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7. Evaliate Abu Lughod’s *article *Do* Muéhm
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8 Reflect 6n Alison Jaggar’s claimwith examples
of Feminist Ethics to uncovér the-gefidered
1 assumptiotis underlying -supposedly ngutral
“moral theories”. s s 3
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9.~ State the definition of Feminist Bioethics. given
by Wendy Rogers and state its-differences from
traditional or mainstream ‘Bioethics.
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.(b) Answers may be written eittier in English or

"Hindi But the same medxum should be followed
‘throughout the paper Lt
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(c) Attempt any five questions. ., , .. _
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1. Discuss Ehzabeth Anderson’s arguments of
Feminist epistemology focusifig ‘on the @ cr1t1que
of traditional epistemology and emplnCLSm -
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2. “The trad1t10nal 1deals ) womenhood and.
fermmty cpnﬂ1ct w1th the lived reality- of women
toddy.” Dlscgs§ Wwith the context to Moira
Gaten’s article ‘I'he Feminist critique of
Philosophy’. :
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3. Evaluateilynda Birke’s analysis of the:.
ambivalence relationship between women:and
their biglogy as well— as feminist-views towards
biology.
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4. In the context of kingrJanak rand. Sulabha’s,
debate, analyse Ruth Vanltas assertwn of
gender “ah'd 1dent1ty 1n “The self is not
Gendered”.
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5; ‘Examine in contextof the figure of ‘dasi) the
interseetion of gender, caste angd: -class in
shaping:- the role women from the Vedic:to the
post Vedic' penod accordmg to Chakravart1 s
artile.
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6. Examine challénge§to Adamson and Ganéri’s
assumption that womed' were absent or
marginalized in ancient Indian philosophical
traditions, citing examples of women thinkers
in ancient India.
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