr af=ar-aeaa—d a1 49s
HIIT QU ATATIT 219 FAT 6T Al |
AT R TR o=

qT-3gad ATTS q9=qT uay faforse fagr=as sfaerdat aa srfe)
FT ghgad AFTES AT AT ST (9T FATHSKAT [GIT
AT HfSATE, A= |

QHTTE T ITS-AT8T

qof AT Ied 2@ g @ “gaver 1: “(Mental state) &

TETEA Afg; ITA&AT o1 %aet (observable behavior) #w 1

faeg - TN B ET S RS -9 - 160



3Iav& garar—(science electron), (gene), (black hole),
(latent variable) st&f (unobservable entity) &= (indirect
evidence) & qraa I”

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\T ITS-TUaor

e AU Ted Igorer : “The term “behaviourism” is

itself multivalent. Methodological behaviourism
emphasises a research method in psychology centred on
publicly observable variables, stimulus, response, and
learning history. Psychological or radical behaviourism
gives a larger role to environmental contingencies in

explaining behaviour. ...”

qISTH : TS5 ST, THMT=Y 9, JUS 2, AT 77; HoT
e =1 IYeTe SAUSIT T |
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T 78 — IqTH HieT GHET

TSI TEFTTH F1¥# : The Hard Problem of
Consciousness

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
JATTE FfeT THEATH FIITcHE, HAFTETITT FTIGT df—ART-T~Id

HheT SATAT AT A [Od FET i A1g, Teld a9 ATIOTH SR
=Y IS ATE | “HET T GHEHTA aTedad SieeT WS Tahd
AT, HaT T SARTUT ASAGNT (Hgr=d: FHearh 9T

ot | s UfE TS0 daheian 3T aad S |

yfaar, §THT o st
ATATH AL AFATH A AT gadTar 91 g A8 arsd; Uar

T qUr Wifasarar He=sas Iocrer S sy AFe Al
A | TIAYET RIS, IaT-ATI 31 &9 R AT ST
T ATTIHAT AT, | =T FTUT AT A& AT Z1aT I

-

AToTadar aras=e €9 IR HT IEdT AT |

AT A ST\ el

qT-89® UlE degla~g § IeITaT 3 ATHATIH ANTAT T =4

AT | TIT QUSH ATHAT-(qdTE AT T TaTad Tdh Saa
qHHE qIT Tt TG, |

HATH T TTS-qT8T

gt Afuetr Ired Igeumer @ “(Chalmers) “(easy problems)”
[T Td-Ta! 3T STANT &ia AT T (problems) st
(functional/causal mechanism) faf= fagr=aa: (explain)
FUA AT Heha Aty —(stimulus discrimination),
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(information integration), (verbal report), (behavioural

control), (access to internal state) |”

gef Jfuer Ired @7 Igeumr @ “(Naturalistic dualism

Chalmers)® =174 (consciousness fundamental

property/law) atfir qa&a, fagm-favrs afg1”
ST TAHE : FITAT TTS-TU&I0r

g 3UST 9o Ig v : “Chalmers uses the phrase “easy

problems” in a technical sense: problems that can in
principle be explained by identifying functional or causal
mechanisms—stimulus discrimination, information
integration, verbal report, behavioural control, and
access to internal states. These may be scientifically

extremely difficult; ...”

qIETHY : =5 ST&hY, G a9, "0 3, AT 78; Jof

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 79 — I2XICT (intentionality) T ATCHI Y
(self)

TS IeqTTF FTY¥F  : Intentionality and Self

T ITAST T T [oATSHT
IEITAT AHE® ATLITH ‘HAT T a1 o9 wfa’’ FHafora
EHETH TVE T AT | favam, SYfd, AT, ST T e [avT

TEqF ATeTcad (M &7 G AT, | ACHATT & Hgel (€97 T2 -
EYT ATE, ATHTH TahdT, ATHTE a9 3T Sfaa aea=ae
S et AT |

yfarar, 19T 3 v

qHtae gfafiaead af=Tar-HTear 991 &, JaT " ‘&dT [qavad’’
T ST Afv=a g 1fe, § |d= fageyor /e o1fs | &mEr
FFAITT TEIEIE T I9d Sfdd qfe, TRITT TR AT GTHTRTER

FIE  AAT [T AT AT | ATF T F ATHIE AT
sy & FRET AR 978 FTA 1T |

AT A ST\ GFaT

faei==Tea Aot 9Ty faqr ufy sramae TaIeyY 769 qa1e
Fd 2T | SARTAT AT SATHT-STATeHT TR UfE T9a & 3T
sfaa™ Teqa & |

QTS T TS-HTeT
qof Hfuet Ired Igeuwr @ “(Franz Brentano) mgfAa& aga#
(intentionality) & a=fas geata fafers e €97 7 T=1d

FUA "

faeg - TN BT ET FHUE RS -9 - 164



qof AT Ted e Igeumar @ “gaver 1: (Intentionality
metaphysical mystery) s9maa+ Sawaar A=; (mature

neuroscience causal coding) 9o (explain) &5 & I”

FUSIT GHRE : TI(\T ITS-TUaor

T HUSI qed Ig7uier : “Franz Brentano reintroduced

intentionality into modern debate as a distinctive mark
of mental phenomena. But Brentano’s formula alone
does not answer two further questions: “Are all instances
of mental phenomena intentional?” and “How does a
physical or computational system acquire intentional

content?””

qIETH : TS5 STHY, THFT=L 9, JUS 2, AT 79; HeT
e = ST FUST 3TTTT |
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T 80 — VT MHAT-AATHAT-a< faare

TSI TEFTTH F1TY#  : Indian Debates on Atman,
Anatman and Citta

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o

HATCHT, HATCAT 7 e YT faare ag e e aur
T =T Tg[a9 S8 (G, | T ATCHT-AAT, G, AATAT 3T
T a7 & =ryfad self” sreas ua e weATegT I
TfE | T FAaRS EGT T [T qT g 9999 aedqdTy
Toheh ST F&leT dehel AT, |

yfcroar, 14T 1 Ayt

ST oot SAfamr AaRafaa ST AEavas® g —s ar Trar
At tfey; a7 faq afores waTg AT dgdr § Syfas Me=aear |

oS 7 &15d | 9Tg Ad@® (afqddr 317 = WEd a4 garerd

TG ATET | 6, ITfeT, AT o SUs IeTacis 90ET S dme

HEAT TTTTer AT Tehel AT, |
AT ST GFaT

A9 GHEATA TATIET Uad AT Add SaT qhav-e

frere =1 | st i dames ifaer smesr a9 qretae
AT AT TARTE THRMTE ST T 311, |

TS T TTS-HTeT

T HTYer 9Ted Ig i : “Ufs 59« (translation) ==
T gHeT At |”

gef AU ITed | I ¢ “qaver 1: e (self) faar

(memory impossible) 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof 3USIT ITed Ia ¥ : “Advaita’s language of saksin,

the witness, does not mean a Cartesian inner observer.
The witness names a principle of consciousness through
which mental modifications are disclosed while it is not
itself turned into an object. If it is imagined as a small

observer inside the brain, the theory’s central claim of

»
.

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMTY S9T, | 2, 3 80; goT
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 81 — T, qTg. T ATYfAH AT-TWT
(philosophy of mind) ¥ T 9491

FUT FEqTTF F1¥#F  : A Triangular Dialogue among
Nyaya, Buddhism and Modern Philosophy of Mind

o WTaST o Tahe oIS o
FrgI=a diI §a1ed AT Jai=via a9+ 397 (g, &I,
AT, FT, ATCHATT T TEI=d AT T ATG, | ad E@a=
Tfag=al A& arids a1 edad AT |

wiawar, §1T o1 e

& ATCHT-AT 3T A1g, ATHE  AAGHIT 57 HATd ool

AT ATETH-3TTTT6 ATTH FUTaH ded ATd® &M4Fd; AT

qTeT STd & GUTHTT e 31, ddd ATHIRUTHE TIT BIed ATS, |

Hdh TEHITH ATHT-HATHTh WW“IIGHF&CI EASIE TGRS |t

AT ITRATINE T2 ITfeadh AUST AqAE dhedh HAHE AaT dehel
a1t |

AT AR ST\ e

-39 dHad STHaN TIH TS ATCH-HIHHI6 T8 TS 3T

AR TR ST TITETH T A7 | TR a5Td
TYTETE STTAT STATIH FHTTS ST g 31, |

FHIYTE T TTS-HT8T
T HTVEAT TTed IGI9 @ “Ule FA=d T IqIaT 5 A1S, o
AT 9 %, 99EaT-99=dT 97 TR grEa |
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qoT AT TTed SET I ¢ “TfeeT TaTer: =T ST SAeHT
T 2T =T §hg AT, O aredfad 9978 auig 918 7

AU AR : IITT TTS-TU&I0r

ot AU e Igeuner ¢ “The first difficulty concerns the

bearer of subjectivity. If there is cognition, whose

cognition is it?”

T : TS5 ST, FHMT-Y S9T, | 2, 3T 81; gt
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IATT 82 — AJTA® AUTIATE S A+ fqarg

S TeFTTHF F1T¥# : New Debates in Scientific

Realism

T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT
ERIEER IR EIE N ERIGER L R G IERC I i Tt reo M C o
v 7 qtg; fasm=e g, s¥eee 9971 o 9% q19 99

FNUETT & AT IS | g TUTIaTe o fauer-aymiaes

I 39a AqHe ST ST S | TR Thetdl
HTITUTHE ATETT-aTET A AT ATATATER divg a4 AT, |

yfroar, §TAT o Ayt
Thed TTSHATIT I Foqa arediasd Tieded TATrT dva =1fe; ?

gfaam™d g a5edT T 79 a6 did 34 ®iHT 99519 ? Ul

FfcATsd IO T [AaHS TR0 &I, T JF-[aa A=

fqwame | ITaTUTd Fa T A, TAAMS ST o [qereT aredd ao
ATAT arET i g |
A-AATHI S TR TR e

ATYT- T ETE® Tradd T U TARTA (aa=ay @y &154
AT | ITHfded 1 TS (G5 ANTHT AT THE TehdT 3T
Tl REdr 7Ed |

HTETH T ITS-HT8T

e JIET qTed IGIU : “Ufy s gof Sfaamee § =1fg; of
IS FUTIaETES gaiias a0y €7 9 “fag= & e o1fs, =
W g9 A" UaT Aq A8 1"

T HTTET qTead 67 IGI09 @ “Tfg &F0 “TurarE a4
favrdr-aromars” us g g At 1
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U e Ig ¥ : “The success of science is

extraordinary. From planetary motion to gene editing,
from semiconductors to immunology, from telescopes to
particle accelerators, scientific theories make possible
prediction, control and explanation far beyond ordinary
conjecture. The question is whether this success occurs

because science ...”

qIETHY : a5 ST&hY, G a9, "0 3, AT 82; JoT

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IATT 83 — ATHIAS (AT S qTATI® faqT=r

IS TEFTTHF F1Y#  : Natural Science and Social
Science

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o

TTdhiae faa = amrtas fagee favag-ar gH T, Sror-
farweryor = Ffe-gurs qr=r sy wAie, qar favas gfatwar =r
o AhTe frer agfa A o1 | |THTSTS aatReure (I
T FIIARAT 3T A& HAaY 9&(ol Hehd A1, TTHidd aeq
Tl 3T H gt qa7 7 e afg )

wiaoar, ST =1 e

Taig HEATHE HTTd ATE ATEAT 9T AT, TEIT =T

T cHn [ ?%lr\d Had A \3; hdad mﬂiwt MET HTATH

gfafafar SHsT o JoTeqs THIT &fT ATTT | FRT AT ST TR
THTOT I, TR [0 FoT-a19e0 819 | aETioid ATE-=H

qafratie Afas Frsave 2w gfawer = arasea qeraT
sfar w1fg |

AT IR TR R GFET

TEHHATNT faaehaTesh Ja= & dT FIGTd oo § faaaea=r
AT TRy A= qur o1fe | Ao STag e AT -Ta T
TET THTEH TN ANTAT AT AT AT, |

THIATH T TTS-HT8T
T BT ITed IGIU @ “UfE sreama& gof Tia9res § 31fg; of

TTehfde fase = aETierd [Famee a9 97T JEAHEE ATITE

afeg, =T Ualg qaATH fafa afz1”

qoT AT TTed 6T G ¢ “Tfe & fafera uaar =
fafueTe agerare S qq JEr
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g 3UST ITed Ig2u¥r : “One old position holds that the

social sciences should imitate the methods of the natural
sciences. In this naturalist view, causation, laws,
measurement, testing and prediction are treated as
ideals. A second position argues that human action is not
merely an external event; its meaning, purpose,

understanding of ...”

T : TS5 ST, FHMTY S9T, | 2, AT 83; T
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IITT 84 — Thei [ hael AL (g

FUT FeqTTF FT¥#  : Technology Is Not Merely a
Tool

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
AT & HaeT (TSTITET ST Fagd T ie; e fooreT

qeET SRAT, 99T, STREH 3T 9THTS 6 G&Td SHaeT gaoid

ATE | G5, HIGTS A, AETAT IA9aT fefSee = TernTa fa—==mg
AHAT §=gT aT87 S Ifada Afg, T ART TR ddel
feara g3eT 9 fFe=a 9f5 g

wiawar, §1T =1 e

Tl fafaare sJfad =1 F9d [T 0T S d 31

TS ITRIUE HIaTdh Hod - Aqadd Al | &I aad-id

TR RIFET, AT FAGH, R I AT AT STAT e ATS,

T 3 ST 7R AT, | ETESTE AA AT I d & T=Ad A1

THRNE T A(E FATHAA AT |

AT ® T T qear

TfEd |UsH FeAaaTHE TUTARE TaT {ifds 9, 999 4T
AT HEITA A& GH-H a0 &7 J4a A1, | fsferest g==r =
TATTEHS 9T HA: Ufe TITad qTIE1T g 31 |

GHTRTE T TTS-HTeT

T oAt ITed SEIUN9 @ “UlE STeamaed Je7 Jiaame- § o1fg o
Td-Ieh HacT ATaT AT A(8; AT AT haT, AT, T =T
Hodeh HeATEId STATT TaTLITd-A A6 SATeT At |

faeg - TN B ET FHUE gEES T v - 174



qoT AT Ted SET G @ “TNER ddh—aTSSId AT =T
T -faerd T AT Aty qeaTe Jrarl”

HUST THERET : T[T TSI

g AUSr 1ea Igeuer : “Technology is not a single
object. Any device is bound up with materials, energy,
knowledge, standards, training, capital, labour, repair,
supply chains, law, institutions and users. A ‘mobile
phone’, therefore, is not merely one device; it forms part
of an extensive sociotechnical system of communication

networks, ...”

ST & ol 317, G 89, |US 2, 37017 84; HeT

BT =T ITeTer TS 71T |
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AT 85 — FefSieer Saw 97

FUT FeqTTF FI¥#  : Truth in the Digital World

A ITAST T T [oATSHT

feftee STa aca& T&id (g aaoid, T Jiaa Icdid, J97a,
THT 3T SHT-TE reqTah TRfef agca st | wfafaf, getad go,
HET FAL AT HAGNT AT HRAT-T 0 F9 Ule ST TaH 3oa
AT | ST Fldd qreT AaTE T AHT FHr-4@er siaard
AT FA BT |

wfcroar, €T o1 Ayt

fefStee gv AT ST Gaa Afg, aTfed O §9F 19T a8 W5
TS | ATEAT WAt fefStedt sXarer erar qerser AT geT-
T GoFdT fag fg a5 | Sfa® FIq, e S(aaTe, T

ToTE THTU AT ATHRT-EETAT HAT-AAT TEA ST | FA TEAT

F ARIIAT § AT a7 9cF T [aadha T (s, |

HAUeATHI® T T qH=r

AT U F qodd A= ?” W uay fsfiee sqagra wfeT
T aT TG, | TR EAS qAT-[a937 UET eaTiaa ga-Ta
AT fqaeordT i fa=me &7 |

I T TTS-HT8T

et ST qed Iguir : “ufy st gof sfaare § orfeg o
fsfies shra aegs wafa Afs a2oia, JaT aa-2@ & Traud
gftferfad e 9 95t aq s 17

gef BT ITed MY IO ¢ “Tfeet e fefstes g g

FHRIT WS I, [uw o gt aareier ST deha o1 fe 1
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9T Ig ¥ : “The question of truth in the

digital world is more difficult than it first appears. In a
printed page, oral testimony or direct observation,
source and context were often visible to some extent; in
digital media, the same material can be copied thousands
of times, its title can be changed, an image can be

cropped, its ...”

qIETHY : =5 BT&Y, G a9, "0 3, 30T 85; JoT

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 86 — TATITGH, TR AT AT

FUT eqTgF FI¥#  : Algorithms, Classification and
Power

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o
TATTEH &idel T e Al ; Te-Feieor, gierarr amT,
FITTERYOT, TS FTHTRSTE START 37 AIAw HIaaiad Ta -

AT AT, | TG h GATeT S (FTSTAT = F=aa [uges frear
/AT G | FHT STaATF ATGT TITRGNT TaeAd A, Ufg T91H

TIT TT JoeT a4 217 |
wiarTer, ST T It

AT TRAAT AT B [€ THEH FATHT &1 Gl Tehel AT, | hael
T AT d HUATH TTIAT-F e, T AT AT T

FHfaad TTaa- Ao SEq: I9eeT 8 815 | “H=T Ter9Ter ST,

arfe & g3 froTer =t e qaTer wferaord qrETteT
sfaam faava wfe)

AT IR TR G

Tl AT TR, ETaH HE QTS ITIETaeT 3 TIH @Usd

TG Alhd=T Ule STHTIH I AT 99 A1 | FH gl
THATH TITH 5T GITTT TaEes @ AT STELT AT, |

QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
o HTIET 8@ IS0 : “Ufe sTeamaad Jof STaaa- § A7, of

TR EHE Hhact TS hH A8, THTTR-TR T (O -aa T
AT STf=et S 1"

gef AT ITed M IGIUI ¢ “TfEeT TaTer: TR Asas
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g U 9o Ia ¥ : “In digital society, algorithms

often function as invisible decision systems. Which result
appears first in a search, which risk category receives a
loan application, which application is prioritised in
recruitment, which content reaches the foreground on a
social platform, and who is labelled ‘high’, ‘medium’ or

‘low’ ...”

e : =5 ST&hY, G &9, "0 3, AT 86; JoT

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 87 — FfA+T ghg: Ihg & rfe?

FUST IegTgF FTVF  : Artificial Intelligence: What Is
Intelligence?

T TTAAT AT Toher oATTHT
T -9, TR0, Sqa= ST o ST "6 HA9aiaS ATH
FEIET IT AT GHAT-SA1 ATG, | AFT-Tql 3L F 3T AFGT
T /T e A sy At | S SIS A A
TV ARG AN T BT |

yfroar, §AT o Ayt

Tdh T GheT HeATd TRatad arae=H [qeaa-aar [ag = |
TNT-T&9 A& THHR IS8 goid [aherar, STeferd Tfaae-forer

AT FTATa AT (AT T TS, | oI & AFGT &THdT J0H Uhiad
ATET &MAT UaH IO ATHaH [Eg 18 |

AT IS TR T
A9 HIENATE AT A CHRATIGH (9a18 TAT =T ddh=iahl

qitferfa gaa w1fe | A ghgam Wi & S=IT-aTar o CAeie
AT v g & TS & TIF BT 9Tar |
TS T TS-HTeT
et ST qed Iguir : “ufy st gof sfaare § orfeg o

TTRIE &4 Si=eT 19 1"

o HTIET T8 67 IEI09 @ “Tfeer qaver: S A9 A-a-

T T 9T & 3G, § AR gHg ATSId aeas AT oaF
Ifaa1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9o Ig v : “The expression ‘artificial

intelligence’ has become, at once, a technical name, a
philosophical claim and a cultural metaphor. When a
system plays chess, recognises images, writes language,
translates, calculates or suggests a plan, it is easy to say
that ‘the machine is intelligent’. But the philosophical

question ...”

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMT=Y S9, | 2, AT 87; goF
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IATT 88 — AHNT IqAT: NI el 3T

TSI TEFTTH FT¥#  : Machine Consciousness: The
Question Remains Open

o WTqT o Tahe oIS o

T aTd T9TH AR 3T A=A g 9 Sad
FHT AT, | ATHTR TIATET Teldh THTT TIEAT FUTATH HIAT ITAS

6|’4C|,°h|¢4i(“-|°h FATEE AT AqATEH T R 19 MI'{—Q'%

FISATETIH AEF BT 7T B | T F TG ~ad GRITaAT T

FF Ffy=aar T \uaTs THTE =Sy 11 |

sfcraar, §14T ot Staf
TfE | T ATITE Tad FAAT FERIT STUETE ST THTT
TEET TR STfava 11 | 3T HGaTad ATIHRY, HedTd qrad=

;T AT TAHTT T T AT ATdqa e Jire 317 |

AT S T qFa

TATE HiST THEIT AT FAF JTgHh AHAT-TH& Ufg ST AT
THTI &097 Hed 27 | 0T SavaTfaea-faaer sreafaa qun-
Hdh STET H g ardiad AaT §eT 97 hf5d a1dd |

GHIRTE T JTS-HTeT

oo AT e IS “UfE SrAEd qor TiqdreT § Al
I =T favas e feufa 7 s=r-=isfa stfeg, T -
T TG, THI, T agefar = Afae qraais G+ T5id
e 1

qof BT ITed |7 I ¢ “TET a@ (multiple
realizability)# stfe 1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g 3USIT 9T Ig ¥ : “The question of machine

consciousness is one of the hardest questions in modern
philosophy because two uncertainties are superimposed
upon one another. First, there is no complete agreement
about what consciousness itself is. Second, even if a

definition of consciousness is accepted, the other-minds

problem remains: ...”

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMT=Y S9T, | 2, AT 88; geT
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 89 — FIAH G (Al) TITH FHT 31
IR

U IeqTgF F1YFH : Evidence and Accountability in
the Age of Artificial Intelligence (Al)

T TTAFT A1 T AT hT

FAT ghga TIH THIT ddd I areq dig, HId, SeT, q1S,
HYTET, TEE0r T ITTNT& T -4AT (G, | Taraaal Udh Afad
9T qHY &Y 9T 9 SA9eT AfE; Fatares fesre, aerme v=T,

e GHIAT AT ATaw (oaaaia s e fe=mars favr
T |

wfaroar, §HT o erafa
G JGAT aGAT T AN IJ=Aal TR, STA T8 -Fcf 3T

A -faame Fare 9fs 9T g6 d | guEEE =TT TTTiad e

FrEdtas A ATIHEE 99T A8 | AT THaad AHATT EaAT 9%
IR I d GIEATIT a9d A1 THT Aol SN AT =T

TATaRT T =T8T |
AT AR ST\ GFaT

~

fsfee s Fa-H7e0, TANTEAS IR0 3 790 Jhgdh
T UfeH Sgad A1qd 13T 99d AT, | Tae @usd TAT-S 41T
Sfaear fefSee geae samaeaTie o aqame aiT & =19

THATH o TTS-aT8T

qoT AT TTed I @ “Tfe steamas ot aiaaes =1fg: (Al)
A= STaEear” =9 =7 1"
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qoT AT Ied 6T I “Ofee gaer: “(Al) AmEe
e ofas Jar o1l T 8¢ Sy qWas 5erg9 Iad |7 S NEd

(performance context), (subgroup), (rare case) 3
(accountability cost) wfg @aT 1”

FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT S 9o Igunsr : “In the age of artificial

intelligence, the crisis of knowledge is not merely a crisis
of wrong answers; it is changing the location of evidence,
the limits of authorship, the source of decisions and the

structure of responsibility. Earlier, a reader could usually

identify an author, institution, document or direct ...”

qIETH : TS5 STHY, THFT=Y 9, JUs 2, AT 89; HeT
e = ST FUST 3TTTT |

faeg - TN BET FHUS RS -9 - 185



IITT 90 — TEHATIY faahaTas T6T &7

IS TEFTTF F1¥# : The Second Form of Multi-
Evidential Rationalism

T TTAST 3 T AT RT

TEIHETN faaehaTaa SEY €7 Sl ATl qT Ale, THH
ST, AT, AN, qTIE GTeT 3T (AT T
fevTe stfeg | & 2@ & §7 T-TElq qeHT Afg, aRe [uT

qTE T9-eh BT H§ HIEI qT60 | T Gl qgeAdl & Hoeh THH
T YHE AT d8d ST |

ey, T o st

TET FIT ATETaH Udhis Jof GoT & Tehel ¥l &7 Gehd ATe; H&AT
Ta= e afg | Aifas S, TIRTETET, U=, Togd AT 30
fefSree fag wa qam= qmar-fatg afs #va | aras y=mr 9t =9
TS ATCHEH 4 Td SATIRIE e g 217 |

AT AH TR FGF=T

qUs o A fsfsree e, ufaetfas & o amrfes ==
TSI AP Sfeet &7 gaa 1fg; | ;0T Zamiare, TiAT =
ATRaAd A9 ST Ule TgIad HEIE T FT |

qHTYTS T TS-9Ted

e HTIET 8@ IGIUT : “Ufe T gof Sfaaee 1fe;: aea-
TET I Ad GRITTaa THTT-AIT @Io], a7 TG 9 Ad 1,
Frar-faferse v faer; Fradd st erseard &g o1 a=r = mor
T T SR |
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qoT ATl TTed SET I ¢ “Of=ET g —arad THTT
(defeater) afsrer =4 @y 1”

HUST THERET : T[T TSI

ot AU qred Igeuier : “The first illusion of modern
knowledge-life is that more information automatically
yields more knowledge. The internet, databases, research
papers, news, statistics, archives, interviews, social
media and artificial intelligence have enormously
increased the number of available sources; yet a larger

number of sources ...”

ST & ol 31& 7, G 89, |Us 2, 377017 90; 7T
BT =T IUeTe STUSIT ST |
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AT 91 — EAAATHS TUTIET ST WIS
qrE

FUT TeqTaF F¥H : Coexistential Realism and the
Linguistic Turn

T TTAFT A1 T AT hT

TS OTg S9aq g, ST STde S 9%, a7 3T (FIHgNT Had
&I 31T, T JTNT 97 7 &A= VTYT-gfaa 9eT Usfg ard
% | aEsfEaares TITIETE XY, GATT, 98T, T4 3T Td 6

AT G I SR Fd ATG, | e T a1 aTedaamdld
gfaers 9T o1f—TTera ATHST aTed e TS GHTST g S |

yfarar, §T 3 raf

ATH Eqeh U AT AT 97 [ardT a2 [ &[T g7a?
‘TR’ wreRd e faendT stieqeaara=T &y &= gaid
e g | T ST ST &1 S =1fw;, JaT ST GUraTd S
AT AT T THTaa A fads ATHIH T 984 |

AT AH T TR I

TV TS d AR ST ¢ 3T TITIAES T TIH JUSH
gfasT ad Ao 1t | sif=w srmaas ufe Tvgfas Afas sr
Uit aFar e s |

qHTYTS T TS-HTeT

T& AEIIF GIa9T E s 89 97 F 9497 Haef gied afg

T G 5 9ex, T, ATHTIUIT, SATHIUT, TelTd, IR0 3T

RN ATIHE SR T S Br 1"

gef AT ITed M IGIUI ¢ “TfEer de gfavraes st 1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qoT S 9o sgunsr : “The twentieth-century

“linguistic turn” taught philosophy an indispensable
caution: we do not discuss the world through an
unmediated gaze; we apprehend it through words,
sentences, concepts, grammar, symbols, classifications
and practices. Yet this achievement generated two

opposite extremes. On one side, naive ...”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T T, |UE 2, ITATH 91, et

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IATT 92 — TIAT-ATITIT AfqHaT 3T T TE1

FUST FeqTTF FT¥#  : Dignity-Based Ethics and New
Identities

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
TRAT-2TRT Afaadr Aa T8aH& JHille a7 JI7 AT
HTHTT {FEUS a99q AT, | 91T, o, st Ot = s afg=m

ATFIHR ST aTedaias ST a4 AG; HaT dFT Taa AT H

T Afas qog e 9fg #3d | d\@d G909 o Ao =16
HFT IIAIT T & BT |

wrferTar, ST o erafa

TEA® AT (d A=Al ATIRT a1 AT TS Tl AT, T&T
IS AT a9 A& T Hehe AT, | § ATIRE A6 TITH
“IRET” wrew F=F [Mutae [T AfE; ST, ST, I ST &Tie -
Famure Ao STET | 9 AT SEead SAtada AT Har qeiard

HREIEAC I

AT AH TR I

CIrETar, IA-AI a9 2T QTHTSTd ATaaRE T T Taa S
q9Te UaT Afdd FHET GTT & 3G, | ST Teah-aar 9w
fermer ufe a9 AT ad FEITTT SHaedT e TG =T |

QHTHTS T ITS-HTe T

T BT ITed IGIUII @ e TN ‘TR IeE UFR
T o9& T 95 S A1 7

qof ST Ied IET G @ “TEaa TId U aredfad
Ffas suefer g =l 17
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9o 3g0 ¥ : “In modern society, the word

‘identity’ carries several questions at once. How a person
understands herself, how others recognise her, which
category the state records her under, which role family
and community assign her, which profile a digital
platform constructs for her, and which memories history

attaches to her ...”

qIETHY : =5 ST&hY, G a9, "0 3, AT 92; Jof
BT =1 ST U ST |
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IATT 93 — TEhI~5h WAIha AT ACTh-aar

FUT FeqTTF F1¥#  : Polycentric Democracy and
Network Power

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
TE TG ATha =T el TTodeh WIaT AT e Ty, T+,
fefSee 7=, BT 99 o ST 9T § y9Ttaq Foas

FATESEIE TIT AT | G9T S SHIY HeAdT T ToTiaa AT
A T ATIREH g [T T8 aIFaTdh ATal | A@d qraari—ad

et o =it 7= e =94 5990 IET-86e AT ST |

srfaraar, §1AT ot Staf
Frg FF AT I AT T & (5 ST 984T 9aT SAriara
ar A& o T Jeha AT, | FTT-AT8dr TRITord HTATe

r ~_c o -~ r

THTET 0T qredids GH &9 d: JE29d q'g;HFVhQI,Hde’i

[aN

IAVETET THET AT TR AT9TH AT | TghlghdT o SAaes

faausT 997 9 T Alhd—A& VT I2IT ATHA F1IT |
AT AR ST\ GFaT

ETaHTH® ATaST-d & 3 ST grgadh [ura-faa= Ui TamawT

Ta= fefres ey s ofg) | TIw |vs® Jo T T &
ATaST+a aTcad ST 9Tar |

QHTTE T ITS-AT8T
e HTTET qT8d ISV “ATha=Ad TFTIE Hoed-TH a1
A Todd HIae @ietel SiTed 3fs,—{auTiaeT, wrEdrieer,

AT AT, FaT=T =T yormeET 1”7

gef AT ITed | I ¢ “I9Y 6: (transparency)® 1
(source code) gv& &g Afg 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9o Igu¥r : “In the traditional picture of

democracy, power is sought chiefly within the state—the
legislature, executive, judiciary, elections and
administration. These indispensable centres remain
decisive in modern society, but citizens’ lives are not
shaped by government orders alone. Employment

opportunities can be altered by ...”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T T, |UE 2, ITATH 93; 77

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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IATT 94 — i G 9o IgeIaT 37 IT<-
qHTre g9

U IeqTgF FTYH  : Rational Plurality of Religion
and the Post-Secular Society

T TTAST M T AT HT

o fqahqur aEerar G ST IO ST J1 S79aT T
Aat=a T —ufs § ST |EW AfE AT | SATCT, 37, Graras
ST o SHfaaTa Saaar ANTa ATIRTE HTTd &7 IIferd
T | d\® AFEE, A8 AFETE T aedAdTEs Saaadr Ua(g Atad

TRHETE 91T q19T ST

wfaqoer, §HET o srafa

qaed ATTRN QAT 0F AT A, | AfE IAC 97 & qTaaTi-dh
AaT g Mg #7ar S=maqor 29 Tad g afT Gad
o1 | STt T FA7T TH0r, S, =TaS GHIAT o faana

NN

AT ®ETEr & od, § M 9Y 8d A |

AT A ST e

IiET WUSH qHAgaT-[a= UaT AL qrasa Sira-e Hic

Hqarer & R st | AT o Awd= A ffe atfis agaas
Ffas 9|7 a7 FETE TR

QHTRTE T ITS-AT8T
T AT qT8d ISV “AATY e TATTH 9 & T §eT ave

FIATH Afg BHTEA: “OF quid: (ST &1 3TET ‘9 ArasT-d Sa-a

qat=a [uriaa a7 |” ATFT T AT TST-TG(d 77T (g 30, 977,

T, AT, T, 4T, TR, T, THaT, T, HIT, G0, JT9T =1

Sfas arfacas g ar 9 s "
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ot 1”
JUSIT GHHY : TI(\T ITS-TXa0r

o AUST 18 Ig2uier : “In modern society, the question

of religion does not fit into two simple boxes: “religion
should be entirely private” or “religion should be the
supreme arbiter of public life.” For a person, faith may
be not merely a mode of worship but a source of
meaning, reflection on death and suffering, hope, vows,

compassion, ...”

QST : TS5 STHY, HHFETY 9, U 3, AT 94; Jof

BTreT 21T IqeTo AUSIT 4T |
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IATT 95 — GHATATAT JA_TA-5( o : TUATTAT-TG T
(genealogy), AITHAETITTY (archive) AT YHTIT

FT ST TegTTF FT¥#F  : The Parallel View of History:
Genealogy, Archive and Evidence

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
A=Y STAa-gse Adidae a1 [&qd (g A1d; Sid 997,
I, ETR0T 31T THTU [qosg STaaTaad a9y 316 fid

ATE | TMTTAT TAHTT T SGTTERAT 9T TIT FId ATS,;

ATEH SATAEAT AR AT = Fiasha E A= 1fs |

T gfagm@ans Sfaes 2T T2 T (FHTr Ff7 & T |

wiawar, ST =1 e

I & =17 ATEN 9T AHE H7T ATT SAaTd a7 A
I | T AN d TeTdT @AY He T & (A &
IO AfE, 31 difas FoT fAfaa a=araes [y faeeT afg)

=Y AiedTd 918 |

HAUATHI® TR qe=r

Tdhld Saard-faaer o fAfrem siafaafors s o=
UAT AIT-I[ a1 RN ATTITT FAT AT, | ARG AT T
TEF AY(E STaE Ule e TANT 7T S |

THIYTH T TTS-HT8T

et JeT qrew 35 : “sfaem foms auT afeer o § ofg)
ST AT T IR ST A €9 qfeer o1f, sfaamaa daer
T Jad A 1"

qef BT ITed @7 IGIUII @ “TET FfeaTs HiFd A7 1"
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof s ared 3gunsr ¢ “The first illusion in writing

history is that the past lies ready-made like a book and
the historian merely reads it. In fact, the past leaves
uneven traces of events, processes, memories, remains,
documents, objects, landscapes, languages, oral
traditions and institutional records. Some survive, some

are destroyed, ...”

qIETHY : a5 ST&hY, G a9, "0 3, 34T 95; Jof
BT =1 ST U ST |
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IITT 96 — ATCHEH TT: GHTATAC I+ &4 AqT
faevss fET e Ra?

FTSI TegTTFE Iy : Self-Critique: How Will
Parallel Philosophy Accept Its Own Deconstruction?

T TTAST o T Toars e

AT 899 & & ddh I0 G9F Hd ATS, o AT a1
A ATd TS ETH TEATH TGIT ATCHGTEH T8 | 9
T ETET TEIT i S | TAAT S i, FIa Guia /T
JTIH THTT TRITIT S hao (99 VT A5, qrediad GeqmTT
FaeT Al |

yfarar, 1T o vt

AT TAT-TI, FETE THAT-HAS 3T T vl (0

RHAT-faiTeT & & [Ag=as ®FAT & ahd AT, |
AT ATATTAT H AT R, (] FoT AT q&T AIRafad g
ST T SATCHAH T AT T | qrasti=a G- v, faerdr
qred AT TqTfad A Tadad Tfdares S [iase graars arar |
TS T TR qFI=T

Y |USH § qa19a ATHTATATH S (A5 AT, | TG idh ai
STHETR S ST G, HTNT T 997 9¢ Ufg q9reT faasd At

T a7 Al |
QHTATS T ITS-HT8T
g AT ITed IGIUI @ “TIE TUTHT I Udh SATTEaH Ioq=

aiEd MfE: I TEfd TR 9 F7dTd oo 9907 BT, 2 =99 397
fer g afr o)
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ot 1”
JUSIT GHHY : TI(\T ITS-TXa0r

o7 AU e Sgeuer ¢ “A philosophy that criticises

others has a first ethical duty: it must not place its own
theory beyond criticism. Self-critique in Parallel
Philosophy is not decorative humility; it is the seventh
foundation of its method. If the evidence changes, the
conclusion must change; if language conceals an

overlooked ...”

qIeTH : o= 317, THMI=Y 9, JUS 2, 3T 96; HoT

BTreT 21T IqeTo AUSIT 4T |

faeg - TN BTET FHUE RS -9 - 199



AT 97 — GL=AT AT, {aT d==r foafa afg

TSI TEFTTF F1Y#F  : Structure Exists, but Structure
Is Not Destiny

T TTAST 3 T AT RT
HYTAT At & aRfefa, Sara o amrtas o 39 orfe; qar

Uty & qatreifa fFafa Fearee safeas gfaor s agfas
Tftga= erews 31fg | 3ife Ioie S=ararar sAafaqare faare, S,

T, fET = or& areafas fayqar v a1 & Afg | de9 s
HYEHT o Fgcad T qea=dh ST ad ST |

wiaoar, ST =1 e

Ueh HAGTHTI Fheddl HIEATH® 0 AHNd ﬂlé;wm

FEHAT ATFdd G T9-T T 9T :||€ FOA | T TAT S

I | AT faaeor qgra& ar, Ja1 Jof AT o1 Ear-favras

HIHT ST TgHdd (TR AT SIS A5 ST Gehel | T F5.
TR S AT AT, |

AT AR ST\ e

IATT Y&  HIAAT-HATFT T UaT A Tddh eI TITEd sy
T R ATS, | FHMTAY T9d dgedd ST AT 3T Aehias
TEAaar § 8 edld dTal |

T T TTS-AT8d

gef AT Ied I @ “Tfeer Afqars sv=aTes Fafaare
e 1”

ger JTET qTed @Y Igrun e : “I97: (subsidiarity) qEeayT,
rfaa B (majority )d ST graT At dad |7
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9o Ia ¥ : “Human beings do not decide in

a vacuum. Language, family, caste, class, gender, school,
law, market, technology, geography, memory,
institutions and historical inheritance shape the field of
their options. Yet this does not eliminate choice. The
maxim of Parallel Philosophy is: structure is real, but

structure is not ...”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T T, |UE 2, ITATH 97, g7

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 98 — HTNT HHAT oY, {IT HIXOTT AT

FUGT FeqTTF FT¥# : Language Is a Limit, but Not a
Prison

T TTAFT o T Toars e
g dT AT IERE—s sy i | afreeor, areT =T
qEhias AT ATHAH €T qacid ATG, T ifas Fee,
ST ead ST o A | WIS ST g 3 ST | dEE
TNT & 99T q19d S, AT 915 |

wiawar, ST =T e

Y& FiurEaTe STl SETa=a T@MY Gad; HTE 00
TREf¥Ar AT Ufaarasd Jaus IFsad A1 | TG (e I Ao
T IR, TEATIVE AT AT T TG G AGTH AT, |
ATITF AT & UF Afdd Hl &T, Ga&T ATH I JTE &S g7 A8
e

AT IS TR Th e

ANRTH ITIYE ATS® TiasTsd § TRuF 397 AT | e
IS Ta=T o fefoted YT T-29as ™ ufe Mg ser-o1em

g TINT A AT T ST |
QHTATE T ITS-AT8T
et §TET qTed 35 “afger wfenrs wifve fafaaes
stz 1”
e HTIET qTed 67 IGI0I @ “Taq HleATs T A1, |”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

qof U 9o Ig ¥ : “In this chapter, the word ‘limit’

does not mean prohibition alone; it means a horizon that
gives shape. Language makes some distinctions clear and
others blurred; it makes some experiences shareable
while reducing the subtlety of others. Yet the limit is
mobile—new words, translation, science, poetry, law,

vernacular ...”

TTSTHY & ITST+g 3THY, T T, |UE 2, ITATH 98; qe1

BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AATT 99 — GNT FTeh TATIEaq T AT, T 7
AEHTAT (g 99 s,

FUST FEITTH FTY#H  : Power Influences Knowledge,
but Does Not Make Truth Arbitrary

o WTAT o daheh [oATS o
YT & ICATET, T, HUT AT TRo TAT T F AT, qaT
UfE O H T HFHET &7 Tl a4 | FlE HEIT T 4T ol AT,

qEAT & AT A15 L Gehel | A@ed THTRSTS THETATTAT 2T
T TATIATEE &1 Ua A7 SA1Id ®q BT o AT
Ffas = ma g9aT =1

yfarar, AT o It

TOT-T5a = 3 Yo & [GET aoF & AT dd a7 H9T Fa9
AH-AWTAATE T Tehed TG, | ITeT TT&T ATRST & TUr [T5aer AT
AT HIad 99, FTaHraead ®HT 37 ATIT-I(C A9 d AT, | T

9T TIoT aaVigd TG T &T, adT (9T Jq1ured ara e

AT TV 3T AT ITH AT |

AT AR ST\ GFaT

TEl F AFTHS TR o $fiee gaartaar 9ft & 99w oy
IATIH Udh 91 (=TS T A1) | SATeAaw e FEier a utg
TH—IT § ST AT gega ol 915 Jfe g |

QHTYTS T TS-HTeT

T AT TTed G @ “HET S| Aldars dar qHE €9
Fleqor stfg: & g1 FE-IqTET TATad ®id TG, d T Haeh
HAT-H AT FuT 3, 1"

qof HTUET Ied @ I ¢ “wred gaeT (relativism)®

Atz 1”
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FUSIT GHHA : TI(\T ITS-Trar

g 3USIT qTed 3a0n ¥ : “But the opposite extreme is

equally mistaken: if power influences the production of
knowledge, then truth is merely a story made by power.
This conclusion conflates the ‘social conditions of
knowledge’ with the ‘truth-value of a claim’. A
government cannot stop rainfall by issuing an order

against rain; a university ...”

TSI : TS5 ST, FHMTY S9T, | 2, AT 99; o1
BT =17 IqeTer TS 37T |
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AT 100 — TS5 STHEH GATATL TH: GUS-
;M |US-3 HT GRIGT TfaareT

FUT FeqTTF F¥#F  : Gajendra Thakur’s Parallel
Philosophy: Integrated Statement of Volumes | and Il

o WTAT o daheh [oATS o

T AUSH FHET UHeT a9 Agd [qe1od ST Hvard Tt
Tfe, ST GTaSE dhd TRIF ENET A, | TIT qUed

TEIHATNT faaehaTe, Festieqearcds TUTIaTe, AT, Aidha—,

~r ~_c ~

=T, 7T, o, stafaatarsar, fagme = fefses g wfes
T | TS AT |
wiaTar, §IHT =T 9

HHEAE AT ATG ST AT AT AT T ([Tshva a8er
T e sy gf7 910 | AT s s AT deed

faerarfusr afy, fafayr smeifags =maesTa o graeams JT&r|
ITINIT (o= oot &7~ JTaT, g5 TATr, faerdt areer, wrfves 9,
HAATTHAT AT |

AT I TR qoq

A= TS arediad ITATST Taadl ST E Huiag
frsy o g faemae Afy, T9ead TET An] &=aE TS

FEET =7fw | UET SIGH WTNT aTediasdie Ud ATTH 8d Afg, 94T
qod TR A, 31 AT TEAT faaas qrasfe SET a4d
|
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QHTRTE T ITS-AT8T

qoT BT ITed IGIUII @ “HHFTY a9a 3T a7 65
BTy v Jfg 1"

e AT ITed TET IGIUI ¢ CHHETaY” Iewd Tiee oy

f, T o AT |
JUSIT GHHE : TI(\T ITS-TaT

g IS 9Ted Igunyr : “Parallel Philosophy does not

mean establishing another centre. The aim of this project
is not to create a permanent ‘alternative stream’ against
the so-called mainstream and then turn it into the same
kind of intellectual monopoly. Its loyalty is not to any

permanent camp, but to evidence, truth, dignity, justice,

»

qIeTH : TS5 317, A=Y 29, TUs 2, 301 100; Jor

e 21T IqeTe FAUSIT 4T |
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QAT QTefcad off W {-d qoaTSdhe

Tgfas Afed Te

AT T Ho (G917 J9TTa (GO0 f7dTd Ja- TRITIaT
BT &7 (7 | § 9 95 AR5 SaT & 1t 987
THTUTE AT FETET Tl oAof Il (g ad | Ufg ST U=~ra
o M AT I THId IHE [AamH Afg, Ufaeras 4T

qIrerd T aHEAT-HaTE IATuEH 31 |

TNT T uTy
ST, 7T, faei=eeTs=, §5g7 o ST Toaay« Talg JI1iva

afaaes faams v foeg gaa | oas e s
HATATIAT R BT, T AL, IV, JHET T UTqarias G Jrr-
ITET TN 97 a HaT & S0 | GHreT 7 Ufg § uaa aeaeT

TTHHTET AT [T qreet 7T |

T o ZfagTe

el JOd A GUTaeAT HedT TuT ATHAES Ta1dh THE

"o AT, | Iav-anqfa o o= gfafafacas sfed S s,

=T IUTeT & S 97 At a4 | fafaers e sfaem o
FIH [Arer, Fae YT, S==T, TomaiEa aIrayor o SifEa

e A=Y BT T@q AaT AT, |

THTST, AGAT AT THHAT

T e ferem= qfy, areafas aTied Ta97 T S90S

ATIRNE STEq S | GHIT AT GV e arar &= fafaear

gaaTa faerdT g | fafers a9=a T/ T o1 a1 araied AT TS
T& AT AT Ufe fqarsd Agwaqor Afdes 1o =1t |
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fagrer o1 fefsee g

TT-29dh 3T Tidh AT 3 aSlTid TUTIaTeEs GorsT amar
fsfSes g== & srenr afg | u=iienws sEgyerar, ser-Hai,
qEET e o Afae TRumEE T ST Ae T s | S
IhgE IR AGHT TUT FITTT TH-4TATE M qcad Jad A18
FUA AT Tehel AT, |

AT AT TS (0T

T |USH WIS HEH HSGd AT ATHAH & AaEdr A |
AT STH A& AT S ST 598 A7 g ai 14, § 7T

T faRer 19 | HaT g ST a S99, arad THTr, TfaTes

HETT =7 WITiaa safade AT AT T 999 97
HAMTAY. S9 ATAT qHET S 9T [qamiaaa aifgd T&id Tedd

T =t |
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T T=-H=o

TS BT | Toiwg 31 d THMT=Y a9, |US 9 | faeg, 2028 | H

BT =T ST U 5T e I8 |

TS5 STHY | Talwg STgd =Y 29, JUs 3 | fa9g, q03% |

o BT 31 ITeAs SUST gy aTe |
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THETR 284

HUE 35k YRR Tl

Tfe T2 Tl SIgeh TR a8+

TR GUsSeh Ueh 9T 1A UToTdTed Tl
U AT | TSI 38, TEAETS, fague,
sfaer, A9-aef, fasme, fefSiee ac s
g ¥ deheh T Teid A |

Tl ALATIH el UidRTT, Uicruey 11 HiAreh
AT, ol AT UTS-T18 3T S
FUT-¥h T oIS 30T e e AT |
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