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FACULTY OF PHILOSOPHY 
SPRING SEMESTER 2016/2017
	Row No.
	Course Title
	Department
	Level (Year)
	Language
	ECTS
	Semester

	1
	New Religious Movements
	Theory and History of Culture
	B (3)
	English
	2
	2

	2
	Problem of secularity: origins and contemporaneity
	Philosophy
	B (4)
	English
	3
	2

	3
	Social media and politics: how new communication technologies promote democracy in non-democratic countries
	Philosophy
	B (4)
	English
	3
	2


COURSE DESCRIPTION

	Status

	Course code / number in the book: 

New Religious Movements

Taught by: Ihor Kolesnyk

		
	Acad. cycle

	ECTS credits

	Duration

	Semester

	Contact hours

	
	Bachelor

	2

	1 semester

	Spring/Autumn
	30

	
	Year of study

	Weekly lectures/seminars

	Prerequisites


	3th 
	1 lecture every two weeks,

1 seminar every two weeks

	Religious Studies, History of Religions, Cultural Studies, Philosophy

	Languages

	Examination

	Assessment


	English

	Term papers and final test
	100-point scale


	Aims and objectives: 

The aim of the course is to provide students with general overview of new religious movements and transformation of religious worldview in modern world. Also this course is focused on history of generally known organisation and sources of new belief systems. 


Description: changes in modern world influence religion as part of human civilization. There are many new religious and related to religion movements which need to be defined and academically researched. We have different approaches to new religious movements. Some of them are hostile, some – more objective. In this course we’ll try to show possibility of academic science to describe NRM without emotional connotations. 

Also we use classification to distinguish different types of NRM depending on sources of their belief systems and tradition of devotion. The course consists of 8 topics: Introduction to NRM studies; Christian NRM; Oriental NRM; UFOlogy; Religious syncretism and NRM; Modern Neopaganism; Satanism; Tragedies of modern religiosity. 

Reading list: 
1. Hexham, Irving and Karla Poewe, New Religions as Global Cultures, Boulder, Colorado: Westview Press, 1997.
2. Arweck, Elisabeth and Peter B. Clarke, New Religious Movements in Western Europe: An Annotated Bibliography, Westport & London: Greenwood Press, 1997.
3. Chryssides, George D., Exploring New Religions, London & New York: Cassell, 1999.

4. Clarke, Peter B. (ed.), Encyclopedia of New Religious Movements, London & New York: Routledge, 2006.

5. Davis, Derek H., and Barry Hankins (eds) New Religious Movements and Religious Liberty in America, Waco: J. M. Dawson Institute of Church-State Studies and Baylor University Press, 2002.

6. Meldgaard, Helle and Johannes Aagaard (eds) New Religious Movements in Europe, Aarhus, Denmark: Aarhus University Press, 1997.

7. Partridge, Christopher (ed) Encyclopedia of New Religions: New Religious Movements, Sects and Alternative Spiritualities, Oxford: Lion, 2004.

8. Possamai, Adam, Religion and Popular Culture: A Hyper-Real Testament, Brussels: P. I. E. - Peter Lang, 2005.
9. Saliba, John A., Understanding New Religious Movements, 2nd edition, Walnut Creek, Lanham: Alta Mira Press, 2003.



	


	Status

	Course code / number in the book:  
«Problem of secularity: origins and contemporaneity»
Taught by: Ulyana Lushch, PhD

		
	Acad. cycle

	ECTS credits

	Duration

	Semester

	Contact hours

	
	Bachelor

	3
	1 semester

	Autumn or Spring

	30

	
	Year of study

	Weekly lectures/seminars

	Prerequisites


	3d or 4th 

	1 lecture every two weeks, 

1 seminar every two weeks

	Social philosophy and history of philosophy 


	Languages

	Examination

	Assessment


	English

	Combined: oral exam and test

	5-point scale


	Aims and objectives: based on tracing and examining premises, stages and peculiarities of Modern identity as specific and unprecedented worldview paradigm to provide students with systematic and holistic understanding of the contemporary social, political and cultural situation. 

Intended capabilities: to know: differences between sociological and philosophical approaches of defining secularization; aspects of secularization and Modernity correlation; social and cultural context and main historical stages of secularizing shifts; peculiarities of Modern secular interpretation of the world, the Man, society and history; to be able to: explain the difference between secularization, secularity and secularism; to sketch the peculiarities of Modern identity; to unfold specificity of the European phenomenon of Modernity through revealing its origins; to characterize specificity of Modernity and secularization in the Ukrainian cultural context and to define the place of religion in the contemporary Ukrainian reality.


Description: Peculiarities of sociological and philosophical approaches of defining secularization and the context of their forming from the history of philosophy perspective. Social, religious and worldview aspect of secularization process. Historical stages of secularization. Premises and favorable background of secularizing tendencies in the Western Europe. Comparative analysis of secular and pre-secular types of worldview. Secularization influence on the rise of national state and civil society during Modernity. Specificity of secularity in social and cultural context the Ukrainian contemporaneity.


Reading list: 

1. Taylor, Charles. A Secular Age. Cambridge, Massachussetts; London, England: The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2007. 874 p.

2. Blumenberg, Hans. The Legitimacy of the Modern Age. Cambridge, Massachussetts; London, England: The MIT Press, 1988. 677 p.

3. Gauchet, Marcel. The Disenchantment of the World: a Political History of Religion. Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1997. 228 p.

4. Taylor, Charles. Sources of the Self: the Making of the Modern Identity. Cambridge, Massachussetts: Harvard University Press, 1989. 624 p.



	


	Status
	Course code / number in the book:  
«Social media and politics: how new communication technologies 

promote democracy in non-democratic countries»: Ievgen Laniuk , PhD

 

	
	

	Acad. cycle
	ECTS credits
	Duration
	Semester
	Contact hours
	

	Bachelor
	3
	1 semester
	Autumn or Spring
	30
	

	Year of study
	Weekly lectures/seminars
	Prerequisites

	3d or 4th 
	1 lecture every two weeks, 

1 seminar every two weeks
	Comparative political science,

social philosophy 

	Languages
	Examination
	Assessment

	English
	Combined: oral exam and test
	5-point scale

	Aims and objectives: to provide students with the understanding of the relationships between media, particularly new media, and politics; to shape their understanding of contemporary politics throughout the globe, especially in countries which pursue their own path to democracy; to deepen their knowledge of the pros and cons of new media in its relationship to democracy; to broaden their perception of contemporary political situation in the countries of the former Soviet Union, especially Ukraine, in light of modern communiation theories.   

Intended capabilities: to know: contemporaty theories describing the role of traditional broadcast and new media in their relationship with politics; the role of media within political system of the society; the transition taking place in politics with the advent of new communication technologies, especially in non-democratic countries; to be able to: evaluate the role of new media in different political contexts, making suggestions about their political significance in any particular case; be able to compare different sociopolitical contexts and understand their connection with communication streams; develop the capability to foresee the future development of the society, especially Ukranian, based on the studied communication theories and historical examles.    


Description: In 2013-2014, a powerful democratic revolution known as the EuroMaidan occurred in Ukraine.  New communication technologies, including social media, played a significant role in the initial protests in Kyiv by bringing together the Ukrainian people who wanted a pro-European democracy and coordinating their activities throughout the three-month confrontation with the pro-Russian government. The situation in Ukraine, though, is not unique. The Arab Spring, the “Occupy Wall-Street movement, the Bolotnaya Square protests in Moscow, and other protest actions throughout the globe have placed on the public agenda the discussion about the role of social media in political processes. Though the extent of social media’s influence upon the organization and coordination of mass protest is still the subject of intense scientific debate, the active use of online-communication technologies during virtually all modern protesting actions has become an accomplished fact. Therefore in addition to political science programs in political science, already taught at our university, it is imporant to provide our students with the understanding of the role of new media in contemporary politics. 

Reading list: 

Caplan, Scott E. "Challenging the Mass-Interpersonal Communication Dichotomy: 

Are We Witnessing the Emergence of an Entirely New Communication System?" Electronic Journal of Communication, 2010. http://www. cios.org/EJCPUBLIC/011/1/01112.HTML.  

Duncombe, Constance. “The Twitter Revolution? Social Media Representation and

Crisis in Iran and Libya.” Australian 2011 Political Science Association Conference Paper. Canberra, Australia. 26-28 September 2011. http://law.anu.edu.au/coast/events/apsa/papers/151.pdf.

Ghonim, Wael. “Our Revolution Is Like Wikipedia.” Personal Democracy Forum. 

February 14, 2011. Accessed April 19. 2013. http://techpresident.com/blog-entry/ghonim-our-revolution-wikipedia.

Gladwell, Malcolm. “Does Egypt Need Twitter?” The New Yorker, February 2, 2011.
http://www.newyorker.com/online/blogs/newsdesk/2011/02/does-egypt-need-twitter.html.

Goldstein, Joshua. “The Role of Digital Networked Technologies in the Ukrainian

Orange Revolution.” Berkman Center Research Publication, no. 14 (2007). http://cyber.law.harvard.edu/sites/cyber.law.harvard.edu/files/Goldstein_Ukraine_2007.pdf. 

Hassanpour, Navid. “Media Disruption Exacerbates Revolutionary Unrest: Evidence

from Mubarak’s Natural Experiment.” APSA 2011 Annual Meeting Paper. Yale University, 2011. http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1903351##.

Holger L. Kern and Hainmueller, Jens. “Opium for the Masses: How Foreign Media

Can Stabilize Authoritarian Regimes.” Political Analysis 17, no. 4 (2009): 377-399. http://www.mit.edu/~jhainm/Paper/OVM2009.pdf.

McLuhan, Marshall. Understanding Media. The Extensions of Man. London and New

York. http://beforebefore.net/80f/s11/media/mcluhan.pdf.

Morozov, Evgeny. “How dictators watch us on the web.” Prospect, February 18,

2009. http://www.prospectmagazine.co.uk/2009/11/how-dictators-watch-us-on-the-web/. 

Morozov, Evgeny . “Think Again: The Internet.” Foreign Policy, May/June, 2010: 1

http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/04/26/think_again_the_Internet?page=full.

Nerone, John, ed. Last Rights: Revisiting Four Theories of the Press.Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1995. 

O’Sullivan, Patrick B., and Hoffner, Cynthia. “Across the great divide: Melding mass

and interpersonal theory through mediated relationships.” 1998 National Communication Association Convention Paper. New York. November 1998. http://www.ilstu.edu/~posull/OS&H1998.htm.    

Owen, Andrew. “Messages, Messengers, and Mechanisms of Influence: Elite

Communication Effects and the 1992 Canadian Constitutional Referendum”. Canadian 2005 Political Science Association Conference Paper. London, Ontario. June 2005. http://www.cpsa-acsp.ca/papers-2005/Owen.pdf.

Schmitter, Philippe C. “The Consolidation of Democracy and Representation of

Social Groups.”American Behavioural Scientist 35, no. 4/5 (March/June 1992): 422-449 http://abs.sagepub.com/content/35/4-5/422.full.pdf+html. 

Schwarz, Eric. “Breaking the Weakest Link: An Analysis of How Social Media Falls

Short in the Organization of Anti-Authoritarian Resistance.” http://www.poliscimedia.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/03/WeakestLink.pdf.

Shirky, Clay. “The Political Power of Social Media.” Foreign Affairs, 
January/February, 2011: 2.

http://www.gpia.info/files/u1392/Shirky_Political_Poewr_of_Social_Media.pdf.

Shirky, Clay. Here Comes Everybody. Penguin Group (USA) Incorporated, 2008. Quoted in

Evgeny Morozov. “How dictators watch us on the web.” Prospect, February 18, 2009. http://www.prospectmagazine.co.uk/2009/11/how-dictators-watch-us-on-the-web/.

Siebert, Fred S. Theodore Peterson, and Wibur Schramm. Four Theories of the Press:

The Authoritarian, Libertarian, Social Responsibility and Soviet Communist Concepts of What the PressShould Be and Do. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1956.
Solis, Brian. “Defining Social Media: 2006-2010.” Brian Solis. January 7, 2010.

Accessed April 19, 2013. http://www.briansolis.com/2010/01/defining-social-media-the-saga-continues/.


