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Candidate personal code: 

Theory of knowledge presentation planning document 
Title of presentation: 

Indicate the duration of the presentation:  minutes 

Indicate the number of participants in the presentation:  

CANDIDATE SECTION 
Candidate responses on this document must be typed and limited to a maximum of 500 words for the whole of the 
Candidate section (not per field).  It is not permitted to exceed the two sides of the candidate section.  

Describe your real-life situation: 

State your central knowledge question (this must be expressed as a question): 

Explain the connection between your real-life situation and your knowledge question: 
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Outline how you intend to develop your TOK presentation in the context of your real-life situation. Include analysis of your 
main knowledge question and related knowledge questions as well as arguments and perspectives. Responses can be 
presented in continuous prose or as a list of points: 

Show the significance of your conclusions with particular reference to your real-life situation and indicate how those 
conclusions might be relevant to other real-life situations: 
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TEACHER SECTION 

Enter your mark (0-10) for this presentation: 

Provide brief comments to support your assessment of the presentation. These should include remarks on the extent to 
which the knowledge question was well formulated and connected to the real-life situation, and on the effectiveness of the 
arguments and TOK analysis. 


	Text1: jgb279
	Text3: Controversies amidst religion
	Text4: 10
	Text5: 01
	Text6: Ram-Janmabhoomi controversy is a centuries old controversy about whether the holy-land, which is believed to be the birth-place of Lord Rama, was really a temple few centuries back which was broken by Mughal-emperor Aurangzeb, to construct a mosque or was it a mosque since beginning. During the many court-hearings, the controversy provoked sharp oppositions from both the religious-communities and even led to riots several times. The main issue here is that the credibility of historical-evidences available is in question and therefore is evidence is interpreted differently by the Hindus and Muslim communities.
	Text7: What role do human-driven events play in construction of personal and shared knowledge?
	Text8: Religion is very connected to our personal and shared beliefs. Knowing the birthplace of a Hindu god is certainly an important source of knowledge and connecting it with a different religion’s place arises the controversy as can be seen in my RLS. The difference in beliefs affects Human’s behaviour and the way humans interpret things making them act in a certain way (religious-riots) which affects not only their personal-knowledge (since families of those who died in riots suffered) but their shared-knowledge too (as verdict of religious-cases impacts its followers on a macro-scale)
	Text9: AOKs- Human Sciences and Religious Knowledge Systems  

WOKs- Emotion, Reason and Faith

Unpacking of KQ

Firstly I explored role of personal and shared beliefs in knowledge construction. In religion these beliefs are influenced by our past-knowledge. The idea was backed up by taking examples from historical-growth in religions where social-reformers used substantial-evidence from religious-texts to develop their case in order to eradicate social evils like casteism, Sati Pratha etc. However, this also barricaded knowledge formation due to fanaticism in religion making humans kill living-beings as offerings to God in order to pursuit the ultimate truth. In RLS too, there were riots and mass-killing. And killing in the name of religion following dogmatism barricades formation of knowledge.

Then, I explored how confirmation bias and logical fallacy affect construction of knowledge in human sciences where I substantiated my arguments by mainly focusing on the possibility that a single case can be viewed from multiple opposing perspectives as in RLS, therefore questioning the credibility of that constructed knowledge as it can pseudo too, indicating that its justification was merely a logical fallacy.


	Text10: In religious event’s controversies, Reasoning is a better tool than emotion or faith for equitable conviction. However it’s difficult or even impossible to gather information from credible sources and witnesses in such case’s conviction. Therefore, deductive reasoning may offer a better picture than abductive reasoning.

Past knowledge, confirmation bias and logical fallacies affects personal and shared knowledge, dividing and even uniting individuals and groups. But it is highly questionable if pseudo knowledge can be considered as real knowledge. After all the methodology used in the construction of different knowledges are challenged every time and after a paradigm shift, new knowledge is constructed. Still it is difficult to prove whether that the knowledge originating after paradigm shift is pseudo knowledge or not.
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