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PERSONS AS MORAL BEINGS 

IVAN BINDAROVICH  
1:05 - 1:25pm — The Quality and Source of Human Happiness 
________________________________________________________________________ 
Humans want leadership. With the right guidance, they can accomplish great things, and be 
happy. However just how valuable is leadership if it prevents them from having their free will.  If 
everyone obeys the words of a great leader, do they have free will? Are they  happy? And if they 
are, what is the price that can be paid to achieve happiness? Sacrifices have to be made in order 
to accomplish great things, and what sacrifices wouldn't be worth basing one's happiness on? 
Perhaps happiness based on a great evil, or on suffering is inferior to other types of happiness 
that are obtained without harming others, even if the one who is happy does not know the price 
for their happiness. This submission is a creative dialogue which explores these issues.  
 

PERSONS AS EMOTIVE BEINGS 

ANNA MACDONALD 
1:30 - 1:50 — Sartre and His theory of Emotions Applied to My Own Emotional   
             Experiences  
________________________________________________________________________ 
Jean Paul Sartre has a phenomenological outlook on emotions and the role they play on being 
human. His idea that emotions are a magical transformation of behaviour in order to escape a 
seemingly impossible situation and thereby, elicit a change in the world is what I will focus on in 
this paper. I will explain and explore this idea as well as apply it to a personal emotional 
experience I have had to show the plausibility and applicability of his idea to real life situations. 
Specifically, that emotions are often a magical change in behavior which elicits a change in the 
world when one perceives a situation to be impossible.  
 
CHANGKHUN KIM 
2:00 - 2:20 — A Critique of Magic  
________________________________________________________________________ 
In this paper, I delineate Sartre’s account of emotions as a manifestation of a response, of an 
individual, to confronting an impossibly burdening reality without any hope of escaping such 
confrontation.  Moreover, I argue that the order of the manifestations is not capricious; rather, it 
is a function of a hierarchy system that categorizes and governs the emotional responses. Finally, 
I propose a counter-element that forces the individual to confront the impossibly burdening 



reality, when, under other circumstances, the individual would turn away from such 
confrontation through the manifestation of emotions.  

IORDAN NIKILOV  
2:25 - 2:45pm — Heideggerian Anxiety: Disclosiveness and Sociality  
________________________________________________________________________ 
Heideggerian anxiety is an existential condition, common to all Dasein, and not reducible to 
biochemical states and processes. Like all moods, it is disclosive of our being – specifically, of 
our being-possible. To clarify this, I shall first briefly discuss the significance of moods for 
Heidegger in Being and Time, and what moods in general disclose. Then, I shall discuss how 
anxiety functions and what, specifically, it discloses. My claim, here, is that anxiety (and mood 
in general) discloses Dasein as the kind of being that it is – namely, as Dasein – but that 
Heidegger does not make this entirely clear. Specifically, it is not clear whether Dasein’s being is 
primarily social or individual. I claim that if the being of Dasein is primarily social, Heidegger’s 
notions of authenticity and inauthenticity must be re-examined and, in particular, defended 
against a naive reading.  
 
JAMES DITTBURNER 
2:50 – 3:10pm — Existential Depression: The Spirit of Gravity within Harry Haller 
________________________________________________________________________ 
This paper puts forth the idea of an ‘existential emotion’ that relates to a depression of the soul. 
This depression, which is named the Spirit of Gravity or the weight of the soul is an internal 
force that is self-defeating and self-destructive. This ‘existential emotion’ is grouped together 
with Kierkegaard’s anxiety or Sartre’s anguish.  This emotion is explained out through an textual 
example of Herman Hesse’s Steppenwolf and the analysis and reinterpretation of Thus Spoke 
Zarathrusa. 

PERSONS AS SOCIALLY SITUATED BEINGS 

TAJDEEP BRAR 
3:20 - 3:40pm — Photography and the Dominant Popular Narrative of 20th Century  
        Kashmir 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 The Valley of Kashmir is portrayed via photography in one of two ways: as a paradise on earth, 
or as a place of extreme violence. The focus on the beauty or violence of Kashmir has subjugated 
the people of Kashmir, as they have been removed from the popular imagining of the Valley in 
favor of these portrayals and thus from any sort of representation in the mainstream narrative of 
their home. The focus on violence is especially problematic, as the violent representation of 
Kashmir shows it as an innately violent place, which justifies the violence that the Indian 
security forces perpetuate in the region in their attempts to pacify it. This representation of 
Kashmir has its roots in the ever-increasing demand of audiences for violent imagery. The reason 
for this ever-increasing demand for this type of imagery is due to our societal obsession with 
violence, which has its roots in human nature. We innately as individuals enjoy a sense of 



“Schadenfreude” when we witness another individual’s or group’s misfortune, and this is what 
draws us to pictures of violence. This sense of Schadenfreude stems from an innate desire of 
humans to assert themselves over other individuals, which also comes into play at the societal 
level. 

ZACHARY POTHIER  
3:45 - 4:05 — The Three Stooges: A Short Critique of Thomas Hobbes’ Favoured   
  Forms of Government  
________________________________________________________________________ 
Thomas Hobbes famously declared that life in the State of Nature is “solitary, poor, nasty, brutish 
and short” and to save ourselves from this war of all against all, we must form commonwealths 
with each other in order to have any chance at a decent life. The three forms of government he 
recommends democracy, aristocracy, and monarchy. All demand that we give up some of our 
liberties in exchange for security. Rather than rescuing us from the State of Nature, these three 
forms of government have the opposite effect and wind up strengthening and legitimatizing the 
terrors of the State of Nature. 
 
SAJAN KUMAR  
4:10 - 4:30 pm — Technology, Sustainable Wellbeing and Human Nature: Myth versus  
         Reality  
________________________________________________________________________ 
Modern life is characterized by the excessive use of technology. Whether be it home or office, 
education or entertainment, agriculture or commerce, communication or transportation, 
healthcare, space and aviation, virtually every realm of human life makes use of technologies 
today. The use of technology is growing by leaps and bounds with a conviction that it will make 
life more comfortable, more efficient and more fulfilled. In other words, a commonly held 
assumption has been that technology contributes to overall wellbeing. More technology, better 
the quality of life is the modern life mantra. Nevertheless, upon scrutiny, I find the association 
between technology and wellbeing not merely baseless and superficial but also disastrous. In this 
essay, I argue how the assumption that technology is the bringer of happiness is illusory; it leaves 
us betrayed eventually. After I have explored the concept of wellbeing, I examine why it is not 
possible for atomistic science and technology to promote human wellbeing. Linking the idea of 
wellbeing with human nature, I claim that technology as a tool of wellbeing, as has been 
perceived, is illusive.  

 
THE ONTOLOGY OF PERSONHOOD 

 
ZI YI LIU 
4:35 - 4:55  — Becoming Human Beings: The Continuing Work of Definition Between  
   Emergentment and Meronomy  
________________________________________________________________________ 



The work of this paper is to map out whether a definition of a being as complex as the human 
being is possible; and if possible, what mode of conceptualization of definition can adequately 
address a being such as a human being. This paper first proposes a model of conceptualizing 
what an object, or a Thing, is — a model which conceptualizes a Thing as “emerged,” or is 
transformatively and temporally constituted, a conceptualization which conflicts with the 
implicit demand of staticity or absoluteness presupposed in a definition. To this problem, this 
paper then proposes a re-conceptualization of “definition” itself to engage the transformative 
character of human beings and the transformative character of knowledge(s) used to interpret 
what human beings are — thus proposing the concept of “working definition.”  

KEYNOTE 
 
DR. EDUOARD MACHERY 
5:00 - 6:00 — A Plea for Human Nature 
________________________________________________________________________ 
Philosophers of biology, such as David Hull and Michael Ghiselin, have argued that the notion of 
human nature is incompatible with modern evolutionary biology and they have recommended 
rejecting this notion. In this article, I rebut this argument: I show that an important notion of 
human nature is compatible with modern evolutionary biology.


